
Section Article(s) Topic Comment Suggested Change
Classification 
Code

Observation in 
competition

First Appearance - Should be whole competition so as to see all the different 
strokes

Classification 
Code

All Other The use of "Comments" Good idea but should be titled as "Explanatory note" or 
"Explanation"

Classification 
Code

Looked after  the 
reviewed  code. 
NIF applaud this.

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It should be pointed out what a classifiers must 
do when he or she get a suspicion that the 
athlete are not doing the best because she og he 
wants an easier class.

The comment to point 6.2 must sustain and be a part of 
chapter 6.2 

Classification 
Code

Looked after in  
the reviewed  
code chapter 6.4. 
NIF applaud this.

Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

The athlete must also be banned from 
competition during the period of three months. 
12 to 48 monthes is good.

The IF should not permit any Athlete found to have been 
Non Cooperative during an evaluation to undergo any 
further Evaluation for that Sport for a minimum of three 
months (or such greater period of time as deemed 
appropriate by the IF), starting from the date upon which 
the Athlete failed to co-operate. The athlete must also be 
banned from competition during the period of three 
months (or such greater period of time as deemed 
appropriate by the IF).

Classification Code Review 2013-2015  

Second consultation round July to 30 October 2014
Compiled Feedback



Classification 
Code

Other There should be a provision somewhere in the 
code for an athlete to bring an interpreter as 
required to be athlete-centered.  If the 
interpreter is not from the classification field, 
there should provision for the athlete to bring 
someone also who can explained and verbalise 
medical terminology as required so that the 
athletes understand process and procedures. 

Recommendations to add an article within the Code

Classification 
Code

Other The comments within the Code were a great 
attempt to verbalise the language of the code 
and to provide clarity around it. We feel that 
there should be more clarity within the code with 
the langague and interpretation in order to be 
clear within the actual code

Use some of the comments as part of the code to make it 
easier for everyone to understand and interpret.

Classification 
Code

Code has the 
potential to Include:

1-An IS on Eligible impairment and guidelines on 
health conditions unlikely to lead to An Eligible 
impairment.
2-A model of Best Practice for Equipment 
Eligibility based on the IPC current Equipment 
polict

Classification 
Code

Why does a version dated july 2014 say that it 
incorporates revisions that were approved (by 
the IPC General Assembly) in 2015? 

In all IS and Code

Classification 
Code

The GA pleaded for simplification of language, so 
why 'taxanomic'! Whole paragraph needs to be 
rewritten in simpler terms.It is not easy to 
understand, even for an English specialist!

groupings of classes within the Code…



Classification 
Code

Definition of 'Paralympic Sport'? This is open to 
interpretation. Some may think it only refers to 
IPC sports. Some sports have disciplines which 
are not included in the Paralympic Games but to 
which the Code is applied. As stated later we are 
developing a 'universal' Classification Code.

integral part of sport for athletes with a physical 
impairment

Classification 
Code

All document Governance and 
Scope

Not only the rules, but also the regulations must 
be followed.

Rules and Regulations

Classification 
Code

Other General feel of the code documents is that it 
addresses PI classification very well but doesn't 
take into account VI and II classification to the 
same extent

Better consider II and VI

Classification 
Code

All Other Needs to be in plainer English overall so that 
athletes and non classifiers are able to 
understand the intended message

Plain English version for athletes and other sport 
personnel and a version in alternative formats (including 
those with intellectual impairment where required)

Classification 
Code

Other There should be an independent body from the 
IPC to represent the IPC sports with issues 
involving disputes with the IPC itself if they arise.  

Recommendation to investigate alternative solutions 
around independancy

Classification 
Code

general health condition and impairment are confusing - 
have these been defined at the top of this 
section??

Classification 
Code

rights and obligation related to Classification in relation to

Classification 
Code

All In several of the points the words "should" or 
"can" is used instead of the word "must" and 
"shall". This is an indication on how importent a 
point/comment is.

See the comment.



Classification 
Code

It is of the view that the draft code and 
International Standards should be considered 
"best practice" for the IFs. That the IFs are the 
experts in what is appropriate in terms of 
classification in their own sport and will develop 
their own codes that no doubt would take into 
account the principles contained in the IPC code

Classification 
Code

Mention how a subsequent offence should be dealt with 
should there be no lifetime ban

Classification 
Code

All Other Inconsistency in language, e.g ineligible or not 
eligible

Not eligible preferred term

Classification 
Code

Title Definition and 
Purpose

Athlete centred IPC ATHLETE CLASSIFICATION CODE

Classification 
Code

International 
Federation

Add: (IF)

Classification 
Code

Intro (Comment) Introduction Remove both comments in Intro - unnecessary Remove comments

Classification 
Code

general much of the language used is confusing , even to 
an English speaker.  Care should be taken to 
ensure the reading level is appropriate. common 
phrases used, UK English not used eg word save 
when you mean except , keep the language 
simple.  

Classification 
Code

general remove al italics or incorporate in the item

Classification 
Code

terminology we cannot keep changing the terminology this 
get confusing to all readers - keep MDC not MDI 
, NE not IE etc. 



Classification 
Code

Objective I'm not sure we want only scientific.....I think we 
also want to include Technical and observation.

