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           I enjoyed my sweat because hard work doesn't guarantee success, but without it I didn't have a chance.  
 

 - Alex Rodgriguez
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#1 SPORTS QUOTA AND COLLEGE 
ADMISSIONS IN INDIA 

-VISHAL KUMAR SINGH 
Sachin Tendulkar, Mahendra Singh Dhoni, 
Saina Nehwal, Vishwanathan Anand, 
Leander Paes and Abhinav Bindra are the 
youth icons of today.  Though, we Indians 
show a lot of enthusiasm when it comes to 
sports (especially cricket), but the reality is 
that young students pursuing a career in 
sports are not much encouraged. Parents 
and teachers praise students who are more 
interested in studying and go for 
professions like engineering or medicine 
or law. Sports field is always considered a 
secondary option and academic knowledge 
is considered more important than any 
other option. Unlike many other countries, 
where students get admission in college on 
the basis of not only studies but also on 
their all-
around 
activity 
record 
which 

includes- sports, art and craft, literary 
activity etc. Madhav Jha- a fictional 
character of a novel by Chetan Bhagat and 
now a film- Half Girlfriend. We have seen 
that when the lead character (Arjun 
Kapoor) is explaining an answer to the 
interviewer a line he mentions- “Sir, 
myself coming from village area” –it was 
trolled a lot on social media.  In the film 
the lead character is visualised going 
through an admission process in a reputed 
college of India by sports quota. People 
were angry on this scene for sometime 
claiming that this scene has insulted Bihar. 
But being a Bihari, I am thankful to Mr. 
Bhagat for at least raising a very negligent 
issue so far i.e., of sports quota admission 

in Indian 
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Colleges.  We need to think why our 
sportsmen are not academically so sound? 
However, there are just a few institutes in 
India who have taken a step forward to 
promote sports and sportspersons but there 
is still hope as a few colleges in India 
recognize and encourage young students to 
pursue sports at the professional level by 
offering scholarships. Some of them are: 
Rizvi College, Mumbai 
Rizvi College offers sports scholarships 
across various sports disciplines. Those 
students who apply through the sports 
quota have to undergo challenging trials, 
and are selected if they manage to pass 
through them. Their main focus and aim is 
to encourage students to pursue sports 
professionally. 
NetajiSubhas National Institute of 
Sports (NSNIS) 
This institute offers scholarships in order 
to promote sports in the country. The 
institute is situated in Patiala and is quite 
unique as it offers excellent sports training 
as well as high levels of academic 
programmes. They provide a wide range of 
scholarships from State and National level 
to special scholarships for women 
students, and thereby groom talented 

sportspersons from different walks of life. 
They select students on the basis of merit 
as well as performance. 
Delhi University - 
The Delhi University offers admission to 
students through sports quota. The 
student’s eligible for admission through 
this category consists of those who have 
already represented their country in certain 
competitions. These students are admitted 
directly. Apart from these, the various 
colleges affiliated to Delhi University 
conduct sports trials, in which they 
conduct tests to assess the student’s 
strength, endurance and speed and offer 
admission to those who clear at least 2 out 
of the 3 tests. Students applying through 
sports quota in Delhi University can now 
rejoice as more weightage will be provided 
for sports trial now. A press release was 
recently released on Delhi University's 
official website, containing information 
regarding the admission process for PhD, 
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MPhil, postgraduate and undergraduate 
programmes for the academic session 
2017-2018. Sports quota weightage 
increased by 60%. Earlier, the university 
used to give 50 % to 
sports trial and 50% 
to sports certificates 
but now, the 
admission committee 
is planning to give 
60 per cent to sports 
trial and 40% to 
marks.But, sadly DU 
offers only 5% 
reserved seats for 
sports quota. This 
reservation needs to be raised atleast by 
10%.  
 
SRM University, Tamil Nadu 
The SRM University awards sports 
scholarships worth rupees 7 crores to more 
than 100 students every year. The students 
are admitted to various fields ranging from 
engineering, management, science and 
humanities, etc. The students are selected 
on the basis of trials in various sports like, 
Cricket, Volley ball, Football, Badminton, 
Hockey, Table Tennis, Chess, etc. The 
students are judged by experts from inside 

and outside the university. Overall, 
admission in SRM University is a great 
opportunity for anyone interested to 
become a sports person. 

Anna University, Tamil Nadu 
This University has increased the sports 
quota seats from 100 to 500. It also offers 
training in as many as 51 different sporting 
disciplines. They identify talented students 
and mark them on the basis of merit and 
their achievements in sports. 
St.Stephen’s College, Delhi 
St.Stephen’s College offers financial aids 
along with scholarships to students based 
on need-cum-merit. The students who are 
keen to get admission through sports quota 
have to go through a fitness test and clear 
mandatory trials. 
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The presence of these colleges in India 
however, assures us that, there are chances 
of improvement in this direction. What we 
need to realise that suddenly waking up on 
the fortnight of Olympics or 
Commonwealth or Asian Games and start 
expecting medals from our players is 
grossly unjust and impractical. We need to 
prepare from a very early stage, if not from 
School level, at least from College level. 
Ministry of Human Resource 

Development and Ministry of Youth and 
Sports Affairs needs to think over this 
problem and come up with a reasonable 
solution in near future. Academic councils 
of IITs, NITs, Central Universities, State 
Universities,  National Law Universities 
need to reform their admission procedure, 
keeping in mind the sports, art and craft, 
literary activities and interests of the 
students. 
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#2 CAS UPDATES 

 
Image Courtesy : Playthegame.org

 
THE COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR SPORT (CAS) CANCELS THE ONE-
YEAR PERIOD OF INELIGIBILITY IMPOSED ON OLGA ABRAMOVA 
(UKRAINE)  
The Court of Arbitration for Sport 
(CAS) partially upheld the appeal filed 
by the Ukrainian biathlete Olga 
Abramova against the decision issued 
by the International Biathlon Union 
(IBU) Anti-Doping Hearing Panel 
(ADHP) on 14 November 2016 in 

which she was found to have 
committed an anti-doping rule 
violation (ADRV) (Meldonium) and a 
period of ineligibility of one year was 
imposed on her. On 1 January 2016, 
the World Anti-Doping Agency’s list of 
prohibited substances included 
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Meldonium for the first time. On 10 
January 2016, Olga Abramova 
underwent an in-competition doping 
control which revealed the presence of 
that substance. The IBU referred the 
matter to the ADHP which conducted 
an investigation before issuing a 
decision on 14 November 2016 in 
which the athlete was found to have 
committed an ADRV with the 
consequence of a one-year period of 
ineligibility. On 5 December 2016, 
Olga Abramova filed an appeal at the 
CAS. She requested the annulment of 
the IBU decision. A hearing was held 
with the parties on 2 February 2017. 
The CAS Panel agreed with the ADHP 
that Olga Abramova had committed an 
ADRV, but in contrast found that in 
the very specific circumstances of her 
case she bore no fault or negligence for 
it. The Panel was comfortably satisfied 
that the Athlete fulfilled her obligation 
to ensure that meldonium did not 
enter her body after January 1, 2016, 
i.e. on the date when Meldonium 
became prohibited. Indeed the Athlete 
could not reasonably have known or 
suspected even with the exercise of 
utmost caution that meldonium could 
still be detected in her blood after 
January 1, 2016. Consequently, the 

CAS Panel has cancelled the one-year 
period of ineligibility imposed on Olga 
Abramova but maintained the 
disqualification of any results achieved 
by Olga Abramova between 10 January 
2016 and 3 February 2016, in 
accordance with the WADA 
Guidelines. 
 
THE COURT OF ARBITRATION 
FOR SPORT (CAS) REGISTERS 
THE APPEAL FILED BY ARTUR 
TAIMAZOV (UZB)  
The Uzbekistani wrestler Artur 
Taimazov has filed an appeal at the 
Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS) 
against the decision issued by the 
International Olympic Committee 
(IOC) dated 31 March 2017 in which he 
was found, further to recent retesting 
of samples, to have committed an anti-
doping rule violation (turinabol and 
stanozolol) during the 2008 Beijing 
Olympic Games where he won the gold 
medal in the Men’s 120 kg Freestyle 
wrestling event. In his appeal to the 
CAS, Artur Taimazov seeks the 
annulment of the IOC decision. A CAS 
arbitration procedure is in progress. 
First, the parties will exchange written 
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submissions and a panel of three 
arbitrators will be constituted. The 
Panel will then issue directions with 
respect to the holding of a hearing. 
Following the hearing, the Panel will 
deliberate and at a later date, it will 
issue a decision in the form of an 
Arbitral Award. 
THE COURT OF ARBITRATION 
FOR SPORT (CAS) REDUCES 
THE SANCTIONS OF THE 
PLAYERS ENRIQUE LUIS 
TRIVERIO AND PABLO CESAR 
AGUILAR BENITEZ  
The Court of Arbitration for Sport 
(CAS) issued its decision in the appeals 
filed by the players Enrique Luis 
Triverio (Argentina) and Pablo Cesar 
Aguilar Benitez (Paraguay/Mexico) 
against the decisions issued by the 
Appeal Committee of the Mexican 
Football Federation (FMF) on 13 
March 2017 in which they were 
sanctioned with one-year suspensions 
further to incidents in two separate 
matches wherein each player was 
accused of misconduct towards the 
referee. CAS has annulled the 
decisions taken by the Appeal 
Committee of the FMF on 13 March 
2017 and replaced them with new 

decisions, reinstating the original 
sanctions imposed by the Disciplinary 
Committee of the FMF; namely  : 

 A suspension of eight (8) 
matches and a fine of 1,000 
UMAs is imposed on Enrique 
Luis Triverio   

 A suspension of ten (10) 
matches and a fine of 1,000 
UMAs is imposed on Pablo 
César Aguilar Benítez  

The match-suspensions already served 
by the players are to be credited 
against the sanctions imposed by the 
CAS. On or around the 85th minute of 
the match between Club Toluca and 
Club Atlético Monarcas Morelia on 8 
March 2017, the referee sent-off two 
Toluca players successively (both for a 
second yellow card). Enrique Triverio 
(Toluca) approached the referee and 
made contact with his hand on the 
referee’s chest. The referee 
immediately showed a straight red 
card to Triverio. Upon having blown 
the whistle to end the match between 
Club Tijuana Xoloitzcuintles de 
Caliente and Club de Fútbol América 
on 8 March 2017, the referee was 
vigorously approached by Pablo 
Aguilar and there was a contact 
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between the two caused by the player. 
Also in this situation, the referee 
immediately showed a straight red 
card to the player. The FMF has then 
initiated two disciplinary procedures 
against both players, which led to the 
decisions rendered first by the 
Disciplinary Committee and later by 
the Appeal Committee of the FMF. The 
players filed their appeals with the CAS 
on 30 March 2017. While the two 
incidents were completely separate, 
the Appeal Committee of the FMF 
issued a single decision dealing with 
both cases and the two arbitrations 
were then consolidated before the CAS. 
Considering that the players were 

currently suspended, the parties 
agreed to proceed on an expedited 
basis. The Sole Arbitrator in charge of 
the procedures held a hearing in 
Lausanne, Switzerland on 28 April 
2017 in the presence of the players, the 
FMF and their legal representatives. 
The Sole Arbitrator considered that, in 
light of the evidence which was 
produced, the sanctions that had been 
imposed in the first instance by the 
Disciplinary Committee of the FMF 
were appropriate in light of the 
misconducts at stake and that the 
increased sanctions imposed by the 
Appeal Committee of the FMF could 
not be upheld. 
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#3  FIFA COUNCIL : KEY 
DECISIONS FOR THE FUTURE OF 

THE FIFA  WORLD CUP 

 
Image courtesy : www.underconsideration.com 

The FIFA Council was convened in 
Manama, Bahrain to discuss a number 
of key topics, some of which will be 
voted on by the 67th FIFA Congress.  
FIFA’s strategic body passed important 
decisions related to the future of 
FIFA’s competitions, particularly the 
FIFA World Cup™: 
 - Bid requirements for the 
2026 FIFA World Cup 
Endorsement of a set of principles 
submitted by the FIFA administration 

as part of the process to select the host 
of the 2026 FIFA World Cup, including 
an overview of the content to be 
requested from bidding member 
associations and high-level hosting 
requirements. These include: stadium 
and infrastructure requirements; 
principles of sustainable event 
management, human rights and 
environmental protection; and details 
on aspects such as governmental 
support documents, the organisational 
model to be adopted and provisions for 
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the establishment of a legacy fund. A 
complete version of the bid 
requirements will eventually be 
dispatched to member associations 
that register to take part in the process. 
 - Proposal submitted to the 
67th FIFA Congress by the 
Canadian Soccer Association, the 
Mexican Football Association and 
the United States Soccer 
Federation 
Following the approval of the bidding 
process, bidding requirements and 
hosting structure for the 2026 FIFA 
World Cup, the FIFA Council decided 
on the wording to be put forward for 
the FIFA Congress to vote on: 
“Based on specific regulations to be 
issued by the Council, the FIFA 
administration shall establish a 
bidding procedure inviting initially 
only the member associations of CAF, 
CONCACAF, CONMEBOL and the 
OFC as candidates to submit to FIFA 
bids to host the final competition of 
the 2026 FIFA World Cup by 11 August 
2017. The 68th FIFA Congress will 
decide on the selection of the 
candidate host associations.  
Should the 68th FIFA Congress decide 
not to select the candidate host 

associations, the FIFA administration 
will invite further member associations 
(including those in the AFC and UEFA, 
but excluding those associations that 
have already submitted a bid) to 
submit a bid to host the final 
competition of the 2026 FIFA World 
Cup. In such case, the final decision 
would be made at the FIFA Congress in 
2020.” 
 - Slot allocation as of the 
2026 edition 
Ratification of the proposal 
recommended by the Bureau of the 
Council during its meeting on 30 
March 2017, according to which the 
direct berths for the FIFA World Cup 
as of the 2026 edition are split as 
follows*: 
. AFC: 8.5 slots  
· CAF: 9.5 slots  
· CONCACAF: 6.5 slots  
· CONMEBOL: 6.5 slots  
· OFC: 1.5 slot  
· UEFA: 16 slots 
The approved slot allocation includes 
an intercontinental play-off 
tournament involving six teams to 
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decide the last two FIFA World Cup 
berths. 
* The host country would also 
automatically qualify for the FIFA 
World Cup, and its slot would be 
taken from the quota of its 
confederation. In the event of co-
hosting, the number of host countries 
to qualify automatically would be 
decided by the FIFA Council. 
Other key topics: 
 - Proposal of members for 
the judicial bodies, the Audit and 
Compliance Committee, and the 
Governance Committee  
The FIFA Council proposed to the 
67th FIFA Congress a list of members 
of both chambers of the independent 
Ethics Committee, of the Disciplinary 
Committee, of the Appeal Committee, 
of the Audit and Compliance 
Committee, and of the Governance 
Committee. Each list of candidates will 
be presented for election en bloc to the 
FIFA Congress, each for a term of 
office of four years which would come 
into effect immediately. 
 - Proposals for 
amendments to the FIFA Statutes 
The FIFA Council has decided to set up 
a dedicated working group to conduct 

a general review and reinforcement of 
the FIFA Statutes before submitting 
any amendments to the FIFA 
Congress. As a result, no amendments 
to the FIFA Statutes will be voted on at 
the 67th FIFA Congress. The 
composition of the working group will 
be determined by the Bureau of the 
Council and will be communicated in 
due course.  
 - Request to lift suspension 
to play international matches in 
Iraq 
Provided that the situation remains 
stable and that several adjustments are 
brought into place in the proposed 
venues (Erbil, Basra and Karbala), the 
Council decided to lift the ban for 
international friendlies. As a 
consequence, the Congress will not 
need to vote on this item, since it falls 
under the competence of the Council. 
 - The Best FIFA Football 
Awards 2017 
Decision to stage the second edition of 
world football’s official awards in 
London on 23 October 2017. The 
ceremony will crown the world’s best 
performers during the 2016-2017 
football season. 
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 - Report by the chairman of 
the Monitoring Committee 
Israel-Palestine 
Following the report by chairman of 
the Monitoring Committee Israel-
Palestine Tokyo Sexwale, the FIFA 
Council considered that at this stage it 
is premature for the FIFA Congress to 
take any decision. 
 - Update on the ongoing 
fight against racism and 
discrimination 
The FIFA Council expressed its 
concern at recent high-profile 
incidents of racism and emphasised 
that member associations and referees 
should be ready to adopt a strict policy 
to deal with incidents of racist nature, 
following the three-step protocol, 
under which referees would first stop 
the match and request a public 

announcement to insist that the racist 
behaviour cease, then suspend the 
match until the behaviour stops with 
another warning announcement, 
failing which the referee could then 
decide to abandon the match. 
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#4 FIFA GOVERNANCE 
COMMITTEE : ALL YOU SHOULD 