Classification 
Code

Sentence two is too long and needs to be 
simplified by writing two sentences

Add full stop after assigning class (third line). The start 
second sentence, 'Using this evidence based system will 
result in …..' Also, change 'the same amount of difficulty' 
to 'the same limits to activity….'

Classification 
Code

Comment: No two athletes have the same 
degree of impairment!  This seems to be 
referring more to individual sports than to team 
sports, as are other sections of the Code

Preferably delete comment. If not, refer to competition 
within a fair classification structure

Classification 
Code

Frustrating that WHO (2001) uses such terms as  
'Disability', as does the UN. There is a need to 
apply pressure to all outside organisations to use 
'physical impairment'. Why are they not aware. 
Receive comments such as  ICF use 'disabled' 
so why shouldn't we". IPC must make a stand 
and take a lead on this.

no change - use physical impairment. This is an IPC 
document. 

Classification 
Code

General Provide in VI friendly format 

Classification 
Code

All Other Include all the comments in the final documents. 
This will complement and clarify the text.

See the comment.

Classification 
Code

language the draft uses a difficult language. Shorter 
sentences are easier to read for non native 
english speakers

Classification 
Code

Other There is a lot of redundance and replication in 
the documents

Minimize replication: Code more like an overview and for 
the basic statements and the IS for procedural and 
detailed regulation but only where neceessary.



Classification 
Code

Other General feel of the code documents is that it 
addresses PI classification very well but doesn't 
take into account VI and II classification to the 
same extent

encourage rephrasing of code to better encompass all 
types of classification

Classification 
Code

Other The Code seems to be primarily written for 
Athletics, Swimming and the IPC Sports. 

There ought to be a better understanding by the IPC of 
the non-IPC Sports, their structures and their governance

Classification 
Code

General Other General remark: Sometimes it is unclear if the 
article/topic is related to paralympic sport in 
general or the Paralympic Games

Classification 
Code

Classifiaction Rules 
and Regulations

These rules are those of the IFs and this should 
be reflected here

Amend to show they are the rules, etc of the IFs

Classification 
Code

in general One could get the impression that the  code  is 
focused on IPC Sports

Regulations and procedures have to be suitable for small 
sports, too. Some could be put in "best practise" for 
example.The whole Code and the Standards have to 
checked if they cover all the different sports in their 
diversity

Classification 
Code

Other The Code and its documents should give as 
much as regulation/guidence as necessary but 
as little as possible. 

Classification 
Code

Introduction Other It should be clearly stated what is the Code 
(IPC?) responsible for? What is the Paralympic 
movement? If a sport/IF caters for subdivisions of 
sports which are not part of the paralympics?

Needs clear statement

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

Maybe it is supposed to be "unambigiuous",  but 
one of the main critic issues is that the code is 
free interpretable.



Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

The code should be providing a certain amount 
of objectivity and equality, so that athletes no 
matter what believe in the fairness of the 
procedure. What we should keep in mind is that 
classification decides about athletes lives. That 
is what should be in the code and what it should 
be all about. So i am hoping and would like to 
see this mentioned as the overall objective of 
this classification code.

Classification 
Code

Intro Classification is an important part of Para sport 
(note not just Paralympic sport as this refers to 
IPC sports) but it forms part of the sport and its 
rules - unless this is indeed a code for the IPC 
sports

"Classification is a unique and integral part of Para sport" 
and delete the rest of the sentence.  This should flow 
through all parts of the code and supporting documents 
including use of "Para sport" instead of Paralympic sport

Classification 
Code

Introduction Introduction We suggest the IPC's 2003 Classification 
Strategy is no longer relevant and with multiple 
documents referenced in the Code (for example: 
International Standards, Models of Best 
Practice, Policy Statements) recommend that 
only documents that are available to the general 
public and have a clear relationship to the Code 
and the membership be referenced in the Code. 

The 1st paragraph of the Code also appears to 
attempt to define classification. This is now 
covered in Article 2 of the Code - Definition and 
Purpose of Paralympic Classification

Recommend deleting first paragraph from "In 2003..." 
onwards.



Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

The IPC ensures that terms and concepts used 
in the Code are unambiguous, contemporary 
and internationally accepted features that will 
enhance the current understanding and future 
development of Athlete Classification systems.

Remove the use of ICF terminology

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

To change phrasing to past tense is to was, are to were

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

Athlete centred  Most importantly, the Code and Classifiers had to 
communicate in the sport-based language of Athletes, 
language which inspired confidence in both Athletes and 
other Paralympic stakeholders.

Classification 
Code

Intro "The langusage and taxonomic of the Code 
derive from the International Classification of 
Derivation of Functioning Disability and Health 
(ICF)--. Utilisation of the ICF language and 
taxonomic structure ensures that terms and 
concepts used in the Code are unambiguous 
contemporary and  internationally accepted---."

This language is arrogant and completely repudiates the 
next phrase which refers to understanding by all. It will be 
understood by a minority of people who have English as a 
first language and who are well educated. This clause and 
the entire document  must be re-written in clear and 
unambiguous language easily understood by people from 
all parts of the world regardless of their first language or 
advanced educatioanl experience.