KNOW 

 
Image courtesy : www.fifa.com

The FIFA Governance Committee 
(“Committee”) is a new standing 
committee of FIFA. It was established 
in 2016 and met for the first time in 
January 2017. It has the general duty 
to “deal with, and advise and assist the 
Council on, all FIFA governance 
matters.” It has a particularly 
important role in the context of 
elections, where FIFA rules require 
that the Committee ensures the correct 

application of the FIFA Statutes, the 
FIFA Governance Regulations, and 
other regulations and provisions in 
matters relating to the electoral 
process; issues instructions for the 
application of the FIFA Governance 
Regulations relating to such elections 
as necessary, before and during the 
entire electoral process; and 
determines the admissibility of 
candidatures. To carry out its 
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responsibilities, the Committee is 
empowered to appoint persons to 
monitor elections of the vice-
presidents and other members of the 
FIFA Council at the confederation 
congresses on behalf of FIFA 
(“Monitors”). 
These Monitors have a vital role in 
ensuring that elections to the FIFA 
Council including the election of 
confederation presidents are 
conducted “in accordance with the 
fundamental principles of FIFA as laid 
down in the FIFA Statutes, the FIFA 
Code of Ethics and the FIFA Code of 
Conduct, such as democracy, 
separation of powers, transparency 
and openness[.]” These guidelines are 
intended to assist the Monitors in the 
supervision of such elections. In 
particular, the guidelines reflect FIFA’s 
“special responsibility to safeguard the 
integrity and reputation of football 
worldwide” and FIFA’s mission “to 
protect the image of football, and 
especially that of FIFA, from jeopardy 
or harm[.]”8 Accordingly, and because 
perceptions or rumours of impropriety 
– whether well-founded or not – can 
be as damaging to FIFA and to the 
game as actual impropriety, these 

guidelines are intended to help ensure 
that electoral processes are conducted 
according to a common set of 
standards that place the integrity of 
those processes beyond doubt. The 
guidelines are intended for 
implementation as of April 2017. The 
guidelines will apply in full to elections 
from 1 January 2018. 
 
Functions of the Monitors  
The primary functions of the Monitors 
are to:  
1) Ensure that the FIFA Statutes, the 
FIFA Governance Regulations, the 
FIFA Code of Ethics and other FIFA 
regulations, provisions and decisions 
(together “FIFA law”) are observed 
when confederations elect FIFA vice-
presidents (including confederation 
presidents) and other members of the 
FIFA Council.  
2) Provide advice, support and 
guidance to confederation officials on 
compliance with FIFA law and 
principles of sound governance, while 
respecting the autonomy and 
sovereignty of the confederation in 
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internal matters falling outside the 
scope of FIFA law.  
3) Protect the integrity and reputation 
of FIFA, the electoral process and the 
game.  
4) Communicate any serious concerns 
immediately to the chairperson of the 
FIFA Governance Committee.  
5) Create and preserve a thorough 
record of the conduct of the election, 
including concerns, key events, 
controversies, difficulties and any 
opportunities and lessons for future 
elections.  
Preparation  
1) The team of Monitors shall be 
adequately staffed. It should include 
no fewer than three, and ideally at 
least four, persons of perfect neutrality 
and relevant expertise and training 
who are wholly unconnected with the 
relevant confederation. If proceedings 
are expected to be unusually complex 
or controversial, or if the use of 
multiple voting booths is 
contemplated, more Monitors may be 
appropriate.  
2) The Monitors shall be fully 
conversant with applicable FIFA law, 

all applicable confederation statutes, 
regulations and rules of procedure, 
and all lists of nominations and 
candidatures, including all applicable 
decisions of the Review Committee 
and the summary of grounds for those 
decisions.  
3) As far in advance as possible, the 
Monitors shall ask the general 
secretary of the confederation for 
details of how the confederation plans 
to conduct the election, including a 
sample of the ballot paper to be used, 
details of logistics and other 
practicalities.  
4) The Monitors shall review the 
confederation’s plans and proposed 
procedures, as well as the applicable 
confederation regulations, as far in 
advance as possible [ideally at least 60 
days before the election]. They shall 
discuss any concerns with the 
chairperson of the FIFA Governance 
Committee.  
5) [The Monitors shall note in 
particular the requirement that 
elections to FIFA Council positions 
must be held even when there are as 
many candidates as there are positions 
(e.g. one candidate for one position), 
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and even when there are fewer 
candidates than positions.]  
6) The Monitors shall make 
arrangements to spend the day before 
the election as a “preparatory day” on 
site. They shall ask the general 
secretary of the confederation to 
inform the candidates that the 
Monitors will be present to meet with 
them to discuss any questions or 
concerns relating to the election.  
 
The voting process  
1) Shortly before the election, a 
Monitor should count out the requisite 
number of ballot papers for each 
election, verify that each ballot paper is 
marked with the mark of authenticity 
(e.g. a hologram), and initial each 
ballot paper on the reverse in a 
distinctive and recognisable fashion. 
This practice of initialling, combined 
with the ballot marking by the 
confederation and the protection of the 
chain of custody, will ensure the 
integrity of the ballot process. The 
initialled ballot papers should then be 
placed, by the same Monitor, in an 
envelope and sealed with his or her 
signature across the flap.  

2) Immediately before the election, the 
envelope of ballot papers should be 
opened in the presence of the Monitor 
who initialled the ballot papers and 
sealed the envelope. The ballot papers 
should then be given, along with the 
final list of authorised voting delegates, 
to the confederation official who will 
be charged with checking the 
delegates’ credentials and handing a 
ballot paper to each delegate before 
that delegate votes (“voting officer”), as 
described below.  
3) At least one Monitor should be 
positioned next to or near the voting 
officer; at least one should be 
positioned next to or near the voting 
booth, with an unobstructed view of 
the person voting in it; at least one 
should be positioned next to or near 
the ballot box with an unobstructed 
view of it. Together, the team of 
Monitors should have direct visual 
oversight of the entire chain of 
custody: from collection of a ballot 
paper, to voting in the booth, to 
deposit in the ballot box.  
4) To begin the election, the senior 
confederation official (usually the 
general secretary) should instruct the 
voting delegates about the election 
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process in whichever language or 
languages as may be appropriate. The 
following wording may serve as 
guidance: 
 We will now begin the process of 
voting for [confederation president / 
FIFA Council]. The candidates are [list 
candidates]. I will call each 
association to vote in turn in 
alphabetical order [specify 
authoritative language if necessary]. 
When I call the name of each 
association, the authorised voting 
delegate of that association should 
come forward to collect a ballot paper 
and vote. When you come forward, 
please do not bring anything with you 
except your credentials: in particular, 
please do not bring a mobile phone, 
camera or pen into the voting booth. If 
you do not have your credentials you 
will not be allowed to vote. Please take 
the ballot paper into the booth, mark 
the ballot paper with the pen provided 
in the booth, and fold the ballot paper 
in half, and then in half again, before 
leaving the booth. You may not take a 
photograph of your ballot paper and 
you may not show your marked ballot 
paper to anyone. Keep it folded and 

deposit it in the ballot box [insert 
location].  
5) The casting of votes should then 
proceed as follows: 
 a. The name of the first association to 
vote should be read out and the 
delegate for that association invited to 
come forward.  
b. That delegate should show his or her 
credentials to the voting officer (see 
previous section), who should verify, 
by checking the credentials against the 
list of authorised voting delegates, that 
the individual is indeed the delegate 
authorised to vote. Only authorised 
persons should be permitted to vote.  
c. The voting officer should ask the 
delegate whether he or she has a 
mobile phone; if so, it should be left 
outside the booth. The voting officer 
should then give the delegate a ballot 
paper and instruct the delegate to 
mark it with the pen provided and to 
fold it in half twice before leaving the 
voting booth. The voting officer should 
then place a mark against the 
delegate’s name on the list to show that 
the delegate has been issued with a 
ballot paper.  
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d. The delegate should then enter the 
voting booth, mark the ballot paper 
and fold it in half twice before 
depositing it in the ballot box.  
e. To speed up the process:  
(a) the next association may be called 
forward while the previous 
association’s delegate is voting in the 
booth;  
(b) multiple voting booths may be 
used, provided that the Monitors are 
able to clearly observe all booths.  
f. The entire process, from the handing 
of a ballot paper to a delegate to the 
depositing of the ballot paper in the 
ballot box, should be directly visible to 
the Monitors.  
g. After all votes have been cast, the 
voting officer should record the total 
number of ballot papers issued.  
6) The ballot box should remain 
directly and continuously observed by 
the team of Monitors until it is opened 
for verification and counting. It shall 
stay in the room where the votes were 
cast. On no account shall it be taken by 
any person out of the sight and 
supervision of the Monitors.  

7) Verification and counting should 
take place immediately after the 
casting of votes and preferably in full 
view of the delegates as follows:  
a. The ballot box should be opened and 
its contents emptied onto a table or 
other flat, clear surface. This, and the 
verification and counting of the vote, 
must take place under the direct 
supervision of the Monitors and any 
other persons designated by the 
confederation under the applicable 
rules (e.g. scrutineers).  
b. The ballot papers should be carefully 
counted, making sure that each ballot 
paper has been marked with a mark of 
authenticity (e.g. a hologram), that 
each ballot paper has been initialled by 
the relevant Monitor, and that the 
number of ballot papers does not 
exceed the number of votes actually 
cast.  
c. If there are more or fewer ballot 
papers than votes cast, or if any ballot 
papers do not carry both the mark of 
authenticity (e.g. a hologram) and the 
initials of the Monitor, the vote shall be 
annulled on the grounds that the 
integrity of the vote has been 
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compromised, and the vote shall be 
repeated.  
d. If there are as many ballot papers as 
votes cast, and if all ballot papers have 
been appropriately marked for 
authenticity, the vote can be verified by 
the senior confederation officials and 
the count may begin.  
e. The votes for each candidate shall be 
counted carefully by the persons 
designated by the confederation as well 
as by the Monitors. Each person 
involved in the count shall keep a 
separate tally of votes cast. 

Uncertainties about the validity of 
votes or about a voter’s intended vote 
shall be resolved by discussion and 
consensus.  
f. When all participants have agreed on 
the vote totals, the result may be 
confirmed and announced. If all 
participants do not agree on the vote 
totals, the vote shall be completely 
recounted. 
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#5 FIFA ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

 
Image Courstesy : http://foreignaffairsreview.co.uk/

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 
and closely engages with relevant 
stakeholders. Recent and current 
activities in relation to human rights  
In recent months, FIFA has 
significantly expanded its activities in 
relation to human rights:   

 Report by Professor John 
Ruggie: The international 
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human rights expert and 
Harvard Kennedy School 
Professor, John Ruggie, has 
been asked to assist FIFA and 
provide advice for further 
integrating human rights 
aspects into FIFA’s policies and 
practices. His independent 
report including a set of 
concrete recommendations was 
published in April 2016 (see 
press release).   

 Human Rights as key aspect of 
FIFA’s new strategy: FIFA 
President Infantino in October 
2016 presented a strategic road 
map for the organization (see 
press release). An important 
element of this strategic outlook 
is FIFA’s ambition to “champion 
human rights” throughout its 
global operations.  

 2018 FIFA World Cup™ Russia: 
The Sustainability Strategy of 
the 2018 FWC covers various 
aspects of human rights, in 
particular in relation to decent 
work (Key issue II.), inclusivity 
and equality (Key Issue III.) and 
ethical business practices” (Key 
Issue VII.). FIFA and the LOC 
have launched a project to 

monitoring working conditions 
at construction sites of FWC 
stadiums (see press release) and 
signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the 
Building and Wood Workers' 
International (BWI), and the 
Russian Construction Workers 
Union (RBWU) to collaborate in 
ensuring decent and safe 
working conditions for the 
construction and renovation of 
the 2018 FIFA World Cup 
Russia™ stadiums.   

 2022 FIFA World Cup™ Qatar: 
FIFA is fully aware of the 
situation with regards to labour 
conditions in Qatar and is 
convinced that the unique 
attraction and visibility of the 
FIFA World Cup FIFA Factsheet 
on Human Rights (November 
2016) 2 is a strong catalyst for 
positive change. FIFA is 
working closely with the 
Supreme Committee for 
Delivery and Legacy to ensure 
fair working conditions on FWC 
construction sites. The Supreme 
Committee has developed and is 
implementing comprehensive 
Workers Welfare Standards for 
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the FWC which meet 
international standards and 
best practice for working 
conditions and accommodation. 
In November 2016, the 
Supreme Committee for 
Delivery and Legacy signed a 
Memorandum of 
Understanding with the 
Building and Wood Workers’ 
International outlining their 
collaboration including joint 
inspections on construction 
sites, training and a review of 
existing grievance mechanisms.   

 Bidding Process for 2026 FIFA 
World Cup™: As part of 
continuous improvement of its 
processes, FIFA decided in early 
2012 to review its FWC bidding 
process with respect to human 
rights and anti-corruption. In 
this process, a number of key 
measures were integrated into 
the agreements based on 
international guidance and 
frameworks of the United 
Nations and informal 
consultation with external 
experts. To that end, FIFA 
received technical assistance 
from the Office of the High 

Commissioner for Human 
Rights (OHCHR) in early 2015 
and as well as further input 
from Professor Ruggie.   

 Development of a Human 
Rights Policy Commitment: 
FIFA is currently developing its 
Human Rights Policy 
Commitment in accordance 
with principle 16 of the UN 
Guiding Principles on Business 
and Human Rights and 
international best practice.   

 Development of a Human 
Rights Advisory Board: FIFA is 
in the process of setting up a 
Human Rights Advisory Board, 
which shall provide FIFA with 
independent expert advice on 
its efforts to implement Article 
3 of its Statutes. The creation of 
this new body was initially 
announced by the FIFA 
President in Doha on 22 April 
2016.   

 Employment of a Human Rights 
Manager: In September 2016, 
FIFA has employed, as the first 
International Sports Federation, 
a human rights specialist to 
coordinate and further develop 
its human rights-related work. 



P a g e  | 26 
 

                                                                                                                              

 

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 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.   
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 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, we 
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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#6 FIFA COUNCIL PREAMBLE & 
THE PROMOTION OF THE 

INVOLVEMENT OF WOMEN 
 

 
Image Courtesy : http://www.independent.co.uk/

One of FIFA’s objectives is the 
promotion of “the development of 
women’s football and the full 
participation of women at all levels of 
football governance.” 

 Each confederation is “required 
to work closely with FIFA in 
every domain” to achieve this 
objective. 



P a g e  | 29 
 

                                                                                                                              

 

 Assisting the confederations in a 
constructive spirit In order to 
achieve this objective, it is 
necessary for women to 
participate actively at every 
level of FIFA’s governance 
structure. To this end, the FIFA 
Statutes require that each 
confederation elect at least one 
woman to the FIFA Council.  

 The FIFA Statutes further 
provide that a confederation 
that fails to elect a woman will 
have one less representative on 
the FIFA Council. 

 This requirement is a 
minimum: it is not a statement 
about what level of female 
representation is sufficient to 
achieve the objective of 
promoting the participation of 
women in football governance, 
and it is certainly not a 
maximum. It should form part 
of an overall programme of 
encouraging and  
 

developing the role of women in 
football governance in FIFA, in each 
confederation, and in each member 
association.  

As a result, when confederations 
conduct elections to the FIFA 
Council, the election of at least one 
female candidate should be 
ensured by using an electoral 
system that neither suggests that 
only one woman should be elected, 
nor has the effect of encouraging 
that outcome in practice. Women 
should be encouraged to run for all 
seats on the FIFA Council. This 
includes generally available seats, 
seats reserved by confederations for 
specific regions or linguistic 
groupings (if any), and 
confederation presidencies. In 
particular, an electoral system that 
encourages women to run only for a 
“women’s seat” does not comply 
with the objective of promoting the 
full participation of women. The 
FIFA Governance Committee is 
charged with the supervision of 
electoral processes and with 
ensuring the correct application of 
the FIFA Statutes, including the 
statutory obligation to elect at least 
one female candidate. 
 The Governance Committee 
recognises that compliance with 
this obligation may present some 
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challenges in designing and 
operating an electoral process, and 
may require some revisions to 
processes currently used by 
confederations. The Governance 
Committee has already alerted the 
confederations to some problems 
that it identified while monitoring 
the elections for the FIFA Council 
and expressed its willingness to 
assist the confederations in the 
adaptations of their electoral 
procedures necessary for them to 
fully comply with FIFA rules 
promoting female representation.  
Accordingly, in order to support 
confederations in meeting these 1 
Article 2(f), FIFA Statutes. 2 Article 
22(3)(b), FIFA Statutes. 3 Article 
33(5), FIFA Statutes. 4 Article 
33(5), FIFA Statutes. 5 Articles 
27(5)(b), 62(b), FIFA Governance 
Regulations. challenges, the 
Governance Committee has 
formulated these Guidelines which 
advise on how the election of a 
female candidate can be ensured 
while generally preserving the 
confederation’s autonomy in the 
structure and operation of its own 
electoral processes. Naturally, 

confederations are free to choose a 
different electoral procedure so 
long as it complies with the 
principles identified above. The 
Governance Committee anticipates, 
however, that an election procedure 
structured consistently according to 
these Guidelines would comply 
with the statutory obligation to 
elect a female representative.  
The Governance Committee 
recommends that a confederation 
should not label any of its seats on 
the FIFA Council as a “women’s 
seat”, and should certainly not 
create a separate category in which 
women are encouraged to run to 
the exclusion of other categories. 
This is because this is likely to have 
the effect, in practice, of limiting 
the participation of women and 
discouraging women from 
contesting other positions. Instead, 
the election of at least one female 
representative to the FIFA Council 
in a manner consistent with the 
letter and spirit of the FIFA 
Statutes can be ensured by 
observing the following rules. 
 The FIFA Statutes provide that a 
confederation that does not elect at 
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least one woman to the FIFA 
Council shall lose one seat. In other 
words, one seat is a “conditional 
seat” because it will be forfeited if 
the confederation fails to elect a 
female candidate to the FIFA 
Council. Confederations should 
implement this rule by first 
conducting the voting for all other 
(“non-conditional”) seats and then 
holding a final round of voting for 
the “conditional seat”.  
1. Elect representatives to all non-
conditional seats. Elections of 
representatives for the non-
conditional seats should be 
conducted without regard to gender 
and according to the applicable 
rules of FIFA and the 
confederation. If confederations 
allocate seats to specific groups of 
member associations (e.g. by 
location or linguistic grouping), 
they may continue to do so if they 
wish.  
2. Determine who is in principle an 
available candidate for the 
conditional seat. In principle, any 
candidate who has not already been 
elected to a non-conditionalseat 
isin principle an available 

candidate for the conditional seat – 
including but not limited to female 
candidates who stood 
unsuccessfully for election to a 
non-conditional seat. This rule is 
designed to encourage the full 
participation of women and to 
prevent the conditional seat from 
becoming a de facto “women’s 
seat”.  
3. Resolve the status of the 
conditional seat. The results of the 
elections to the non-conditional 
seats determine the status of the 
conditional seat and the manner in 
which it should be filled:  
a) if a female candidate was elected 
to at least one non-conditional seat, 
any candidate may be elected to the 
conditional seat without regard to 
gender;  
b) if no female candidate was 
elected to any of the non-
conditional seats, the conditional 
seat must be filled by a female 
candidate and remaining male 
candidates are ineligible;  
c) if no female candidate was 
elected to one of the non-
conditional seats and there are no 
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female candidates at the time of 
voting, the conditional seat is 
declared null and is forfeited.  
Confederations may reserve some 
seats for a subset of member 
associations, but at least one seat 
should be open (i.e. non-reserved) 
and elections to reserved seats 
should be conducted in a separate 
initial round of voting. Some 
confederations reserve FIFA 
Council seats for nominees of 
specific groups of member 
associations defined by location or 
linguistic grouping (“reserved 
seats”). Confederations may 
continue this practice if they wish, 
but at least one seat should be an 
“open seat” (i.e. not a reserved 
seat), and the elections to any 
reserved seats should take place in 
a separate preliminary round of 
voting. This rule is necessary 
because it is difficult to equitably 
apply the rule requiring the election 
of at least one female candidate to a 
reserved seat. Confederation rules 
should clearly state whether an 
unsuccessful candidate for a 
reserved seat will then be eligible 
for an open seat. The following rule 

will ensure the election of at least 
one female candidate to an open 
seat. When designing its electoral 
rules, a confederation may choose 
to provide that the following rule 
shall not apply in the event that a 
female candidate is elected to a 
reserved seat. Alternatively, in the 
interests of diversity, a 
confederation may choose to 
provide that the rule shall apply 
regardless of whether a female 
candidate is elected to a reserved 
seat. Elections to the open seats 
should take place in two rounds: a 
female-only round and then a 
general round. In the first round, 
all female candidates, and only 
female candidates, should be 
eligible, and one seat should be 
awarded to the winning candidate. 
In the second round, all candidates 
should be eligible (including all 
male candidates for the open seats 
as well as female candidates who 
were not elected in the preceding 
round), and in this round the 
remaining open seats should be 
awarded as normal.  
If there are no female candidates 
for open seats (and if no female 
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candidate has been elected to a 
reserved seat), the number of open 
seats should be reduced by one 
before voting for open seats takes 
place. The FIFA Statutes provide 
that a confederation that does not 
elect at least one woman to the 
FIFA Council shall lose one seat. If 
there is no such female candidate at 
the time of voting for the open seats 
(and if no female candidate has 
already been elected to a reserved 
seat), the number of open seats 
should be reduced by one before 
voting in that category takes place. 
This may result in the reduction of 
seats to zero (i.e. the elimination of 
the open category). Such a 
reduction should be announced to 
delegates before voting, which can 
then take place as normal. The 
committee recommends proceeding 
in this way to avoid having to 
eliminate one candidate after the 
election has been conducted.  
Confederations may reserve some 
seats for a subset of member 
associations, but at least one seat 
should be open (i.e. non-reserved) 
and elections to reserved seats 
should be conducted in a separate 

initial round of voting. Some 
confederations reserve FIFA 
Council seats for nominees of 
specific groups of member 
associations, defined by location or 
linguistic grouping (“reserved 
seats”). Confederations may 
continue this practice if they wish, 
but at least one seat should be an 
“open seat” (i.e. not a reserved 
seat), and the elections for any 
reserved seats should take place in 
a separate preliminary round of 
voting. This rule is necessary 
because it is difficult to equitably 
apply the rule requiring the election 
of at least one female candidate to a 
reserved seat. The following rule 
will ensure the election of at least 
one female candidate to an open 
seat. When designing its electoral 
rules, a confederation may choose 
to provide that the following rule 
shall not apply in the event that a 
female candidate is elected to a 
reserved seat. Alternatively, in the 
interests of diversity, a 
confederation may choose to 
provide that the rule shall apply 
regardless of whether a female 
candidate is elected to a reserved 
seat. Award one open seat to the 
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female candidate with the most 
first-round votes; award the 
remaining seats as normal. After 
voting for the open seats has taken 
place, award one open seat to the 
female candidate who has received 
the most first-round votes. The 
remaining seats should then be 
awarded as normal (this may 
involve additional rounds of voting 
as necessary). 
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#7 WADA AS REGULATION : 
GOVERNANCE & COMPLIANCE 

 
Image Courtesy : http://i-k-f.net/wadarules.html

WADA is an independent organisation, 
namely a private Swiss Foundation 
incorporated under Swiss Law.1 It 
defines itself as a ‘unique hybrid 
organisation’ governed and funded 
equally by the Sports Movement and 
Governments. It has been set up under 
the initiative of the IOC, with the 
support and participation of 
intergovernmental organisations, 
governments, public authorities, and 
other public and private bodies 
fighting against doping in sport, 
                                                           
1 WADA Statutes: art. 1. 

following the World Conference on 
Doping in Sport in Lausanne, 
Switzerland. The Conference produced 
the Lausanne Declaration on Doping in 
Sport, which provided for the creation 
of WADA.  
The IOC essentially transferred its 
anti-doping enforcement wing to the 
newly created WADA in 1999. The 
hybrid nature of the organisation is a 
result of the protests by public 
governments following the IOC’s initial 
proposal at the Conference. This was 
rejected because of a too close link 
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between the agency and the IOC and 
the absence of representatives of 
governments on the board. Public 
authorities requested a more 
significant role and they were also 
sceptical about the IOC, after the 
episodes of corruptions related to the 
awarding of the 2002 Winter games in 
Salt Lake City.2  
The IOC is a full partner in the on-
going efforts of WADA. The Agency 
consists of equal representatives from 
the Olympic Movement and public 
authorities and it may be defined as a 
sort of international organisation with 
the scope to promote, coordinate and 
monitor the fight against doping in 
sports. For the first two full years of 
operation, it was entirely funded by the 
Olympic Movement. Therefore, WADA 
may be considered as an appendix of 
the IOC, to which the Olympic 
Movement de facto has delegated the 
fight against doping. WADA is 
composed of a Foundation Board, 
Executive Committee and several other 
Committees. The Foundation Board is 
WADA’s supreme decision-making 
body and it is composed equally of 

                                                           
2 Houlihan, 2000, p. 125 

representatives from the Olympic 
Movements and governments.3  
WADA’s Foundation Board delegates 
the actual manage- Danish Institute 
for Sports Studies    Play the Game 
Action for Good Governance in 
International Sports Organsiations 
management and running of the 
Agency, including the performance of 
activities and the administration of 
assets, to the Executive Committee, 
WADA’s ultimate policy-making body4. 
In its activities, WADA coordinates the 
development and implementation of 
the Anti doping Code, the document 
harmonising anti-doping policies in all 
sport and all countries5.  
The Code is the core document that 
provides the framework for 
harmonised anti-doping policies, rules 
and regulations within sport 
organisations and among public 
authorities. It works in conjunction 
with five International Standards 
aimed at bringing harmonisation 
among anti-doping organisations in 
various areas: Testing, Laboratories, 
Therapeutic Use Exemptions (TUEs), 
                                                           
3 WADA Statutes: article 6 4 WADA Statutes: article 11 5 WADA, 2012a 
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the List of Prohibited Substances and 
Methods and for the protection of 
privacy and personal information. 
More specifically, the Agency 
furthermore carries out the following 
activities6:   
Code compliance monitoring: 
facilitating sport and government 
acceptance of the Code and its 
principles to ensure a harmonized 
approach to anti-doping in all sports 
and all countries; monitoring 
implementation of and compliance 
with the Code; working for the proper 
adjudication of results.   
Cooperation with law 
enforcement: developing protocols 
to ensure evidence gathering and 
information sharing between the 
sports movement and governments; 
cooperating with Interpol; in 
collaboration with UNESCO, working 
with individual governments to 
persuade them to have laws in place 
that allow to combat manufacturing, 
supply and possession of doping 
substances on their territories.   
Science and medicine: promoting 
global research to identify and detect 
                                                           
6 WADA, 2012b 

doping substances and methods; 
exploring new models for enhanced 
detection; developing and maintaining 
the annual List of Prohibited 
Substances and Methods; accrediting 
anti-doping laboratories worldwide; 
monitoring Therapeutic Use 
Exemptions granted by stakeholders.   
Anti-doping coordination: 
developing and maintaining the Anti-
doping Development Management 
System (ADAMS), the web-based 
database management system to help 
stakeholders coordinate anti-doping 
activities and comply with the Code.   
Anti-Doping development: 
facilitating the coordination of 
Regional Anti-Doping Organisations 
by bringing together countries in 
regions where there are no or limited 
anti-doping activities so that they can 
pool resources to implement anti-
doping activities.   
Education: leading and coordinating 
effective doping prevention strategies 
and education; assisting stakeholders 
in their implementation of anti-doping 
education programs.   
Athlete outreach: educating athletes 
at major international and multi-sport 
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events through direct one-on-one 
interaction with anti-doping experts, 
answering their questions about the 
dangers and consequences of doping; 
empowering stakeholders to 
implement high-impact athlete 
outreach programs.  
The WADA code (2009) defines a TUE 
as ‘permission to use, for therapeutic 
purposes, a drug or drugs which are 
otherwise prohibited in sporting 
competition’.  WADA drafts Model 
Rules for NOCs, IFs and National anti-
Doping organisations in order to assist 
these organizations in drafting anti-
Doping rules in line with the Code.  
Compliance- 
Signatories: All signatories of the 
WADA Code must comply with the 
Code. Pursuant Article 23.2.1 of the 
Code: “The signatories shall 
implement applicable Code provisions 
through policies, statutes, rules or 
regulations according to their 
authority and within their relevant 
spheres of responsibility”.  
The Code sums up the entities that 
shall be Signatories: WADA, The 
International Olympic Committee, 
International Federations, The 

International Paralympic Committee, 
National Olympic Committees, 
National Paralympic Committees, 
Major Event Organisations, and 
National Anti-Doping Organisations7. 
By accepting the Code, signatories 
agree to the principles of the Code and 
agree to implement and comply with 
the Code. Consequently, they must 
implement the Code by amending their 
rules and policies to include 
mandatory articles and principles of 
the Code. These anti-doping rules must 
be submitted to WADA for review, in 
order for the rules to be pronounced in 
line with the Code. Finally, the 
Signatories must enforce its amended 
rules and policies in accordance with 
the Code.  
States: Since the WADA Code is 
drafted by a non-governmental 
organisation, governments cannot be 
Signatories of the Code. Public 
authorities however declared their 
support for the Code as the foundation 
in the worldwide fight against doping 
in the Copenhagen Declaration on 
Anti-Doping in Sport.8 The Declaration 
                                                           