Classification 
Code

Intro How does anyone define "best possible 
evidence"?  In addition, if it has to be 
understandable by laypersons, how is this done?  
This is potentially subjective

Delete the sentence or include realistic definitions

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

ICF Terms should only be used when relevant or 
required

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

rephrasing of last 2 sentances 1st paragraph 
required



Classification 
Code

Introduction Other Classification should be as complex as needed 
and as simple as possible. However, 
classification is extremely complex. So I don't 
think everybody can understand the process and 
principles.

The complexity of classifying should be addressed in the 
introduction.

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

Comment and inclusion of ICF reference. Include reference of Tweedy and Vanlandewijck (2011) 
about their paper in British Jornal of Sport Medicine 
about the IPC position about evidence based 
classification. This paper could clarify many concepts of 
the Code to the IF, NPC´s, etc.

Classification 
Code

Introduction Introduction Classification is a unique & integral part. Other 
sports classify on weight, age etc. Classification 
is important im Paralympic Sport but it 
underpins the sport.  It is not the most important 
factor. 

Classification needs to be balanced against viability of 
competition

Classification 
Code

Intro, and 
throughout

Governance and 
Scope

Comments elucidating content and concepts is 
very nice!

No change

Classification 
Code

Intro First sentence should have "Paralympic Games" 
instead of "Paralympic Movement" as the 
Games is where the IPC has responsibility

Delete Movement and replace with Games

Classification 
Code

Intro To maintain consistency with the ICF, we should 
use disability instead of impairment

Change all reference to impairment to disability

Classification 
Code

Intro Sentence 1: Good to see referenvce to 
Paralympic Movement. Code is not just for the 
Paralympic Games



Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

Need to add a historical note Beginning in 1960, at the first Paralympic Games in 
Rome, Athletes with spinal cord injuries were the primary 
target population for the organisers of Paralympic sports.  
Medical personnel concluded that Athletes would 
experience an equitable field of play if all Athletes were 
assessed objectively based upon their neurological level, 
a difficult task since a minority of Athletes with 
poliomyelitis or incomplete spinal cord lesions did not 
confirm to these criteria.
Medical classification, based on criteria that Athletes 
believed were subjectively applied, remained in operation 
during the 1970s and early ‘80s. During this period, 
Athletes began articulating a form of Athlete 
classification that conformed to sport-based evidence, 
specifically criteria that all Athletes understood 
regardless of the sport they practised.  By the early 
1990s, sport-based Athlete Classification, frequently 
described as functional classification, had established a 
foothold in most Paralympic sports.

Classification 
Code

Intro change best possible evidence to evidence based as defined in glossary it is clearer

Classification 
Code

Introduction Introduction Best possible evidence - What constitutes 
evidence? Athlete feedback, expert meetings? 
Statistics on results? 

 should be defined more precise, perhaps somewhere 
else?

Classification 
Code

Introduction Introduction Best possible evidence - What constitutes 
evidence? Athlete feedback, expert meetings? 
Not necessarily formal university research. 



Classification 
Code

Intro 3rd para use simpler language - taxonomic? And 
the overall language makes this 
incomprehensible

Change taxonomic and simplify the para

Classification 
Code

Intro Comment unnecessary Delete comment

Classification 
Code

Intro How is "best possible evidence" defined?  In 
addition, if it has to be understandable by 
laypersons.  This is potentially subjective

Delete the sentence or include appropriate definitions

Classification 
Code

Introduction Other Introduction, first section: Find another 
description for "best possible evidence". 

Classification 
Code

Introduction Definition and 
Purpose

"taxonomic"  - simple language 

Classification 
Code

1 Scope and 
Application

Articles 1.4-1.9 of the Code clarifies the Code, 
the International Standards and Models of Best 
Practice. The Code does not clearly specify the 
relationships between the Code of Ethics & the 
Code. 

Need to include IPC Code of ethics into this 
section

Add in new section to Scope and Application:

IPC Code of Ethics
1.17 The IPC Code of Ethics shall be read in conjunction 
with the IPC Classification Code and International 
Standards.
1.18  IFs, NPCs, NFs, Competition Organisers, 
Classification Personnel, Athletes and Athlete support 
personnel, shall be subject to the provisions as laid down 
in the IPC Code of Ethics.



Classification 
Code

1 Scope and 
Application

Articles 1.4-1.9 of the Code clarifies the Code, 
the International Standards and Models of Best 
Practice. The Code does not clearly specify the 
relationships between the Code & IPC Policies. 

Need to include IPC Policies (especially Policy 
on Eligible Impairments in the Paralympic 
Movement) into this section as it is referred to in 
the Code and International Standards.

Add in new section to Scope and Application:

IPC Policies
1.14 The IPC Handbook details IPC policies including 
policies relating to classification.
1.15 The IPC Policy on Eligible Impairments in the 
Paralympic Movement details the eligible impairment 
types that apply to athletes in Paralympic sport. 
1.16 The IPC requires each IF to clearly define in the 
Classification rules for the sport, the eligible impairment 
types in their sport. 

Classification 
Code

1 Scope and 
Application

Articles 1.4-1.9 of the Code clarifies the Code, 
the International Standards and Models of Best 
Practice. The Code does not clearly specify the 
relationships between the Code & Position 
Statements. 

Need to includethe  IPC Position Statement on 
background and Scientific Rationale on 
Classification in Paralympic Sport into this 
section as it is should be read in conjunction with 
the Code and International Standards.