7 WADA Code: article 23.1.1 8 WADA (2012k) WADA Compliance Report of 
20 November 2011 
http://www.wadaama.org/en/World-Anti-Doping-
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is a political document that allows 
states to signal their intention to 
formally recognise and implement the 
Code. Following extensive lobbying by 
WADA, it was also agreed that an 
International Anti-Doping Convention 
under the auspices of the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) 
would be created. 9The International 
Convention against Doping in Sport 
(UNESCO, 2005) was adopted 
unanimously by the 33rd UNESCO 
General Conference on October 19, 
2005, and went into force on February 
1, 2007, following the 30th ratification. 
The Convention is available for 
UNESCO member states to ratify 
according to their respective 
constitutional jurisdictions. It is 
expected that those states that signed 
the Copenhagen Declaration, now 
19210, will also ratify the UNESCO 
Convention.  
Athletes: The WADA Code explicitly 
requires athletes to: “Comply with all 
                                                                                    
Program/Sports-and-Anti-Doping-
Organizations/The-Code/CodeCompliance--
Reporting/Compliance-Report---Nov---2011 9 UNESCO (2012b). Conference of parties 
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/social-and-
humansciences/themes/anti-doping/conference-of-
parties/ 10 WADA, 2012c 

applicable anti-doping policies and 
rules adopted pursuant to the Code”11.  
How is compliance achieved?  
The Olympic Movement: The IOC 
is an international, non-governmental, 
non-profit organisation, in the form of 
an association with the status of a legal 
person, recognised by the Swiss 
Federal Council in accordance with an 
agreement entered into on 1 November 
2000. Since its creation in 1894, it has 
been the ‘supreme authority’ on all 
questions surrounding the Olympic 
movement, an incredibly complex 
system created to regulate the Olympic 
Games12. The IOC draws on the 
Olympic Charter to form its very own 
‘Constitution’, which sets forth not 
only the fundamental principles and 
rules of the Olympic Games, but also 
the organisational and procedural 
rules governing the Olympic 
movement13. The Charter serves as 
statute for the International Olympic 
Committee, and defines the main 
reciprocal rights and obligations of the 
three main constituents of the Olympic 
                                                           
11 WADA Code: article 21.1.1 12 Fraser, A.D. (2004). Doping control from a 
global and national perspective. Therapeutic drug 
monitoring, vol. 26(2), 171-174 13 Oschütz, F. (2002), Harmonization of the Anti-
Doping 
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Movement: IOC, the International 
Federations (IF’s) and the National 
Olympic Committees (NOC’s). The 
Olympic Movement also includes other 
organisations and institutions as 
recognised by the IOC.14  
The IOC is composed of NOCs, whose 
mission is to develop, promote and 
protect the Olympic Movement in their 
respective countries in accordance 
with the Olympic Charter. The 
Olympic Charter states that ‘any 
person or organisation belonging in 
any capacity whatsoever to the 
Olympic Movement is bound by the 
provisions of the Olympic Charter and 
shall abide by the decisions of the 
IOC’15. The Charter was amended in 
2003 to state that ‘The World Anti-
Doping Code is mandatory for the 
whole Olympic Movement’16. Only 
sports that adopt and implement the 
Code can be included and remain in 
the program of the Olympic Games. 
Therefore, sports federations and 
NOC’s, which may be public 
authorities, are obliged to fully comply 
with the code. Thus, to date, more than 
                                                           
14 Code Through Arbitration: The Case Law of the 
Court of Arbitration of Sport, 12 MARQ. SPORTS 
L. REV. 675. 15 Olympic Charter: Rule 1.2 16 Olympic Charter: Rule 43 

630 sport organisations, including the 
IOC, the IPC, all Olympic Sport 
International Federations (IFs) and all 
IOC recognised IFs, National Olympic 
and Paralympic Committees have 
accepted the World Anti-Doping 
Code17.  
States: WADA rules generally only 
apply and are legally binding to those 
States which have ratified the 
UNESCO Convention. Currently, 110 
States have ratified the Convention, 
among which 18 EU Member States18. 
These States are, by international law, 
bound to the terms of the Convention. 
However, in order for the Convention 
to have direct effect on citizens, it must 
first be incorporated into national law. 
Some countries have implemented the 
rules of the Code fully and literally, so 
the National Anti-Doping Rules as 
adopted by Member States may be 
assessed as a mirror transposition of 
the Code. The Convention outlines 
clear obligations required of 
governments.  
States Parties undertake to:  In 
that respect, Rule1 of the Olympic 
Charter (IOC 2011) states that ‘under 
                                                           
17 WADA, 2012d 18 UNESCO 2012 
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the supreme authority of the 
International Olympic Committee, the 
Olympic Movement encompasses 
organisations, athletes and other 
persons who agree to be guided by the 
Olympic Charter. The goal of the 
Olympic Movement is to contribute to 
building a peaceful and better world by 
educating youth through sport 
practiced in accordance with 
Olympism and its values’:    

 adopt appropriate measures at 
the national and international 
level consistent with the 
principles of the Code;   

 encourage all forms of 
international cooperation aimed 
at protecting athletes and 

 ethics in sport and sharing the 
results of research, 

 foster international cooperation 
between States Parties and with 
WADA in particular.  

The Convention however is a 
permissive document. It provides 
flexibility in the approach governments 
can take to implementation, either by 
way of legislation, regulation, policies 
or administrative practices. Athletes: 
When an athlete signs a sport 
employment contract (or performs his 

activity as a self-employed worker), 
National Anti-Doping Rules require an 
authorisation form to be signed in 
order to be registered before the NFs 
or the IFs. In case the athlete refuses to 
sign this form, the athlete may not 
freely practise sport or participate in 
any official competitions organised by 
the NOCs, the NFs or the IFs. Thus, 
athletes are to accept the rules of the 
WADA Code as a condition of 
participation. They are bound by anti-
doping by virtue of their agreements 
for membership, accreditation, or 
participation in sports organisations or 
sports events subject to the Code.  
CAS: The Court of Arbitration for 
Sport (CAS) is an arbitral institution 
created by the IOC in 1983 devoted to 
resolve disputes directly or indirectly 
related to sport. It is based in 
Lausanne, Switzerland, and has two 
permanent branches in Sydney, 
Australia, and New York, USA. The 
Court of Arbitration for Sport is 
competent to resolve all types of 
disputes of a private nature relating to 
sport. Although CAS supposedly is an 
institution independent of any sports 
organisation19, the IOC has always 
                                                           
19 WADA, 2012e 
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played a major part in its funding and 
governing. It can be said that CAS 
forms an integral part of the world-
wide fight against doping.  
As a condition of participating in 
international sporting competition, 
athletes generally agree to mandatory 
arbitration of disputes to CAS. Trough 
compliance with the WADA Code, all 
Olympic International Federations 
have recognised the jurisdiction of CAS 
for anti-doping rule violations. 
Besides, WADA has a right of appeal to 
CAS for doping cases under the 
jurisdiction of organisations that have 
implemented the Code20. Through its 
overarching jurisdiction in doping 
issues, CAS strengthens the application 
of anti-doping sanctions, ensuring 
punishment of athletes from individual 
countries that do not act 
independently to apply sanctions and 
overcoming the traditional 
multiplication of legal disputes before 
the state courts of various 
jurisdictions. Moreover, through the 
treatment of a large number of doping 
cases over the past years, CAS has 
developed a certain expertise in the 
field of doping. The jurisprudence of 
                                                           
20 WADA Code: article 13.2.3 

CAS in doping cases is said to 
contribute to the development of a 
body of sport law/lex sportive which 
can give greater authority to the 
decisions and administrative actions of 
those responsible for anti-doping 
policy21.  
Monitoring compliance : In order 
to be fully compliant with the Code, 
Signatories must undertake three 
steps: acceptance, implementation, 
and enforcement. Once a sport 
organisation has accepted the Code, it 
then needs to implement it. The latter 
means that the organisation needs to 
amend its rules and policies in order 
for them to be in line with the articles 
and principles of the Code. 
Implementation: WADA is involved 
from the implementation stage on. As 
models of best practice22 it has 
developed so-called Model Rules for 
International Federations23, National 
Olympic Committees24 and National 
Anti-Doping Organisations25. In order 
                                                           
21 WADA (2012k) WADA Compliance Report of 
20 November 2011 
http://www.wadaama.org/en/World-Anti-Doping-
Program/Sports-and-Anti-Doping-
Organizations/The-Code/CodeCompliance--
Reporting/Compliance-Report---Nov---2011 22 WADA Code: Article 20.7.5 23 WADA, 2012f 24 WADA, 2012g 25 WADA, 2012h 
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for anti-doping rules to be pronounced 
in line with the Code, they must be 
submitted to WADA for review.  
If needed, WADA can provide further 
guidance in order for a particular 
organisation to achieve complete 
compliance. WADA also helps 
countries and organisations develop 
anti-doping programs that are 
compliant with the World Anti-Doping 
Code in regions of the world where 
there are little or no quality anti-
doping activities through Regional 
Anti-Doping Organisations (RADOs). 
Currently, there are 15 established 
RADOs bringing together 117 
countries26. RADOs are composed of 
government and sport representatives. 
Their purpose is to establish effective 
anti-doping programmes among 
countries in a distinct geographical 
region through the coordination of 
testing as well as the training and 
funding of doping control officers. 
RADOs are also responsible for results 
management and appeals, as well as 
the dissemination of education and 
information materials. Small or less 
developed countries are allowed to 
develop testing programmes whilst 
                                                           
26 WADA 2012i 

maximising economies of scale and the 
sharing of expertise and costs. 
 In order to facilitate the fulfilment of 
the reporting obligations of the 
Signatories, WADA has developed an 
online anti-doping survey: ‘Code 
Compliance Assessment Survey’27. The 
survey consists of multiple-choice 
questions which refer to requirements 
and stipulations within the rules 
adopted by the Anti-Doping 
Organization or to the actions taken or 
not taken by the same organization. 
The online tool also assists WADA in 
evaluating the status of each signatory 
as regards Code compliance and 
enables WADA to provide guidance, if 
needed, to achieve complete 
compliance.  
Compliance: By virtue of the WADA 
Code, compliance with the Code shall 
be monitored by WADA28. WADA has 
committed significant resources to 
follow up with every signatory with the 
objective of assisting each of them 
achieve Code compliance. To facilitate 
monitoring, each Signatory has to 
report to WADA on its compliance 
with the Code every second year and 
                                                           
27 WADA 2012j 28 WADA Code: article 23.4.1 
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has to explain reasons for 
noncompliance29. Failure by a 
Signatory to provide compliance 
information requested by WADA may 
be considered noncompliance with the 
Code30. The first way WADA monitors 
compliance is by closely monitoring 
doping cases on a daily basis. If 
appropriate, WADA exercises its right 
of appeal to CAS for cases under the 
jurisdiction of organizations that have 
implemented the Code. Secondly, 
WADA formally reports on stakeholder 
compliance with the Code every two 
years. The first official report was 
released in November 2008. WADA 
makes reports on compliance to the 
International Olympic Committee, the 
International Paralympic Committee, 
International Federations, and Major 
Event Organisations. The reports are 
also made publicly available. All 
WADA compliance reports have to be 
approved by the WADA Foundation 
Board. Before reporting that it is non-
compliant, WADA engages in a 
dialogue with the Signatory. The 
Signatory also has the opportunity to 
submit its written arguments to the 

                                                           
29 WADA Code: Article 23.4.2 30 WADA Code: Article 23.4.3 

Foundation Board31. The final decision 
that a Signatory is noncompliant is 
made by the Foundation Board. This 
decision may however be appealed by 
the Signatory to CAS32.  
There are two situations in which a 
Signatory will be deemed to be non-
compliant. Firstly, when it has failed to 
provide compliance information 
requested by WADA33. Secondly, when 
it has sent WADA the required 
information and/or all sources of 
information have been considered, 
however, after analysis they are 
considered to be not in compliance 
with the Code.  
Sanctions for non compliants: 
The organisations to which WADA 
reports non-compliance all have the 
jurisdiction to impose sanctions. For 
example, since 2003, the adoption and 
implementation of the Code by the 
Olympic Movement is mandatory by 
virtue of the Olympic Charter and only 
Code compliant sports can be part of 
the Olympic program. Pursuant to the 
WADA Code, noncompliance with the 
Code by any Signatory may result in 
                                                           
31 WADA Code 23.4.4 32 WADA Code: Article 13.5 33 WADA Code: Article 23.4.3 
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consequences in addition to 
ineligibility to bid for Events34. These 
can be, for example, forfeiture of 
offices and positions within WADA, 
ineligibility or non-admission of any 
candidature to hold any International 
Event in a country, cancellation of 
International Events, symbolic 
consequences and other consequences 
pursuant to the Olympic Charter35. The 
imposition of such consequences may 
however be appealed to CAS by the 
affected Signatory36. The above 
sanctions also count as regards 
governments who have failed to ratify, 
accept, approve or accede to the 
UNESCO Convention or to comply 
with the UNESCO Convention37.  
However, the overall responsibility for 
the implementation of and the 
monitoring of compliance with the 
Convention lies with the Conference of 
Parties which is held every two years at 
UNESCO headquarters in Paris38. 
Governments are required to provide a 
report which outlines all the measures 
they have taken to comply with the 
                                                           
34 WADA Code: Articles 20.1.8; 20.3.10; and 
20.6.6 35 WADA Code: Article 23.5 36 WADA Code: Article 13.5 37 WADA Code: Article 22.6 38 WADA Code: Article 23.4.1 

provisions of the Convention 
(including the development of anti-
doping programmes). WADA is invited 
as an advisory organisation to the 
Conference39.      
All NOCs are Code-compliant except 
the British Olympic Association (BOA). 
The BOA’s non-compliance is based on 
the Court of Arbitration for Sport 
(CAS) decision of October 4, 2011 that 
advised the International Olympic 
Committee (IOC) that its Rule 45 was 
non-compliant because it was, in 
effect, a double sanction. In light of 
this ruling, the BOA’s byelaw number 
74 renders the BOA non-compliant. 
Deviations in Compliance  
Although the Code is supposed to be 
applied uniformly, there is large 
deviation which occurs in the 
execution of the code, enforcement is 
largely the responsibility of the 
International Federations and the 
National Anti Doping Organizations. 
However, each organization is 
responsible for testing the athletes at 
the competition it holds, the example 
being that IOC is supposed to test the 
athletes in the Olympic competition. It 
                                                           
39 UNESCO, 2012b 
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is therefore, a task for the Court of 
Arbitration of Sports and the WADA 
body to bring in uniformity and 
conformity with the WADA code. 
In these two cases will be examined 
which will bring to light some of the 
inconsistencies which arose on the 
implementation of the WADA Code. 
The first case is concerned with that of 
Alberto Contador, a Spanish cyclist 
who was one of the few athletes to win 
the ‘grand tours’ of France, Italy and 
Spain. During the 2010 Tour de 
France, he however tested positive for 
Clenbuterol, which was a substance 
which could be used as a fat-
40metabolizing agent. Contador did not 
deny the positive finding but 
41attributed it to the consumption of 
contaminated meat. Clenbuterol 
presence is completely prohibited by 
the WADC and does not have a limit to 
which it can be tolerated, therefore 
Contador was provisionally suspended 
by the Spanish Cycling Federation 
                                                           
40 UNESCO (2012b). Conference of parties 
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/social-and-
humansciences/themes/anti-doping/conference-of-
parties/ 41 Todd J. and Todd, T. (2001) ‘Significant Events 
in the History of Drug Testing and the Olympic 
Movement: 1960-1999’, in W. Wilson and E. Derse 
(eds.), Doping in Elite Sport: The Politics of Drugs 
in the Olympic Movement, Human Kinetics 
Publishers, Champaign, 2001. 