Add in new section to Scope and Application:

IPC Position Statements 
1.17 The IPC Position Statement on background and 
Scientific Rationale on Classification in Paralympic Sport 
is the standard reference for evidence-based 
classification.  This shall be read in conjunction with the 
Code and International Standards.
1.18  The IF shall implement sport-specific classification 
systems following the principles explained in this 
publication.

Classification 
Code

1.11 Do not agree that the same language should be 
used. ICF language needs to be updated. 
Impairment not disability.

delete 'language'.

Classification 
Code

1.1 Scope The term IOSD is no longer used. Delete references to IOSDs

Classification 
Code

1.1 Governance and 
Scope

Regional Councils and IOSDs are not members Remover Regional Councils and IOSDs



Classification 
Code

1.2 and 10.13 definition in the glossary of Paralympic Games is 
good, use this definition consistently throughout 
the document unless it is necessary to 
distinguish between winter and summer.

change references in 1.2 and 10.13 to Paralympic 
Games

Classification 
Code

1.2 Governance and 
Scope

Paralympic Games and Paralympic Winter 
Games

change to: Paralympic Games and Paralympic Winter 
Games

Classification 
Code

1.2 Definition and 
Purpose

No need to state that the IPC is an IF - this is 
convered in the appendix.                                                                         
Because the IPC is a governing body, how can it 
monitor equally and fairly the sports that they 
directly govern and those that they don’t?                                                                        
There is a perception that current classification 
research is focused on IPC Sports.                                                 

Remove 2nd sentence of 1.2

Classification 
Code

1.2 The fact that the IPC is an IF is covered in the 
appendix.  This does, however, point to the 
conflict of interest the IPC has in "supervising 
and coordinating the winter and summer 
Paralympic Games" while also being an IF and 
this still needs to be addressed as one cannot be 
"judge and jury"

Delete 2nd sentence of 1.2

Classification 
Code

1.3 Governance and 
Scope

Section title relates to classification committee. 
Delete language relating to IPC staff.

Delete language "The IPC Medical….or persons at 
his/her discretion."

Classification 
Code

1.3 Governance and 
Scope

No mention of the CEO or Governing Board To add CEO and GB involvement

Classification 
Code

1.3 It is not necessary to refer to the power to 
delegate - this is a normal operational practice 
where the GB allows delegation

Delete the last sentence - operational



Classification 
Code

1.3 Governance and 
Scope

Concern that IPC Medical and Scientific Director 
can delegate to who ever he wants to with no 
check of power.

Propose that IPC Medical and Scientific 
department/director include a list of who can be 
delegated responsibilities and possible approval form the 
IPC Classification Committee prior to start of duties.

Classification 
Code

1.3 Governance and 
Scope

Would like more definition of who comprises the 
IPC Classification Committee

Add a bullet point list of parties making up the IPC 
Classification Committee

Classification 
Code

1.3 Definition and 
Purpose

1.3 is operational and therefore not necessary Remove the last sentence in 1.3 

Classification 
Code

1.3 IPC only responsible for 'recommending'? Is it 
not more than that? Should the information 
about the delegation of responsibilities by the 
Director really be part of the Code. This should 
be elsewhere.

Remove last sentence

Classification 
Code

1.4 The Classification 
Code

"The Code details policies and procedures that 
should be common to all sports and sets 
principles to be applied by all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement." 

The "should" in this article makes the Code 
sound aspirational as opposed to a document 
that needs to be complied with.

Recommend rewrite:

"1.4 The Code details policies and procedures that are 
common to all sports and sets principles to be applied by 
all sports within the Paralympic Movement"

Classification 
Code

1.4 Definition and 
Purpose

Change last sentence  …permit flexibilityregarding the implementation of its 
principles.

Classification 
Code

1.4 Governance and 
Scope

Principals are the keys

Classification 
Code

1.4. Definition and 
Purpose

But is "specific enough"  it? I hear in different 
sports that ipc code is not specific enough for 
IF's, so rules are freely interpretable. How can 
we make this more strict?



Classification 
Code

1.4 Governance and 
Scope

general enough..to permit flexibility…' - We 
agree statement but the Code does not allow for 
this with mandatory provisions.  Sports are very 
diverse e.g. team v individual, very different 
competition structures etc. 

Classification 
Code

1.4 The Classification 
Code

Addition of other documents that the Code shold 
be read in conjunction with

Addition of:
" The Code should be read in conjunction with the 
associated documents IPC International standards, IPC 
Policy on Eligible Impairments in the Paralympic 
Movement, IPC Handbook, Models of Best Practice and 
Position Statement on background and Scientific 
Rationale on Classification"

Classification 
Code

1.4 The Classification 
Code

"The Code details policies and procedures that 
should be common to all sports and sets 
principles to be applied by all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement." 

The Code is a document that IF's need to comply 
with - the wording of "should" does not reflect 
the need for compliance.

Rewording:

"1.4 The Code details policies and procedures that are 
common to all sports and sets principles to be applied by 
all sports within the Paralympic Movement"

Classification 
Code

1.4 The Classification 
Code

"The Code details policies and procedures that 
should be common to all sports and sets 
principles to be applied by all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement." 