(RFEC). The RFEC concluded in the 
course of the hearing that Contador 
had committed a doping violation but 
that he had no fault or negligence, 
which meant a one year suspension as 
well as42 stripping him of the Tour de 
France title. This was in contrast to the 
WADC penalty, which would mean 
stripping him off his Tour de France 
title along with a two year suspension. 
Contador decided to fight the RFEC 
accusations and was successful in 
proving that the meat had indeed 
contained the substance and that 
Contador was without fault or 
negligence. This was because he had 
been successful in proving the source 
of the contaminated meat. Thus, the 
disqualification which was provided 
under the code was ignored by the 
REFC. This did not go well with WADA 
which decided to appeal the decision 
citing that Contador had not met his 
burden of proof. The CAS’s gave a 
decision which was opposite to the one 
given by the REFC, holding that 
Contador had not sufficiently proved 
that contaminated meat was more 

                                                           
42 Houlihan, B. (2004). Civil rights, doping control 
and the world anti-doping code, Sport in Society, 
vol. 7, 2004, 420-437. 
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likely than other43 sources from which 
the clenbuterol could have originated. 
This is because clenbuterol was 
banned for use on the livestock in 
Europe and the contaminated cases 
were rare and too far in between. 
Moreover, evidence related to the fact 
that the supplier of the beef had indeed 
fed the cattle with clenbuterol was 
hard to prove. Consequently, the 
Spanish cyclist was stripped of his title 
and became ineligible for the standard 
two-year period associated with the 
first time doping offense.  
Another case is that of Dwain 
Chambers, who was handed over a 
lifetime ban from representing Britain 
in the Olympics by the British Olympic 
Association (BOA), which had in place 
a by-law which prohibited any athlete 
with a44 doping record to represent 
Great Britain in the Olympics. This 
BOA regulation was in pari materia 
with an apriori rule of the IOC which 
                                                           
43 WADA (2012e). Court of Arbitration for Sport 
CAS (see: http://wada-ama.org/en/Anti-
DopingCommunity/Court-of-Arbitration-for-Sport-
CAS/) 44 WADA (2012g). Model Rules for National 
Olympic Committees (see: 
http://www.wadaama.org/en/Download-
Centers/Resources-Model-Rules/National-
Olympic-Committees/Model-Rulesfor-National-
Olympic-Committees---Based-on-2009-Code-
Word/ 

mandated a lifetime ban from the 
Olympics for any athlete convicted of 
doping; which had been struck down 
by the CAS, for levying a harsher fine45 
than that prescribed under the WADC. 
Chambers had been a British sprinter 
who had clocked in the fastest time in 
the 100 meter dash at Sydney for a 
European, but was implicated in the 
Bay Area Laboratory Cooperative 
scandal where he was tested positive 
for a designer steroid. According to the 
erstwhile IOC rule and the BOA bylaw, 
Chamber was banned from the 
Olympic for life. Prime facie, it seemed 
like the BOA by-law clearly was in 
violation of the WADC, which 
mandated a two year suspension. In 
stark contrast to the Contador case, the 
BOA had enacted a more stringent 
punishment to protect only clean 
athletes from competing in Olympics. 
In light of the WADC, and the 
overturning of the IOC rule, it seems 
unlikely that the BOA’s bylaw would be 
upheld, which is why the CAS held that 
the bylaw, effectively was a double 
sanction and that it could not pre-empt 
                                                           
45 World Conference on Doping in Sport (1999), 
Lausanne Declaration on Doping in Sport, 4 
February 1999, Lausanne, Switzerland (see: 
http://www.sportunterricht.de/lksport/Declaration_
e.html). 
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the uniformly adopted WADA 
code46for meting out punishments. 
Therefore, we can see that substantive 
changes implemented by the governing 
body which counteracted the purposes 
of the WADA and CAS to have a 
uniform approach and system. 

a) Sports bodies practice what 
they preach 

 Sporting bodies should ensure that the 
rules that they promulgate in the best 
intentions of the sport are duly 
followed by them and not besmirched 
by vested interests. Abiding the rules 
not only results in greater consistency 
in the system but rather ensures 
people’s trust in the system that the 
authorities orchestrate. Ambiguity in 
the anti-doping mechanism came to 
light, when in August 2005, 
accusations were levied at the seven-
time Tour de France champion Lance 
Armstrong. A French newspaper 
published a story about the research 
performed on Armstrong’s urine 
sample from seven years; although the 
data suggested that Armstrong had 
taken EPO, there was no indication 
                                                           
46 Ravjani, A. (2009). The Court of Arbitration for 
Sport: A Subtle Form of International Delegation, 
Journal of International Media & Entertainment 
Law, vol. 2(2), 267. 

that proper chain-of-custody 
procedures were followed, that there 
was proper specimen storage and 
handling or a B-sample was permitted 
that would ensure Armstrong the 
retesting rights that any accused would 
normally have. Instead of denouncing 
the newspaper’s tactics as untenable 
and assigning fault to the laboratory 
with regard to its breach of anonymity, 
newspaper’s accusations which other 
notable sport originations, namely 
USA47 Cycling described as ‘completely 
without credibility’. The International 
Cycling Union (UCI) also condemned 
WADA for not ensuring that its own 
guidelines should be followed. Such a 
failure of an anti-doping organization’s 
leadership to validate its own 
regulations cannot be repeated if the 
organization strives to promote trust 
and legitimacy in the system.  

b) Ensuring clarity and 
consistency  

The onus lies on the authorities to 
oversee that anti-doping law is not a 
source of ambiguity and instead is 
impartial and based on the principle of 
                                                           
47 David, P. (2008). A Guide to the World Anti-
Doping Code: A Fight for the Spirit of Sport. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 
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48nullum crinem sine lege certa. 
Similar to most arbitration panels, CAS 
is not bound by prior arbitration 
precedents nor is it obliged to follow 
the principle of stare decisis. However, 
in the past decade there has been a 
certain consensus in the CAS panel to 
follow the precedents of previous 
tribunals except when there is strong 
49reason to not do so in the interest of 
justice; this body of case law has been 
50 referred by many as lex sportiva. 
While this recent inclination of CAS to 
rely on precedents has furthered the 
cause of consistency and clarity of 
antidoping rules, disagreements 
among CAS panels still occur. To 
improve the predictability of anti-
doping laws, simple advisory opinions 
can be formulated to help guide 
athletes and arbitration panels along 
with developing a ‘supreme’ panel to 
conclusively resolve such contentions. 
CAS must continue in its endeavour to 
maintain the clarity of anti-doping 
                                                           
48 Chappelet, J-L. and Kübler-Mabbott, B. (2008). 
The International Olympic Committee and the 
Olympic System: The governance of sport, 
Abingdon, Routledge, 2008 49 Council of Europe, Anti-Doping Convention, 
Strasbourg, 16.11.1989, see: 
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/en/Treaties/Html/
135.htm. 50 Fraser, A.D. (2004). Doping control from a 
global and national perspective. Therapeutic drug 
monitoring, vol. 26(2), 171-174 

rules and consistency in their 
application so that an athlete who is 
already burdened by strict liability 
principle doesn’t get further aggrieved. 
Without this trust, the outcomes of 
doping cases will be blanketed in doubt 
and the integrity of the sport as a 
whole will suffer.   
Sport-specific test distribution 
plans 
The 2015 World Anti-Doping Code 
makes specific reference to the 
development of test distribution plans 
and the necessity for thoughtful and 
strategic approaches to testing.51 Such 
approaches will ensure that the 
effective, intelligent and most efficient 
testing strategies are adopted. 
Fundamental to these considerations 
are the identification of areas of sport 
that might be deemed to be high risk 
for doping practices. International 
Federations and NADOs will have 
particular responsibilities in this 
respect. Several elements should 
feature prominently in the 
development and preparation of a 
sport-specific testing programme. 
                                                           
51 Chappelet, J-L. and Kübler-Mabbott, B. (2008). 
The International Olympic Committee and the 
Olympic System: The governance of sport, 
Abingdon, Routledge, 2008 
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These include consideration of the 
unique subcultures of sport and the 
degree to which doping may have been 
‘normalised’ within such subcultures, 
the history of doping practices within a 
sport, the specific physiological 
demands of particular events, 
emerging training practices, the 
competitive schedule, recovery from 
injury, an awareness of dramatic 
changes in performance, an 
understanding of the supplement 
marketplace and a familiarity with 
what is happening ‘on the street’ as 
well as ‘in the stadium’.52 
Continual, ongoing conversation with 
athletes, coaches and others in the 
sport community can provide an 
enriched understanding of the 
likelihood of doping behaviour and 
emerging problematic practices. 
Successful antidoping programmes of 
the future will embody high-quality, 
intelligent testing practices rather than 
high-quantity test volumes. 
The implementation of the new World 
Anti-Doping Code with the emphasis 
                                                           
52 Todd J. and Todd, T. (2001) ‘Significant Events 
in the History of Drug Testing and the Olympic 
Movement: 1960-1999’, in W. Wilson and E. Derse 
(eds.), Doping in Elite Sport: The Politics of Drugs 
in the Olympic Movement, Human Kinetics 
Publishers, Champaign, 2001. 

on more intelligent testing affords a 
great opportunity for enhanced, more 
effective and more efficient approaches 
to doping control. The Athlete 
Biological Passport (ABP) represents a 
further opportunity to ensure strategic 
and more focused testing. Implicit in 
the new approaches to doping control 
is the necessity for strategic 
relationships between and among 
ADOs at every level. Agreements 
between IFs, NADOs and major event 
organisers addressing shared 
approaches to results management and 
testing strategies—particularly as they 
apply to competitors who are part of 
ABP programmes—will benefit the 
antidoping movement. 
The perspectives, experiences and 
strategies of IFs and NADOs can be 
integrated so as to permit more timely 
and cost-efficient testing, the sharing 
of intelligence regarding doping 
practices and doping practitioners and 
heightened vigilance of customs and 
other civil authorities with regard to 
the importation and distribution of 
prohibited substances particularly at 
the time of major sporting events. 
These approaches will benefit from the 
developing international ‘community 
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of practice’ represented by leading IFs 
and NADOs; the development of that 
community will itself be stimulated by 
the growth of strategic partnerships 
and cooperative antidoping activities. 
Storage and reanalysis 
New peptides or designer drugs may 
be used by athletes who feel that there 
are currently no reliable analytical 
tests available. However, the 2015 
World Anti-Doping Code allows for the 
storage of samples for up to 10 years, 
which markedly transforms the 
antidoping environment. The deterrent 
effect of delayed testing with newly 
devised analytical methods is 
substantial. It is important that ADOs 
implement this process; the new 2015 
International Standard on Testing and 
Investigations sets out the 
requirements for ADOs to test, store 
and reanalyse samples. The IFs and 
other ADOs must prioritise which 
samples should be stored from which 
competitions on the basis of their risk 
assessments. Such decisions should, to 
the extent permissible under 
applicable laws, remain confidential to 
optimise the deterrent and detection 
elements of this new approach to 
doping control. It is important that the 

storage of samples be conducted in a 
manner that enables future analysis 
with methods that may not yet be fully 
developed or operational. An example 
would be the future analysis of 
molecular signatures of doping.53 It is 
also imperative that samples are stored 
in a manner that protects the integrity 
of biological samples and the 
antidoping process, having due regard 
to legal requirements surrounding 
handling of human biological materials 
and related data. 
 
 

                                                           
53 Fraser, A.D. (2004). Doping control from a 
global and national perspective. Therapeutic drug 
monitoring, vol. 26(2), 171-174 
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#8 OLYMPICS DEVELOPMENTS : 
APRIL-MAY 

 

 
Image Courtesy : http://www.ocasia.org

Following an invitation by IOC 
President Thomas Bach to the 
“Independent Person” (IP), Professor 
Richard McLaren, and to the President 
of the World Anti-Doping Agency 
(WADA), Sir Craig Reedie, a very 
constructive and fruitful meeting with 
frank discussions was held at the IOC 
headquarters in Lausanne. The three 
participants discussed the strategy to 
move forward in the follow-up of the 

IP Report with regard to sanctioning 
and to a more independent, robust and 
efficient anti-doping system. The IOC 
and WADA expressed their 
appreciation for the work done by 
Professor McLaren, which revealed a 
systematic manipulation of the anti-
doping system in Russia. The three 
agreed to strengthen the cooperation 
between the IOC, WADA and Professor 
McLaren. Only full cooperation would 
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allow them to properly follow up on 
Professor McLaren’s report and its 
findings. Full text of the joint 
statement here. 
The President welcomed the Vice-
President and Secretary General of the 
NOC of the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea, Kwang Ho Son, and 
IOC Member Ung Chang. The subjects 
of their discussions included 
cooperation for sports development 
and the assistance provided through 
Olympic Solidarity. 
With the President and CEO of the 
World Federation of the Sporting 
Goods Industry (WFSGI), Robbert de 
Kock, the meeting addressed the 
success of the support programme for 
NOCs run by the two organisations for 
the Olympic Games Rio 2016, and the 
future of this collaboration. The IOC 
President met Jean-Loup Chappelet, 
Director of the Swiss Graduate School 
of Public Administration (IDHEAP), 
and discussed issues relating to the 
organisation of the Olympic Games 
and legacy. 
Meetings were also held with IOC 
Members Franco Carraro, Sam 
Ramsamy, Ung Chang, Barry Maister, 

Li Lingwei and Alexander Zhukov. The 
subjects discussed included 
preparations for the forthcoming 
editions of the Olympic Games, the 
WADA reforms and other topics of 
common interest. 
President Bach met Kosovo NOC 
President Besim Hasani, whom he 
congratulated on the successful 
Kosovo’s first Olympic participation at 
the Olympic Games Rio 2016. The 
President also welcomed Michael 
Mronz, General Manager of the 
Aachen-Laurensberger Rennverein 
e.V., organisers of the International 
Equestrian Event, CHIO Aachen 
(Germany). President Bach hosted the 
dinner for the IOC Olympic 
Programme Commission members. 
COMMISSIONS 
The Olympic Programme Commission 
held a meeting on 5 May, chaired by 
IOC Member Franco Carraro. The 
main subject on the agenda was the 
programme for the Olympic Games 
Tokyo 2020. 
A panel of leading medical and 
scientific experts held a three-day 
meeting at the IOC headquarters to 
discuss the use of dietary supplements, 
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their effects on athletes’ health and 
performances and the risk of 
contamination and anti-doping issues. 
The Medical and Scientific 
Commission, chaired by IOC Vice 
President Uğur Erdener, has 
recognised the important role that 
sound nutrition practices play in 
protecting good health and promoting 
the optimum performance of athletes. 
As part of its commitment to 
supporting the health and performance 
of athletes, it convened a meeting of 
experts in the field of dietary 
supplements to assess the evidence 
relating to the place of dietary 
supplements in the preparations of 
elite athletes. Particular focus was 
placed on their effects on athletes’ 
health and performances, and the risk 
of contamination with substances that 
may be harmful to health or that may 
trigger an adverse analytical finding, 
leading to an anti-doping rule 
violation. The consensus statement 
will be published in January 2018 
(online in December 2017) in the 
British Journal of Sports Medicine and 
on olympic.org. Read the full press 
release here. 
 

INTERNATIONAL SPORTS 
FEDERATIONS 

 SUMMER IFS 
The first-ever Mid-Term Congress of 
the International Basketball 
Federation (FIBA) unanimously 
ratified the FIBA Central Board's 
decision for a new rule that will allow 
players to wear headgear. It was 
developed in a way that minimises the 
risk of injuries as well as preserving 
the consistency of the colour of the 
uniform. It will come into effect as of 1 
October 2017. Held in Hong Kong 
China, the Congress brought together 
representatives from 139 National 
Federations. Read the full story here. 
In December 2016, on the occasion of 
its World Aquatics Convention, the 
International Swimming Federation 
(FINA) launched the “Pools for All” 
project, an initiative that offers 
standardised tools for worldwide 
design, construction and operation of a 
full range of sustainable aquatic 
facilities compliant with the 
regulations of the different aquatic 
disciplines. One of the core principles 
of the Pools For All project is to build 
aquatic facilities that cater to the needs 
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of the community. This project also 
aims to guarantee that any investment 
in facilities is well spent and gives 
value for money.  
The International Tennis Federation 
(ITF) has announced that the 
governing bodies of tennis have 
approved enhanced measures for the 
Tennis Anti-Doping Programme for 
2017, including an increase in the 
volume of testing and a strengthening 
of the sample storage policy. These 
enhancements to the Programme, 
which is a joint initiative between the 
ATP, Grand Slam Board, ITF and 
WTA, came into effect on 1 May. To 
fund these changes, the annual budget 
for the Programme will be increased by 
over 50 per cent to approximately USD 
4.5 million in 2017 (excluding 
administration costs). Read the news 
here. 

 WKF 
World Karate Federation (WKF) 
stakeholders gathered in Paris 
(France) recently to discuss crucial 
issues concerning karate’s path to its 
Olympic debut at the Youth Olympic 
Games Buenos Aires 2018 and the 
Olympic Games Tokyo 2020, as well as 

to set the roadmap of the sport for its 
momentous challenges ahead. The 
strategic meetings, chaired by WKF 
President Antonio Espinós, were 
hosted at the French Karate Federation 
headquarters, and welcomed the 
members of the Executive Bureau, the 
WKF Olympic Planning Commission, 
the WKF Rules Commission and the 
presidents of all the continental 
federations. Read the news here. 
NATIONAL OLYMPIC 
COMMITTEES 

 ALGERIAN NOC 
The Algerian NOC held its ordinary 
general assembly on 29 April, with an 
agenda which included a report on 
2016 and the 2013-2017 Olympic cycle, 
and the adoption of the corresponding 
resolutions. In the framework of the 
Olympic Agenda 2020 
recommendations, new female 
members joined the NOC assembly: 
journalist Leila Benferhat, former 
basketball player Fairouz Dih and the 
President of the National Association 
for the Development and Promotion of 
Women’s Sport, Dounia Hedjab. On 
this occasion, the NOC awarded the 
Algerian Order of Olympic and 
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Sporting Merit to the Director General 
of the Algerian Criminal Investigation 
Department, Abdelghani Hamel, for 
his work in the field of youth and 
sport. 

 CHINESE TAIPEI 
OLYMPIC COMMITTEE 

The 2017 International Sports Affairs 
Training Course, held by the Chinese 
Taipei Olympic Committee (CTOC) in 
Taipei from 29 to 30 April, brought 
together 15 participants from nine East 
and South Asian NOCs, and more than 
165 staff members working for the 
CTOC, city governments, national 
sports organisations and the 
Organising Committee of 2017 Taipei 
Universiade as well as the 2019 East 
Asian Youth Games. The guests of 
honour were Ching-kuo Wu, IOC 
Executive Board Member; Van Manh 
Tran, Secretary General of the Vietnam 
Olympic Committee; Christopher 
McCleary, USOC General Counsel; and 
Matthieu Barnay, Director of the 
Communications, Marketing and 
Events Department of the French 
NOC. The themes included Olympic 
marketing, sports management as well 
as bidding, preparation and 

management for international multi-
sports games.  

 JORDAN OLYMPIC 
COMMITTEE 

The Jordan Olympic Committee (JOC) 
has launched an awareness campaign 
that highlights the efforts and 
sacrifices that the Kingdom’s athletes 
go through to become champions. 
“You are a champ” will be splashed 
across Jordan over the coming 
months, using both traditional and 
social media channels to ensure it 
inspires the next generation of 
champions.  
TURKISH OLYMPIC 
COMMITTEE 
The Turkish Olympic Committee 
(TOC) began its Olympic Day 
celebrations with an event held on 30 
April in Gaziantep. Coordinated by the 
TOC and Gaziantep Metropolitan 
Municipality, the event saw hundreds 
of local children, including 300 Syrian 
refugees, taking part in a variety of 
learning activities designed to promote 
healthy lifestyles, environmental 
awareness and the Olympic values. All 
the participants received Olympic Day 
t-shirts and certificates signed by the 
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IOC President and the TOC President, 
IOC Vice-President Uğur Erdener. The 
TOC will continue its Olympic Day 
celebrations across Turkey with further 
events scheduled in Muğla on 15 May, 
Antalya on 17 May and Istanbul on 29 
May.  
ORGANISING COMMITTEES 
FOR THE OLYMPIC GAMES 

 PYEONGCHANG 2018 
In partnership with the Republic of 
Korea’s Ministry of Culture, Sports and 
Tourism, the PyeongChang Organising 
Committee for the 2018 Olympic and 
Paralympic Winter Games (POCOG) 
has launched a competition for the 
design of posters promoting both 
events. The open call for entries began 
on May 2. Entrants may submit their 
applications between 24 and 31 July, 
with the winners to be announced this 
September. The 10 winning designs for 
both the Olympic and Paralympic 
Winter Games will go on display at a 
number of museums and art galleries 
across the country, among them the 
National Museum of Modern and 
Contemporary Art and the Gangneung 
Art Centre. Read the full press release 
here. 

 TOKYO 2020 
The Organising Committee for the 
Olympic and Paralympic Games Tokyo 
2020 (Tokyo 2020) and the Tokyo 
Marathon Foundation have signed a 
partnership to allow for an exchange of 
knowledge and experience between the 
two organisations. This partnership 
will give Tokyo 2020 the chance to 
deepen its understanding of how to 
prepare for and operate one of the 
most iconic events of the Olympic 
Games.  
ORGANISING COMMITTEES 
FOR THE YOUTH OLYMPIC 
GAMES 
BUENOS AIRES 2018 

 WORLD DANCE SPORT 
FEDERATION 

“Break-through” innovation has been 
redefined for the forthcoming Youth 
Olympic Games Buenos Aires 2018, 
with the launch of the online 
qualification system for breaking 
introduced by the World Dance Sport 
Federation, the first time in Olympic 
history that video submissions are part 
of a qualification system. A group of 
expert judges, including some of the 
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most renowned breakers on the 
international stage, will judge all the 
videos submitted and will provide 
individual feedback to each promising 
dancer, while top breaking DJs will 
provide the downloadable tracks to 
accompany the submissions. The 
online qualification period opened on 5 
May and will run until 31 July 2017. 
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#9 INTERNATIONAL OLYMPIC 
COMMITTEE EXPERT GROUP 

STATEMENT ON DIETARY 
SUPPLEMENTS IN ATHLETES 

 

Image Courtesy: www.ioc.com

The IOC Medical and Scientific 
Commission has recognised the 
important role that sound nutrition 
practices play in protecting good 

health and promoting the optimum 
performance of athletes.  As part of its 
commitment to supporting the health 
and performance of athletes, it 
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convened a meeting of experts in the 
field of dietary supplements to assess 
the evidence relating to the place of 
dietary supplements in the 
preparations of elite athletes. 
Particular focus was placed on their 
effects on athletes’ health and 
performances, and the risk of 
contamination with substances that 
may be harmful to health or that may 
trigger an adverse analytical finding, 
leading to an anti-doping rule 
violation. 

The use of dietary supplements is 
widespread among elite athletes, as it 
is among the general population. The 
expert group concluded, after three 
days of intensive discussions, that: 

 Diet significantly influences athletic 
performance, but the use of 
supplements does not compensate for 
poor food choices and an inadequate 
diet. 

 Supplementation with essential 
nutrients may be beneficial if a specific 
nutrient deficiency is medically 
diagnosed and a food-based solution 
cannot be easily implemented. 

 A few supplements, from the many 
thousands of different products on the 
market, may provide performance or 
health-related benefits for some 
athletes in some types of sports, when 
optimum training, nutrition and 
recovery are already achieved. 

 Quality assurance in supplement 
manufacture, storage and distribution 
is sometimes not strictly enforced, 
leading to products that are of poor 
quality or contaminated. 
Dietary supplements encompass a 
wide range of products, including 
essential nutrients (vitamins, minerals, 
proteins, amino acids, etc.), herbals 
and botanicals, and specific products 
with potential for maintenance of 
health and optimisation of 
performance. The use of dietary 
supplements is widespread among elite 
athletes, as it is in the general 
population. Users cite many different 
reasons for consuming dietary 
supplements, though these reasons are 
often based on unfounded beliefs 
rather than on any clear understanding 
of the issues at stake, and may reflect 
encouragement from individuals who 
are influential rather than being 
experts on this topic. There is no 
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universal system to categorise the 
supplements used by athletes, but it 
can be helpful to divide them (or their 
uses) into products that address 
specific nutrient deficiencies, sports 
foods, performance supplements, and 
supplements for health, adaptation or 
physique change. There is now 
widespread acceptance that some of 
these dietary supplements can offer 
benefits to the elite athlete if used 
appropriately, but that some may be 
harmful to health and/or performance. 
Benefits from the use of supplements 
and sports foods may include 
convenience and provision of a known 
amount of a key nutrient, as, for 
example, in the use of protein 
supplements after training with the 
aim of promoting training-induced 
adaptations in muscle and other 
tissues. Supplements should be 
considered only when the risks are low 
and a health or performance benefit is 
likely, but there is a limited evidence 
base for most supplements. There is a 
clear need for well-conducted and 
sports-specific research on 
supplements, as many of the published 
studies have used inappropriate 
experimental models and subject 
populations that are not representative 

of the elite athlete. Assessment of the 
evidence requires a consideration of 
potential limitations to study design, 
including confounding variables and 
bias, and of the relevance to real-life 
practices of elite athletes, as well as the 
need for verification of the 
composition of supplements used. 
Supplement-induced performance 
changes should be interpreted in light 
of what is meaningful to the outcome 
of sporting competition. It must be 
remembered, though, that absence of 
evidence of efficacy is not the same as 
evidence of absence of efficacy. A 
comprehensive nutrition assessment is 
the first step in advising athletes on 
dietary strategies or medical uses of 
supplements.  
Nutrition assessment requires the 
systematic collection, verification and 
interpretation of the data needed to 
identify nutrition-related problems, 
their causes and their significance. A 
complete assessment should include 
dietary evaluation, body composition 
analysis, biochemical testing, 
nutrition-focused clinical examination, 
and patient health and performance 
history. Assessment should take 
account of maturation status, sex, 
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ethnicity and culture. The limitations 
and uncertainties in all of the methods 
employed must be recognised, though 
valid and reliable methods are 
available for some specific nutrients. 
Only after an athlete has reached an 
appropriate level of maturity and 
competition-readiness, and has a good 
training, recovery and nutrition plan in 
place, should the potential of 
performance supplements to provide 
further marginal gains be explored. A 
few specific supplements may offer 
performance benefits to some athletes, 
but their use requires careful 
evaluation. Supplements supported by 
good evidence of efficacy, in at least 
some exercise models, include 
carbohydrate, protein, caffeine, 
creatine, specific buffering agents and 
nitrate. Benefits may be mediated by 
addressing the physiological factors 
that limit performance in a specific 
sporting scenario and/or by effects on 
the central nervous system. Because 
responses seem to vary between 
individuals and depend on the exercise 
model used, supplements should be 
thoroughly trialled in training or 
simulated competition before 
implementation into a competition 
environment. Indeed, it is possible that 

deleterious responses may outweigh 
any expected performance-enhancing 
affect. An increasingly-recognised 
hazard related to supplement use has 
emerged: inadvertent ingestion of 
substances that are prohibited under 
the anti-doping codes that govern elite 
sport, but are present in some 
supplement products. In some cases, 
the level of prohibited or toxic 
substances in supplements presents a 
health hazard for all consumers. In 
other cases, the content may be too 
small to cause any health or 
performance effect, but large enough 
to record an Anti-Doping Rule 
Violation for athletes who submit to 
anti-doping tests. These problems may 
arise from poor quality assurance 
during production or from deliberate 
adulteration of otherwise ineffective 
products.  
Practitioners who work with Olympic 
and highly competitive athletes know 
that the pressures of elite sport and the 
substantial rewards that follow success 
provide a high level of motivation to 
adopt any safe and legal strategy that 
might promise even the smallest 
performance gain. Dietary 
supplements operate in this space, 
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whether they promise a large 
performance boost or just create the 
fear that an athlete cannot afford to 
miss out on what their rivals are using. 
A risk-benefit analysis should be 
undertaken before any decision is 
made to use a supplement, but many 
elite athletes mistakenly believe that 
the rewards of sporting success 
outweigh the lack of evidence to 
support the claims made for many 
supplements. Athletes must 
appreciate, however, that the 
consequences of an Anti Doping Rule 
Violation are potentially catastrophic. 
The use of dietary supplements should 
not compensate for poor food choices 
and an inadequate diet, except as a 
short-term strategy when nutrient 
intake is challenged or dietary changes 
are not possible. Use of products that 
have been subjected to one of the 
available quality assurance schemes 
can help to reduce, but not eliminate, 
the risk of an inadvertent doping 
infringement. Vulnerable populations, 

including young athletes, may require 
particular support in making informed 
choices about supplement use. In 
general, use of supplements by young 
athletes is discouraged except when 
full evaluation of nutritional status 
suggests that it is warranted. 
Protection of the athlete’s health and 
awareness of the potential for harm 
must be paramount. Therefore, expert 
professional help should be sought 
before a consensual decision on 
supplement use is made. 
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#10 IOC SANCTIONS TWO 
ATHLETES FOR FAILING ANTI-
DOPING TEST AT BEIJING 2008 

AND LONDON 2012 

 

Image courtesy : http://ibgnews.com

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 today 
announced that one athlete has been 
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disqualified from the Olympic Games 
Beijing 2008. The details follow. 

Tatiana CHERNOVA, 29, of Russia, 
competing in the women's heptathlon 
event in which she ranked 3rd and for 
which he was awarded a bronze medal, has 
been disqualified from the Olympic Games 
Beijing 2008. Re-analysis of Chernova's 
samples from Beijing 2008 resulted in a 
positive test for the prohibited substance 
dehydrochloromethyltestosterone 
(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, Tatiana 
CHERNOVA: 

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 heptathlon event 
in which she participated 
upon the occasion of the 
Olympic Games Beijing 
2008, 

iii. has the bronze medal, the 
medallist pin and the 
diploma obtained in the 
women's heptathlon 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 Russian Olympic Committee 
shall ensure full implementation of 
this decision. 

IV. The Russian Olympic Committee 
shall notably secure the return to 
the IOC, as soon as possible, of the 
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bronze medal, the medallist pin and 
the diploma awarded in connection 
with the women's heptathlon event 
to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 
immediately. 

The full decision is available here. 

In order to support the investigations of 
Prof. McLaren and his team, the IOC 
ordered a number of targeted re-analyses 
of Russian athletes' samples during the 
course of 2016. 

As part of this process, the IOC today 
announced that one Russian athlete has 
been disqualified from the Olympic Games 
London 2012. The details follow. 

Maksim DYLDIN, 29, of Russia, 
competing in the men's 400m event (round 
1 and semi-final) in which he ranked 17th, 
and in the men's 4x400m relay event 
(round 1 and final) in which he and his 
teammates ranked 5th and for which they 
were awarded a diploma, has been 
disqualified from the Olympic Games 
London 2012. Re-analysis of Dyldin's 
samples from London 2012 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited substance 
dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 
(turinabol). 

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 
composed for this case of Mr Denis 
Oswald (Chairman), Mrs Gunilla Lindberg 
and Dr Ugur Erdener, decided the 
following: 

I. The Athlete, Maksim DYLDIN: 

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 a Prohibited 
Substance or its Metabolites 
or Markers in an athlete's 
bodily specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 
events in which he 
participated upon the 
occasion of the Olympic 
Games London 2012, 
namely, the men's 400m 



P a g e  | 67 
 

                                                                                                                              

 

event and the men's 
4x400m relay event, 

iii. has the diploma obtained in 
the men's 4x400m relay 
event withdrawn and is 
ordered to return same. 