The word "should" affords too much latitude.

Recommended rewording

"1.4 The Code details policies and procedures that are 
common to all sports and sets principles to be applied by 
all sports within the Paralympic Movement"

Classification 
Code

1.5 Definition and 
Purpose

There are probably in a lot of sports areas and 
competition formats which do not fit in the IPC 
code regulations 

It is up to the sports to decide in which additional 
competitions the Code has to be applied; Define 'all 
competitions'



Classification 
Code

1.5 The Code applies to all sports is perhaps more in 
line with permitting flexibility as indicated in 1.4

Change "shall apply" to "applies"

Classification 
Code

1.5 The Code sets policies and procedures for all 
sports but the actual detail is the responsibility 
of the IF so competititions are our responsibility

Delete 2nd sentence of 1.5

Classification 
Code

1.5 and 1.6 Governance and 
Scope

This article highlights that the Code shall be 
implemented within all  IFs Classification Rules. 
The first question is around compliance and 
what will be the process to ensure  IFs are 
compliant and implementing the Code as per 
IPCs Expectactions. This statement will create 
some confusion within NPCs, NFs and IFs if it is 
not clarified and if the process is not 
communciated. 

Ensure that process around these articles is clear to IFs 
and NPCs. Clarify some of the wording around 
compliance and expectations towards IFs and 
implementation within Classification Rules.

Classification 
Code

1.5 Scope and 
Application - The 
Classification Code

This article suggests that the Code has authority 
over and above each IF's Classification Rules 
during Athlete Evaluation and relating to 
Protests and Appeals in particular. This 
suggestion is given additional weight by the fact 
this it comes so early in the Code and is likely to 
be picked up and misinterpreted by NPCs, NFs 
and their legal representatives in particular.

Recommend Additional Comment in the IS for Protests 
and Appeals:

"IFs, NPCs and NFs should submit Protests or Appeals in 
relation to an Athlete's Evaluation under the IF's 
Classification Rules, not the Code or an International 
Standard. An IF, NPC or NF should not use the IF's 
Protest or Appeals procedures to report a member 
organisation's non-compliance with the Code.

"Examples of non-compliance with the Code should be 
reported separately to the IPC." 



Classification 
Code

1.5 Should this refer to sport disciplines? Some 
sports have disciplines which are not part of the 
Paralympic Games.Also, needs to be clear that 
this applies to national representative teams and 
not to Club events, over which IPC does not have 
jurisdiction, as agreed in Berlin. The second 
sentence should be deleted. Once IPC have set 
the policies and procedures the IFs administer, 
so the second sentence is not required.

The word 'shall' is not necessary. It either applies or it 
does not

Classification 
Code

1.5 Governance and 
Scope

Principals are the keys

Classification 
Code

1.5 Governance and 
Scope

The Code will apply to all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement and in all competitions.  
How will IPC monitor this across the 34 sports 
the Movement recognises at present? For 
instance, these last months we all have lived the 
admitance to the Games Programme of a sport 
far to follow the actual Classification Code or 
even have a reliable classification system.

Compliance with the Classification code should be 
mandatory and considered to decide about the presence 
of a Sport in the Paralympic Program.

Classification 
Code

1.5 Governance and 
Scope

Define 'all competitions' - all competitions that 
contribute to an international ranking/ 
Paralympic qualification?                     

Remove 2nd sentence of 1.5

Classification 
Code

1.5 The Code applies to all sports is perhaps more in 
line with permitting flexibility as indicated in 1.4

Change "shall apply" to "may apply"



Classification 
Code

1.5 Scope and 
Application - The 
Classification Code

This article suggests that the Code has authority 
over and above each IF's Classification Rules 
during Athlete Evaluation and relating to 
Protests and Appeals in particular. This 
suggestion is given additional weight by the fact 
that it comes so early in the Code and is likely to 
be picked up and misinterpreted by NPCs, NFs 
and their legal representatives in particular.

Recommend Additional Comment in the IS for Protests 
and Appeals:

"IFs, NPCs and NFs should submit Protests or Appeals in 
relation to an Athlete's Evaluation under the IF's 
Classification Rules, not the Code or an International 
Standard. An IF, NPC or NF should not use the IF's 
Protest or Appeals procedures to report a member 
organisation's non-compliance with the Code.

"Examples of non-compliance with the Code should be 
reported separately to the IPC." 

Classification 
Code

1.6 As with the IPC, the NPCs also have a conflict of 
interest in that they are NFs for the IPC sports.  
Their status should be defined more clearly in 
this and other clauses as they believe from this 
that they have a status equal to an IF.  Therefore 
the second part of the clause should be deleted 
OR a new clause created specifying that NPCs, 
as members responsible for the IPC sports at a 
national level are required to comply with the 
code.  This could also be included in the 
definitions

Delete "and that NPCs within the Paralympic Movement 
are also in compliance with the Code" (not sure if there 
are NPCs outside the Movement) OR create a new 1.7 
"The IPC requires that as a condition of membership the 
NPCs comply with the Code"

Classification 
Code

1.6 The IPC requires that IF adopt the Code as a 
condition of membership and the rest is a 
natural consequence of that as the IF decides 
how best to do this

Delete "develop and implement Classification Rules in 
accordance with the Code"



Classification 
Code

1.6 It needs to be made clear NPCs and IF member 
Federations are required to comply with the 
Code, whether they are administering IPC Sports 
or Independent IF Sports. Some NPCs will be 
administering both

.Is it possible to have an NPC that does not deliver any of 
the Paralympic Movement's sports? If not then 'within the 
Paralympic Movement' needs to be deleted.