II. The Russian Federation Team is 
disqualified from the men's 
4x400m relay event. The 
corresponding diplomas are 
withdrawn and shall be returned. 

III. The IAAF is requested to modify 
the results of the above-mentioned 
events accordingly and to consider 
any further action within its own 
competence. 

IV. The Russian Olympic Committee 
shall ensure full implementation of 
this decision. 

V. The Russian Olympic Committee 
shall notably secure the return to 
the IOC, as soon as possible, of the 
diplomas awarded to the members 
of the Russian Federation Team 
who participated in the men's 
4x400m relay event. 

VI. This decision enters into force 
immediately. 
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#11 OLYMPIC AGENDA 2020 : 
RECOMMENDATIONS I 

 
Image Courtesy : http://www.sportsfeatures.com 

This Olympic Agenda 2020 was 
unanimously agreed at the 127th IOC 
Session in Monaco on the 8th and 9th 
of December 2014. The 40 detailed 
recommendations are like individual 
pieces of a jigsaw puzzle, which when 
put together give us a clear picture of 
what the future of the Olympic 
Movement will look like. They give us a 
clear vision of where we are headed 
and how we can protect the uniqueness 
of the Games and strengthen Olympic 

values in society. The reforms follow a 
year of discussion and consultation 
with all stakeholders of the Olympic 
Movement, as well as external experts 
and the public. More than 40,000 
submissions were received from the 
public during the process, generating 
some 1,200 ideas. Fourteen Working 
Groups synthesised the discussions 
and debates throughout the whole 
Olympic Movement and wider society 
before the recommendations were 
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finalised by the Executive Board ahead 
of the 127th Session. Work has already 
started on implementation. The IOC 
has begun work on the Olympic 
Channel. The new Invitation Phase has 
already been launched for the 2024 
bidding process, which allows cities to 
present an Olympic project that best 
matches their long-term sports, 
economic, social and environmental 
plans. Some of the reforms have 
already been included in the 2022 
process in close cooperation with the 
bidding cities. 
 
Recommendation 1 : Shape the 
bidding process as an invitation 
Introduce a new philosophy:  

1. The IOC to introduce an 
assistance phase during which 
cities considering a bid will be 
advised by the IOC about bid 
procedures, core Games 
requirements and how previous 
cities have ensured positive bid 
and Games legacies.  

2. The IOC to actively promote the 
maximum use of existing 
facilities and the use of 

temporary and demountable 
venues.   

3. The IOC to allow, for the 
Olympic Games, the 
organisation of preliminary 
competitions outside the host 
city or, in exceptional cases, 
outside the host country, 
notably for reasons of 
sustainability.  

4. The IOC to allow, for the 
Olympic Games, the 
organisation of entire sports or 
disciplines outside the host city 
or, in exceptional cases, outside 
the host country notably for 
reasons of geography and 
sustainability.   

5. The IOC to include in the host 
city contract clauses with regard 
to Fundamental Principle 6 of 
the Olympic Charter as well as 
to environmental and labour-
related matters.  

6. The IOC to make the Host City 
Contract (HCC) public.  

7. The HCC to include details of 
the IOC’s financial contribution 
to the OCOG.  

8. Respect third-party legal 
interests by making contractual 
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elements available on an 
“inconfidence” basis.  

9. The IOC to accept other 
signatories to the HCC than the 
host city and the NOC, in line 
with the local context.  

10. The IOC to provide the HCC at 
the outset of a given bid 
process. 

Recommendation 2 : Evaluate bid 
cities by assessing key 
opportunities and risks : 
The report of the Evaluation 
Commission to present a more explicit 
risk and opportunity assessment with a 
strong focus on sustainability and 
legacy.  
1. Introduce into the existing 14 
Candidate City evaluation criteria a 
new criterion entitled: The Athletes’ 
Experience.  
2. The IOC to consider as positive 
aspects for a bid: the maximum use of 
existing facilities and the use of 
temporary and demountable venues 
where no long-term venue legacy need 
exists or can be justified.  
3. The IOC, in collaboration with 
Olympic Movement stakeholders, to 

define core requirements for hosting 
the Olympic Games. The field of play 
for the athletes to always be state-of-
the-art for all competitions and to form 
part of the core requirements.  
4. The IOC to clarify the elements for 
the two different budgets related to the 
organisation of the Olympic Games: 
long-term investment in infrastructure 
and return on such investment on the 
one hand, and the operational budget 
on the other hand. Furthermore, the 
IOC contribution to the Games to be 
further communicated and promoted.  
5. The Candidate City Briefing to 
include an in-camera discussion 
between the IOC members and the IOC 
Evaluation Commission.  
6. The Commission to benefit from 
third-party, independent advice in 
such areas as social, economic and 
political conditions, with a special 
focus on sustainability and legacy. 
Recommendation 3:  Reduce the 
cost of bidding:  
1. The Candidate Cities to be allowed to 
attend and make presentations only to:  
IOC members during the Candidate 
City Briefing, ASOIF/AIOWF 
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respectively. This presentation may be 
combined with the Candidate City 
Briefing,  ANOC General Assembly 
preceding the vote, IOC Session at 
which the host city is elected. 
2. The IOC to bear the following costs:  
costs incurred in relation to the visit of 
the IOC Evaluation Commission, travel 
and accommodation for six accredited 
delegates for the Candidate City 
Briefing to IOC Members in Lausanne,  
travel and accommodation for six 
accredited delegates for the Candidate 
City briefing to the ASOIF/AIOWF 
respectively,  travel and 
accommodation for six accredited 
delegates for the ANOC General 
Assembly, travel and accommodation 
for 12 accredited delegates for the IOC 
Session at which the host city is 
elected.  
3. Publication of the Candidature File 
to be in electronic format only.  
4. The IOC to create and monitor a 
register of consultants/lobbyists 
eligible to work for a bid city. Formal 
acceptance of the IOC Code of Ethics 
and Code of Conduct by such 
consultants/lobbyists as a prerequisite 
for listing in the register. 

 5. The IOC to give access to bid cities, 
upon their request, to the Olympic 
Channel, if the creation of such 
Channel is approved. 
Recommendation 4 : Include 
sustainability in all aspects of the 
Olympic Games : 
1. Develop a sustainability strategy to 
enable potential and actual Olympic 
Games organisers to integrate and 
implement sustainability measures 
that encompass economic, social and 
environmental spheres in all stages of 
their project;  
2. Assist newly elected Organising 
Committees to establish the best 
possible governance for the integration 
of sustainability throughout the 
organisation;  
3. The IOC to ensure post-Games 
monitoring of the Games legacy with 
the support of the NOC and external 
organisations such as the World Union 
of Olympic Cites (UMVO).  
Recommendation 5 : Include 
sustainability within the Olympic 
Movement’s daily operations :  
1. The IOC to include sustainability in 
its day-to-day operations. The IOC to 
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include sustainability in its 
procurement of goods and services, as 
well as events organisation (meetings, 
conferences, etc.).  The IOC to reduce 
its travel impact and offset its carbon 
emissions. The IOC to apply the best 
possible sustainability standards for 
the consolidation of its Headquarters 
in Lausanne.  
2. The IOC to engage and assist 
Olympic Movement stakeholders in 
integrating sustainability within their 
own organisation and operations by:  
developing recommendations, 
providing tools, e.g. best practices and 
scorecards, providing mechanisms to 
ensure the exchange of information 
between Olympic stakeholders,  using 
existing channels, such as Olympic 
Solidarity, to help and assist in 
implementing initiatives.  
3. To achieve the above, the IOC to 
cooperate with relevant expert 
organisations such as UNEP.  
Recommendation 6 : Cooperate 
closely with other sports event 
organisers : 
Cooperate closely with other sports 
event organisers:  

1. The IOC and the International 
World Games Association (IWGA) to 
closely cooperate regarding the sports 
programme composition and their 
respective evaluations.  
2. The IOC and the International 
Masters Games Association (IMGA) to 
study the possibility for Olympic 
Games host cities to benefit from an 
option to organise the Masters Games 
in the years following the Olympic 
Games.  
3. The IOC to consider including a 
“sports lab” or sports initiation 
programmes as part of the Olympic 
Games or Youth Olympic Games to 
trigger youth involvement and benefit 
the host community.  
Recommendation 7: Strengthen 
relationships with organisations 
managing sport for people with 
different abilities : 
Strengthen relationships with 
organisations managing sport for 
people with different abilities, with a 
view to exploiting synergies in all 
possible areas, including:  Technical 
assistance,  Communication activities 
& Promotion of events via the Olympic 
Channel.  
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Recommendation 8 : Forge 
relationships with professional 
leagues : 
Invest in and forge relationships with 
professional leagues and structures via 
the respective International 
Federations with the aim of:  Ensuring 
participation by the best athletes, 
Recognising the different nature and 
constraints of each of the professional 
leagues, Adopting the most 
appropriate collaboration model on an 
ad-hoc basis in cooperation with each 
relevant International Federation.  
Recommendation 9 : Set a 
framework for the Olympic 
programme: 
1. The IOC to limit the number of 
athletes, officials and events for the 
Games of the Olympiad to 
approximately:  10,500 athletes,  
5,000 accredited coaches and athletes’ 
support personnel &310 events. 
2. The IOC to limit the number of 
athletes, officials and events for the 
Olympic Winter Games to 
approximately:  2,900 athletes, 2,000 
accredited coaches and athletes’ 
support personnel & 100 events. 

3. The IOC to study ways in which the 
overall number of other accreditations 
at the Olympic Games can be reduced.  
Recommendation 10 : Move from 
a sport-based to an event-based 
programme : 
1. Regular reviews of the programme to 
be based on events rather than sports, 
with the involvement of the 
International Federations, and with 
the following restrictions to be 
respected:  For the Games of the 
Olympiad: approximately 10,500 
athletes, 5,000 accredited coaches and 
athletes’ support personnel, and 310 
events, For the Winter Games, 
approximately 2,900 athletes, 2,000 
accredited coaches and athletes’ 
support personnel, and 100 events.  
2. The IOC Session to decide on the 
inclusion of any sport (IF) in the 
programme. 3. The IOC to allow the 
OCOGs to make a proposal for the 
inclusion of one or more additional 
events on the Olympic programme for 
that edition of the Olympic Games. 
Recommendation 11: Foster 
gender equality:  
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1. The IOC to work with the 
International Federations to 
achieve 50 per cent female 
participation in the Olympic 
Games and to stimulate 
women’s participation and 
involvement in sport by creating 
more participation 
opportunities at the Olympic 
Games. 2. The IOC to encourage 
the inclusion of mixed-gender 
team events.  

Recommendation 12 : Reduce the 
cost and reinforce the flexibility 
of Olympic Games management:  
1. The IOC to establish a transparent 
management procedure for any change 
of requirements, regardless of its 
initiator, in order to reduce costs.  
2. The IOC with the stakeholders to 
systematically review the level of 
services, Games preparation and 
delivery, with a view to containing cost 
and complexity. Regular proposals will 
be made in this respect.  
3. The IOC to consider the provision of 
turnkey solutions for OCOGs in areas 
which require highly specific Olympic 
expertise.  

Recommendation 13: Maximise 
synergies with Olympic 
Movement stakeholders:  
1. The IOC to enhance the role of the 
International Federations (IFs) in the 
planning and delivery of the Olympic 
competitions, including the study of 
transferring technical responsibilities 
from the OCOGs to the IFs.  
2. The IOC to focus the role of the IOC 
Coordination Commission on key 
issues and validation of service levels.  
Recommendation 14 : Strengthen 
the 6th Fundamental Principle of 
Olympism:  
The IOC to include non-discrimination 
on sexual orientation in the 6th 
Fundamental Principle of Olympism.  
Recommendation 15: Change the 
philosophy to protecting clean 
athletes:  
The IOC’s ultimate goal is to protect 
clean athletes. 
Recommendation 16 : Leverage 
the IOC USD 20 million fund to 
protect clean athletes : 
1. USD 10 million to develop robust 
education and awareness programmes 
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on the risks of matchfixing, any kind of 
manipulation of competitions and 
related corruption.  
2. USD 10 million to support projects 
offering a new scientific approach to 
anti-doping.  
Recommendation 17:  Honour 
clean athletes : 
1. Formal ceremonies to be organised 
for medal-winners who receive their 
Olympic medal following the 
disqualification of a competitor.  
2. The ceremony to be properly 
communicated by all parties 
concerned. 

Recommendation 18: Strengthen 
support to athletes : 
1. The IOC to put the athletes’ 
experience at the heart of the Olympic 
Games.  
2. The IOC to further invest in 
supporting athletes on and off the field 
of play. 
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#12 CHAMPIONS TROPHY 
 
 

 Image Courtesy : http://www.cricketcountry.com  
Champions Trophy One Day Internatioanl tournament will be contested by top 8 
sides in the world. India are the holders, having won in 2013. 

 
Champions Trophy 2017 Fixtures 
Group A: Australia, Bangladesh, England, New Zealand 
Group B: India, Pakistan, South Africa, Sri Lanka 

 
Match timings - Day matches will start at 10.30 AM (UK time) (GMT+1), while 
day/night matches will get under way at 1.30 PM (UK time) 
All matches LIVE on Star Sports, in India 
June 1 (Thursday) - England Vs Bangladesh (The Oval) - 3 PM IST 
June 2 (Friday) - Australia Vs New Zealand (Edgbaston) - 3 PM IST 
June 3 (Saturday) - Sri Lanka Vs South Africa (The Oval) - 3 PM IST 
June 4 (Sunday) - India Vs Pakistan (Edgbaston) - 3 PM IST 
June 5 (Monday) - Australia Vs Bangladesh (The Oval) - Day/Night - 6 PM IST 
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June 6 (Tuesday) - New Zealand Vs England (Cardiff) - 3 PM IST 
June 7 (Wednesday) - Pakistan Vs South Africa (Edgbaston) D/N - 6 PM IST 
June 8 (Thursday) - India Vs Sri Lanka (The Oval) - 3 PM IST 
June 9 (Friday) - New Zealand Vs Bangladesh (Cardiff) - 3 PM IST 
June 10 (Saturday) - England Vs Australia (Edgbaston) - 3 PM IST 
June 11 (Sunday) - India Vs South Africa (The Oval) - 3 PM IST 
June 12 (Monday) - Sri Lanka Vs Pakistan (Cardiff) - 3 PM IST 
June 13 (Tuesday) - REST DAY 
June 14 (Wednesday) - 1st Semi-final (A1 Vs B2) (Cardiff) - 3 PM IST 
June 15 (Thursday) - 2nd Semi-final (A2 Vs B1) (Edgbaston) - 3 PM IST 
June 16, 17 - REST DAYS 
June 18 (Sunday) - FINAL (The Oval) - 3 PM IST 
June 19 (Monday) - Reserve Day for the FINAL 

 
Previous Champions 
1998 - South Africa (Hosts - Bangladesh, Runner-up - West Indies) - 9 teams 
participated 
2000 - New Zealand (Hosts - Kenya, Runner-up - India) - 11 teams participated 
2002 - India and Sri Lanka joint winners after the final was washed out twice 
(including reserve day) (Hosts - Sri Lanka) - 12 teams participated 
2004 - West Indies (Hosts - England, Runner-up - England) - 12 teams participated 
2006 - Australia (Hosts - India, Runner-up - West Indies) - 10 teams participated 
2009 - Australia (Hosts - South Africa, Runner-up - New Zealand) - 8 teams 
participated 
2013 - India (Hosts - England, Runner-up - England) - 8 teams participated 

 
Previous India-Pakistan contests in Champions Trophy - Pakistan lead 2-
1 
September 19, 2004 (Birmingham, England) - Pakistan won by 3 wickets 
September 26, 2009 (Centurion, South Africa) - Pakistan won by 54 runs 
June 15, 2013 (Birmingham, England) - India won by 8 wickets (Duckworth/Lewis 
method) 
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ICC ODI Team Rankings (as on 30 September 2015, top 8 sides qualified 
for the Champions Trophy 2017) 
(Read as Rank, Team, Points) 
1. Australia - 127 
2. India - 115 
3. South Africa - 110 
4. New Zealand- 109 
5. Sri Lanka - 103 
6. England - 100 
7. Bangladesh - 96 
8. Pakistan- 90 
9. West Indies - 88 
10. Ireland - 49 
11. Zimbabwe - 45 
12. Afghanistan- 41 
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#13 NEW RULES FOR THE FUTURE 
DEVELOPMENT OF FOOTBALL 

 
Image Courtesy : http://somtoo.com 

 
• The Blue Stars/FIFA Youth Cup 
2017 will take place in Zurich from 24-25 
May 
• Experimental trials will be 
conducted, including different order of 

kickers for penalty shoot-outs and 
substituted players being required to leave 
the pitch at nearest point on the touchline 
or goal line 
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• The trials are part of a strategy for 
the 2017 to 2022 period that was approved 
at The IFAB’s Annual General Meeting in 
March 2017 
The Blue Stars/FIFA Youth Cup 2017 
being played on 24 and 25 May in Zurich 
will feature some experimental trials 
regarding the Laws of the Game, including 
a different order of kickers in penalty 
shoot-outs and substituted players being 
required to leave the pitch at the nearest 
point on the touchline or goal line. 
The trials are part of a strategy for the 
2017 to 2022 period that was approved at 
The IFAB’s Annual General Meeting on 3 
March 2017. The aim is to promote 
fairness and integrity, ensure that the game 
is accessible to everyone and embrace 
technological advances while guarding 
against technology-related threats. The 
first stage of discussions and trials will 
focus on improving player behaviour and 
respect, increasing playing time and 
making the game fairer and more 
attractive. The full strategy will be 
launched in the coming weeks. 
“FIFA are happy to contribute to the trials 
by experimenting with some of them 
during certain competitions,” says Marco 
van Basten, FIFA’s Chief Technical 

Development Officer. “It’s important to 
learn from experience in competitions and 
to see how players, coaches, referees and 
also fans perceive these trials. Their 
feedback is crucial to the decision as to 
whether or not to make changes to the 
Laws of the Game in this regard.” 
Different organisations and competitions 
will be involved in the experimental trials 
of new rules. 
Experimental trials to be conducted at the 
Blue Stars/FIFA Youth Cup 2017 
- A different order of kickers for penalty 
shoot-outs: as part of The IFAB’s “play 
fair” initiative, a different order of kickers 
will be trialled in an experiment to reduce 
any advantage the team taking the first 
kick may have. In simple terms, the team 
taking the first kick in each pair of kicks 
will alternate as follows: 
• 1st kick – team A 2nd kick – team B 
• 3rd kick – team B 4th kick – team A 
• 5th kick – team A 6th kick – team B 
• 7th kick – team B 8th kick – team A 
• 9th kick – team A 10th kick – team B 
• 11th kick – team B 12th kick – team A 
and so on…. 
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- A substituted player will be required to 
leave the field at the nearest point on the 
touchline or goal line (to reduce the time 
lost/”wasted” by the player walking slowly 
to the halfway line). 
- At goal kicks and when the defending 
team has a free kick in their penalty area, 
the ball will be in play when it is kicked 
and moves, i.e. there will be no 
requirement for the ball to leave the 
penalty area before the defenders can play 
it – this is to encourage a faster and 
potentially more constructive restart of 
play. 
In addition, FIFA will give referees in their 
2017 tournaments clear instructions 
relating to: 
• Mobbing of match officials (including 
captains taking a more proactive and 
positive role) 

• Increasing playing time by a more 
accurate calculation of additional time 
• The goalkeeper holding the ball for more 
than six seconds 
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#14 RUSSIAN PARALYMPIC 
COMMITTEE V. INTERNATIONAL 

PARALYMPIC COMMITTEE 

 
Image Courtesy : http://www.gettyimages.in

FACTS 
On 18 July 2016, the report 
commissioned by the World Anti-
Doping Authority (WADA) from 
Professor Richard McLaren as the 
Independent Person was released (the 

“IP Report”). In the IP Report, 
Professor McLaren and his team 
reported that they had identified and 
verified evidence that led them to 
conclude beyond reasonable doubt that 
the Russian Government had 
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developed, implemented and 
controlled a State-run doping program 
over a period from at least late 2011 
until August 2015. The report also 
stated that Russian athletes from 
Paralympic sport benefitted from this 
program. By letter dated 22 July 2016, 
the IPC notified the RPC that it had 
opened suspension proceedings 
against it, based on a list of seven, non-
exhaustive facts that it believed were 
established according to the IP Report 
(the “Letter”). By letter dated 28 July 
2016, the IPC – inter alia – requested 
the agreement of the RPC to appoint 
the CAS as the Appeal Panel described 
in Article 3.3.2.4 of the IPC Policy of 
Suspension of Member Organisations. 
By letter dated the same day, the RPC 
informed the IPC that it wished to be 
heard in person by the Governing 
Board (“GB”) of the IPC and informed 
the IPC of the names of its delegation. 
Furthermore, the letter stated that 
“[a]s for the appeal procedure 
including our agreement to appoint 
Appeal Panel, we consider it is early 
now to discuss these issues while IPC 
GB decision on the suspension 
proceedings is not known.”  

 By letter dated 29 July 2016, the RPC 
commented and objected to the seven, 
nonexhaustive list of facts mentioned 
in the IPC letter dated 22 July 2016. In 
its letter dated 1 August 2016, the IPC 
acknowledged receipt of the RPCS’s 
letter dated 29 July 2016. By letter 
dated 3 August 2016, the RPC 
provided its answers to the follow-up 
questions posed by the IPC on 1 August 
2016. 12. On 3 August 2016, a seven-
person delegation from the RPC visited 
the IPC’s headquarters to present its 
case in person. Twelve of the 15 IPC 
GB members participated in the 
meeting. After a further exchange of 
emails between the parties and after 
sending the RPC a warning, as well as 
hearing the RPC in writing and orally, 
the IPC, on 7 August 2016, suspended 
the membership of the RPC with 
immediate effect due to its asserted 
inability to fulfil its IPC membership 
responsibilities and obligations, in 
particular its obligation to comply with 
the IPC Anti-Doping Code and the 
World Anti-Doping Code (the “WADA 
Code”) (the “Decision”). As a 
consequence of that suspension, by the 
application of article 9.6 of the IPC 
Constitution, the RPC could not enter 
athletes in competitions sanctioned by 
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the IPC, relevantly, the upcoming 
Paralympic Games in Rio. On 11 
August 2016, the parties entered into a 
written “Arbitration Agreement”, 
signed on behalf of the parties. The 
Arbitration Agreement provided – 
inter alia – for a procedural timetable 
and a CAS Panel constituted as 
follows: Dr. Ulrich Haas (nominated 
by the IPC); Mr. Efraim Barak 
(nominated by the RPC) and “a 
President, to be appointed by CAS 
pursuant to Article R54 of the CAS 
Code.” 
APPLICABLE LAW  

 Article R58 of the Code provides 
as follows: The Panel shall 
decide the dispute according to 
the applicable regulations and 
the rules of law chosen by the 
parties or, in the absence of 
such a choice, according to the 
law of the country in which the 
federation, association or 
sports-related body which has 
issued the challenged decision is 
domiciled or according to the 
rules of law, the application of 
which the Panel deems 
appropriate. In the latter case, 

the Panel shall give reasons for 
its decision.  

 In Section 4 of the Arbitration 
Agreement, the parties agreed 
as follows:  

 Pursuant to Article R58 of the 
CAS Code, the CAS Panel will 
decide the dispute according to 
the applicable regulations 
(including, without limitation, 
the IPC Constitution, the IPC 
Bylaws and the IPC Policy on 
Suspension of an IPC Member 
Organisation) and, subsidiarily, 
to Swiss law (save for specific 
issues on the interpretation of 
the relevant governing 
documentation where, in the 
opinion of the Panel, it is more 
appropriate and natural to defer 
to the position under German 
Law; being the law that governs 
the establishment of the IPC 
and gives it legal personality).  

 Section 4 complies with Article 
187 para.1 of the Swiss Private 
International Law Act (“PIL”), 
where the traditional principle 
of the freedom of the parties to 
choose the law that the arbitral 
tribunal has to apply to the 
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merits of the dispute is fully 
recognised.  

 In recognition of Article R58 of 
the Code and Article 187 para.1 
of the PIL, the Panel has no 
reason to deviate from the will 
of the parties and, unless 
otherwise noted, applies such 
law when deciding this dispute 
as set forth above accordingly. 

Under Art. 3.3.1 of the IPC Policy of 
Suspension of Member Organisations 
and Under Art. 3.7 of the Constitution, 
the Decision may be appealed. The 
RPC decided to appeal the Decision.  
I. The Legal Framework  

 Under clauses 9.2.2 and 9.3 of 
the IPC Constitution, a member 
may be suspended by the IPC 
Governing Council for failing to 
fulfil its obligations as a 
member as defined in the IPC 
Constitution. Amongst others, a 
member’s obligations include 
the following:  

 Respect and abide by the IPC 
Constitution, the IPC bylaws, 
codes, rules, regulations and 
any other decisions taken by the 
IPC General Assembly and the 

IPC Governing Board; in 
particular to comply with the 
World AntiDoping Code, the 
IPC Classification Code, and the 
IPC Medical Code.  

 Contribute to the development 
of the vision, mission, objects, 
purposes and goals outlined in 
the IPC Constitution.  

 Ensure that, in sport practiced 
within the Paralympic 
Movement, the spirit of fair play 
prevails, violence is banned, the 
health risk of the athletes is 
managed and fundamental 
ethical principles are upheld;  

 Contribute to the creation of a 
drug-free sport environment for 
all Paralympic athletes in 
conjunction with the World 
Anti-Doping Agency (WADA)  

II. The Issues   
The parties have filed detailed 
submissions and also presented 
evidence. At the hearing, the parties 
agreed that the issues can be 
considered under the following 
headings:  
A. Whether there has been a violation 
of the RPCs membership obligations;  
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B. Whether the IPC complied with the 
correct procedures as set out in art. 1 of 
the Policy to effect the suspension of 
the RPC; and  
C. Whether the decision to suspend the 
RPC, with the consequential effect on 
Russian Paralympic athletes, was 
proportionate. 
The relevance of the decision of the 
IOC as to the participation of Russian 
athletes following the IP Report . The 
Appellant points to the way in which 
the IOC dealt with the participation of 
Russian athletes in the Games of the 
XXX1 Olympiad in Rio de Janeiro 
following the publication of the IP 
Report. In particular, it points to the 
IOC recognition that the IP Report 
made no findings against the Russian 
Olympic Committee as an institution. 
It points out that no findings were 
made against the RPC and that the IP 
Report does not mention the 
involvement of the Appellant in the 
alleged doping scheme.  
The Panel is of the view that the 
decision of the IOC following the IP 
Report is not determinative of the 
issues in the present case. The IOC and 
IPC operate under different charters 

and constitutions and are entitled to 
come to different conclusions as to 
how best to respond to factual 
circumstances. The decision of one 
does not bind the other. For example, 
when the IOC referred the 
consideration to the individual 
International Federations, there were 
different responses, none of which has 
been demonstrated to have been 
inappropriate. Furthermore, and as 
opposed to the IOC, the IPC itself is 
actually the International Federation 
for 10 Paralympic Sports (alpine 
skiing, athletics, biathlon, cross 
country skiing, ice sledge hockey, 
powerlifting, shooting, snowboard, 
swimming and wheelchair dance 
sport), and in such capacity it is 
responsible for the governance of the 
sport, and for coordinating and 
supervising World Championships and 
other competitions. Therefore, at least 
in these ten Paralympic sports, the IPC 
decision stands on the same level as 
the various decisions of the IFs.  
Finally, the Panel notes that on a 
substantive construction the IOC 
decision and the IPC Decision are not 
in contradiction. In the IOC Decision 
dated 24 July 2016, the latter provided 
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the following guidelines to the 
international federations to handle the 
so-called Russian doping scandal:  
1. The IOC will not accept any entry of 
any Russian athlete in the Olympic 
Games Rio 2016 unless such athlete 
can meet the conditions set out below.  
2. Entry will be accepted by the IOC 
only if an athlete is able to provide 
evidence to the full satisfaction of his 
or her International Federation (IF) in 
relation to the following criteria:  The 
IFs, when establishing their pool of 
eligible Russian athletes, to apply the 
World Anti-Doping Code and other 
principles agreed by the Olympic 
Summit (21 June 2016).  The absence 
of a positive national anti-doping test 
cannot be considered sufficient by the 
IFs.  The IFs should carry out an 
individual analysis of each athlete’s 
antidoping record, taking into account 
only reliable adequate international 
tests, and the specificities of the 
athlete’s sport and its rules, in order to 
ensure a level playing field.   The IFs to 
examine the information contained in 
the IP Report, and for such purpose 
seek from WADA the names of athletes 
and National Federations (NFs) 
implicated. Nobody implicated, be it 

an athlete, an official, or an NF, may be 
accepted for entry or accreditation for 
the Olympic Games.  The IFs will also 
have to apply their respective rules in 
relation to sanctioning of entire NFs.  
3. The ROC is not allowed to enter any 
athlete for the Olympic Games Rio 
2016 who has ever been sanctioned for 
doping, even if he or she has served the 
sanction. 
 4. The IOC will accept any entry by the 
ROC only if the athlete’s IF is satisfied 
that the evidence provided meets 
conditions 2 and 3 above and if it is 
upheld by an expert from the CAS list 
of arbitrators appointed by an ICAS 
Member, independent from any sports 
organisation involved in the Olympic 
Games Rio 2016.  
5. The entry of any Russian athlete 
ultimately accepted by the IOC will be 
subject to a rigorous additional out-of-
competition testing programme in 
coordination with the relevant IF and 
WADA. Any non-availability for this 
programme will lead to the immediate 
withdrawal of the accreditation by the 
IOC” (emphasis added). 100. It follows 
from the explicit wording of the above 
guidelines that the IOC was not 



P a g e  | 88 
 

                                                                                                                              

 

opposed to (but rather mandated) the 
exclusion of a member federation on 
the condition that there was a proper 
provision within the statutes and 
regulations of the international 
federation to provide for such an 
exclusion. VIII. COSTS 101. Article 
R64.4 of the CAS Code provides the 
following: At the end of the 
proceedings, the CAS Court Office shall 
determine the final amount of the cost 
of the 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. 102. Article R64.5 of the CAS 
Code reads as follows: 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, 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 outcome of the 
proceedings, as well as the conduct 
and the financial resources of the 
parties. 103. Taking into account the 
outcome of the arbitration, and the 
specific circumstances that gave rise to 
the dispute, the Panel finds it 
reasonable that the Appellant bear the 
arbitration costs, as determined and 
served to the parties by the CAS Court 
Office. However, considering the 
parties efforts to streamline this 
procedure, the expedited nature of the 
appeal, and noting that the 
Respondent’s counsel were not 
required to CAS 2016/A/4745 Russian 
Paralympic Committee v. International 
Paralympic Committee – Page 23 
travel to the hearing, the Panel deems 
it appropriate that each party bear its 
own legal and other costs associated 
with this procedure. 

 