Classification 
Code

1.6 Governance and 
Scope

The IF must decide how best to adopt the Code Remove "develop and implement Classification Rules in 
accordance with the Code"

Classification 
Code

1.6. Definition and 
Purpose

It is stated that “The IPC requires that, as a 
condition of membership, IFs develop and 
implement  Classification Rules in accordance 
with the Code, and that NPCs within the 
Paralympic Movement are also in compliance 
with the Code” 
If this is not the case, do you think there should 
be an article where formal procedure is defined 
in order  to let IPC know about the situation. Is 
there any available mechanism that informs IPC 
regarding the situation?  
I couldn’t find such a guidance, did i miss or is it 
unnecessary?

     

include a mechanism that inform IPC about classification 
changes made by IFs that are not in line with the code.

Classification 
Code

1.7 Governance and 
Scope

Adherence to IS may not be feasible for all NPCs 
due to lack of resources but it is something to 
aim for - does it belong in Models of Best 
Practice?  Or perhaps cross reference to 
proposed plan and time frame for compliance as 
addressed in 9.3

Add in time frame here and plan how compliance is going 
to be achieved.

Classification 
Code

1.7 Governance and 
Scope

We agree that flexibility be permitted to 
accommodate each sports permutations. IS 
should provide guidelines on this flexibility.

Replace "requirements" with 'guidelines'



Classification 
Code

1.7  this code has a section, IS about national 
classification, but international is overruling 
national

Classification 
Code

1.7 National classification is directly linked to 
international classification and therefore there is 
no need for an IS on national classification

Delete bullet "national classification"

Classification 
Code

1.7 Governance and 
Scope

There is no need for an IS on National 
Classification as this is linked to International 
Classification

Remove "National Classification" bullet point

Classification 
Code

1.7 IS should provide guidelines in line with the 
flexibility outlined in 1.4

Delete "requirements" and replace with guidelines

Classification 
Code

1.7 national 
classification 

should not be part of the code but an IS or 
preferred best practice.

change to best practice

Classification 
Code

1.7 Requirements and guidelines? Why National 
Classification as a separate category? It is part of 
the World ParaVolley International Pathway.

Classification 
Code

1.8 Why is this necessary? Why not just add the word 
mandatory in the first sentence of 1.7? Will alll 
understand 'mandatory'? 'Compulsory' might be 
a better understood word.

See 1.7 " …provide the mandatory (compulsory) 
technical and operational requirements for 
Classification"

Classification 
Code

1.8 IS can only be guidelines for the IFs and 
independent sports

Delete 1.8

Classification 
Code

1.8 Governance and 
Scope

IS should be guidelines Remove 1.8

Classification 
Code

1.8 IS should be guidelines Delete 1.8



Classification 
Code

1.9 The second sentence as it is superfluous - the 
first sentence indicates that models of best 
practice are examples which implies that they 
are not mandatory and if IFs are sensible, we will 
implement them

Delete second sentence

Classification 
Code

1.9 Governance and 
Scope

It is understood that Models of Best Practices 
can have a different meaning in the Business 
Sector  vs. in the Health Sector. It would be 
important under this article to provide a clear 
definition for "Models of Best Practice" and what 
it means to the IPC

Ensure this article is expanded and clear on what Models 
of Best Practices means within this code and to IPC.

Classification 
Code

1.9 Definition and 
Purpose

"All parties are strongly encouraged to adopt…." 
what if the don’t?

Classification 
Code

1.9 Governance and 
Scope

The second sentence as it is not necessary Remove second sentence

Classification 
Code

1.9 replace mandatory with compulsory

Classification 
Code

1.10-1.13 Classification Rules 
and Regulations

We find it strange that IFs aren't mandated to 
publish their classification rules in the Code. It's 
mentioned in the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation (Article 1, General Principles) 
but that isn't the most appropriate place for it.

Recommend additional article:

"1.14 Each IF shall make their current Classification 
Rules and Regulations available via their website."

Classification 
Code

1.10 IFs should develop and maintain its rules Change "Each IF shall develop and maintain…."

Classification 
Code

1.10 Governance and 
Scope

In full agreement                                                                      



Classification 
Code

1.10-1.13 Classification Rules 
and Regulations

IBSA feels that it should be mandatory for 
members to publish their classification rules.

Recommended additional article:

"1.14 Each IF shall publish its Classification Rules on its 
website."

Classification 
Code

1.11 Governance and 
Scope

The language and structure of the ICF are not so 
comprehensible for 2nd or 3rd language English 
speakers

Change to "Classification rules and regulations should be 
written in terms which are clear, concise and consistent."

Classification 
Code

1.11 Governance and 
Scope

ICF used where required in the classification 
process

Add to end: where required definition of impairment for 
classification purposes

Classification 
Code

1.11 The language and structure of the ICF seem to 
be difficult to understand for 2nd or 3rd 
language English speakers

Change "Classification rules and regulations should be 
written in terms which are clear, concise and consistent."

Classification 
Code

1.11 Definition and 
Purpose

Remove the use of ICF terminology remove article

Classification 
Code

1.11 The language and structure of the ICF seem to 
be difficult to understand for 2nd or 3rd 
language English speakers

Change "Classification rules and regulations should be 
written in terms which are clear, concise and consistent 
for those affected by them."

Classification 
Code

1.12 Classification Rules ・Minum Degree of Impairment →　It isn't easy 
to understand Minum Degree of Impairment.

・It is easy to understand the Minum Impirment Crterion.

Classification 
Code

1.12 Classification Rules 
and Regulations

Inclusion of additional key classification 
elements into the bullet point list to cover all key 
elements that should be included in 
Classification Rules:

Addition of bullet points 
- Sport class profiles and methods of assessment
- Intentional Misrepresentation
- Ineligible Athletes
- Classification Personnel
- Classifier pathway, competencies, qualifications and 
responsibilities
- Data collection and privacy

Classification 
Code

1.12 Other There is often a lack of detail in the sections 
mentioned under the bullet points.

Provide enough detail in order to avoid different 
interpretations.



Classification 
Code

1.12 Governance and 
Scope

Add "Other sport specific issues" Add "Other sport specific issues"

Classification 
Code

1.12 Classification Rules Terminology inconsistent with classification rules Minimum degree of impairment, also referred to as 
Minimum Disability Criteria (MDC)

Classification 
Code

1.12 It would be good to have an additional bullet 
point "other"

Add "Other sport specific issues"

Classification 
Code

1.13 Classification rules are part of our technical rules 
for the sport and the second sentence is of an 
operational nature and should be deleted

Change "Classification rules are incorporated into the 
technical rules of the sport and are the responsibility of 
the IF."  Delete the next sentence

Classification 
Code

1.13 …….are required to accept

Classification 
Code

2 Definition and 
Purpose

Comments in Italics, although useful, tend to be  
distracting from the main content. They disrupt 
the flow of reading the document which is in 
place to set the priciples for its implementation 
across all sports.  As the Code is the first point of 
reference for all matters relating to classification 
by detailing policies and procedures, such 
comments clarifying/interpreting  a clause  could 
either be imbeded in the clause or put in an 
appendix. If the comments are intended to be an 
extra to permit some flexibility on how agreed 
principals are interpreted, then they should be in 
an appendix. 

Keep the Code specific with no article comments. The 
Article comments can go into the relevant IS.  The Code is 
the "Bible" and the IS elaborates/expands the Code and 
gives clarity to what is in the code. The IS  is the "user 
friendly" extended version of the Code principles.

Classification 
Code

2 Title: Paralympic Classification is liable to 
misinterpretation, with readers only thinking of 
the Games.

Change to 'Para Sport Classification' or 'Para Athlete 
Classification'. The latter emphsises the athletes as 
central, though it is strictly speaking their impairment 
which is being classified.



Classification 
Code

1.2 Can only cause confusion referring to IPC as an 
IF. It is in the Appendix. Do not see how IPC can 
be classed as an IF for a large number of sports 
and be the supervisor and organiser of the 
Games. 

Delete second sentence. Review situation of IPC also 
being termed an IF. Conflict of interest at Games time, at 
the very least. Surely the IPC Sports are IFs which come, 
until they become independent, under the direct 
supervision and coordination of IPC

Classification 
Code

2 The title again raises confusion - is this a code 
for the Paralympic Games or is it a code for Para 
sport?

Classification 
Code

2 The title again raises confusion - is this a code 
for the Paralympic Games or is it a code for Para 
sport?

Better define the heading

Classification 
Code

Comment 2.0 intergrate into articles or remove, will make more 
user friendly and accessible

Classification 
Code

2.1 comment Definition and 
Purpose

Athlete centred change Paralympic Classification to Athlete Classification

Classification 
Code

2.1-2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

Classification should be clearly defined in article 
2.1, not as a comment in italics. The definition 
would be better using the terms impairment and 
limitations to activity, this could be based on the 
example given (dictionary based) but applied to 
Paralympic Sport rather than have bullets, have 
subtitles, it will flow better.

"Paralympic Classification is defined as a procedure in 
which eligible impairments are grouped into classes on 
the basis they have similar  limitations to the sport 
activities." 

Classification:
2.1 & 2.2   Definition
2.3             Purpose
2.4 & 2.5   Principals
2.6             Evidence based

Classification 
Code

2.1 This has been covered in the introduction so 
superfluous

Delete 2.1 and the comment



Classification 
Code

2.1 Could be re-phrased to emphasis the Athlete as 
central. Suggest reviewing the whole document 
and investigating whether this could be applied 
appropriately elsewhere.

"The Classification of Para Athletes…"

Classification 
Code

2.1 Has this been repeated from the Introduction for 
emphasis. Is it required in both?

Classification 
Code

2.1 The Comment would be better placed in the 
Introduction

Add Comment to Introduction

Classification 
Code

2.2 Definition and 
Purpose

Objectivity is a great goal in this one, because i 
see my sport and others that political games are 
been played.

Classification 
Code

2.2 Other Typo in the comment - inconsistent use of 
capitals / small letters

This distinction is taxonomically consistent ……

Classification 
Code

2.2 The definition appears to be "one-dimensional" 
and does not cover complex impairments and 
complex sports. It is an idealistic pure way to 
look at classification, but reality is very different. 
As a result of the whole assessment, we still 
classify the athlete with his multidimensional 
background and sportspecific personality. The 
approach, which is focused on just the 
deduction of Health condition – impairment – 
activity limitation is a one dimensional approach, 
which can be done in a laboratory and which 
would be an ideal. It only works for health 
conditions like amputations, but not for more 
complex situations like e.g. polio, at least not for 
the future.

 It needs better wording and more explanation, written 
very technically



Classification 
Code

2.2 By insisting that classifiers look at the 
impairment rather than the athlete, how can 
they be sure that an athlete who has trained very 
hard won't be penalised because it is considered 
that they are performing better than their 
impairment should allow?                                                                      
Sir Phillip Craven referred to his preference for 
Athlete Classification (at the IPC gathering in 
Berlin). 

Delete "In Paralympic sport, the unit of classification is 
the impairment"

Classification 
Code

2.2 Definition and 
Purpose

"sentient human" - simple language 

Classification 
Code

2.2 This is slipping into 'jargon'. Delete first sentence. Replace 'The property common to' 
with 'The attributes common to….'. Replace  'unique, 
sentient human whose diversity..' with 'a unique human 
being with feelings whose individuality ….'

Classification 
Code

2.2 Definition and 
Purpose

Unit of classification is not impairment. If this 
would be true, we would only determine the 
impairment level and classify. The unit of 
classification is the impairment-performance 
relationship.

This should be corrected throughout the text. I will make 
some more comments on this later on.

Classification 
Code

2.2 definition and 
purpose

confusing Delete bullet points 

Classification 
Code

2.2 "the unit of classification is the impairment" 
almost dehumanises the process as it is the 
athlete who is the focus of the process because 
they happen to have a disability

Delete "In Paralympic sport, the unit of classification is 
the impairment"



Classification 
Code

2.2 Definition and 
Purpose

The concept of classifying the impairment  as 
described under this article and not classifying 
the athlete is not consistent throughout the 
document.  In the technical assessment, the 
ability for the athlete to perform technical 
aspects / skills specific to the sport will be the  
basis for classification and not the impairment.

Make sure there is consistency in the wording throughout 
to reflect this.

Classification 
Code

2.2 "the unit of classification is the impairment" 
almost dehumanises the process as it is the 
athlete who is the focus of the process because 
they happen to have a disability

Delete "In Paralympic sport, the unit of classification is 
the impairment" Note the conflict again of "disability" 
(ICF) and "impairment" (IPC)

Classification 
Code

2.2 comment Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

needs rewording, same as calling them disabled

Classification 
Code

2.2 and comment Definition and 
Purpose

Athlete centred Paralympic Sports through their Athlete Classification 
Systems classify athletes according to their function, 
skills execution and performance capabilities. Remove 
Comment

Classification 
Code

2.3 Sport Class Comment - does it need to be stated that each 
class comprises athletes who have impairment 
that causes a similar amount of difficulty 
…….but that by necessity their has to be a 
range……So many athletes and coaches 
dispute the classification system on this point!

Add in a sentence about a specifed range of similar 
impairments and/or activity limitations.

Classification 
Code

2.3 Definition and 
Purpose

Classification does not promote participation in 
sport as stated in this point.

Propose change in wording to say "purpose of 
classification is to promote Paralympic sport by providing 
a competitive structure which minimises the impact of 
eligible impairment types on the outcome of competition 
in the fairest way possible"



Classification 
Code

2.3 Definition The Code should never refer to "class", but only 
to "sport class"; e.g. in article 2.3, 2.5., 2.6

Classification 
Code

2.3 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Activity limitations they cause needs to be 
elaborated further to the performance or skills

Classification 
Code

2.3 Definition and 
Purpose

Eligibility and classification have a major 
common denominator, which is the significance 
of the impact of impairment on performance. 
The only difference is that the governing bodies 
have to make a choice on which types of 
impairment are eligible.

The concepts Eligibility and Classification have more in 
common than they are different. This should be 
addressed in the text.

Classification 
Code

2.3 The phrase at the end of paragraph one, 
'Classification systems shall', and the bullet 
points which follow, sound as if they were 'lifted' 
from elsewhere and should be rephrased Should 
this be what the IF Codes should contain?

Classification 
Code

2.3, 2.4, 2.5 Definition and 
Purpose

We support the idea that more than the 
impairment, it is the activity limitation caused by 
the impairment which is important.
This principle may have an impact on the 
structure of the sport class and we would like to 
insure that this will be an opportunity to 
introduce greater equality and not an occasion 
for IFs to stop supporting severe disability

Ensure that IFs don't stop supporting severe disability by 
including this obligation in each IF classification Rules

Classification 
Code

2.3 Remove "in Paralympic sport"



Classification 
Code

2.3 The purpose of classification, regardless of in 
Paralympic sport (IPC responsibility) or Para 
sport (IF responsibility) is as outlined

Delete "in Paralympic sport"

Classification 
Code

2.3 line 1: same problem as above with use of the 
term Paralympic sport being open to 
misinterpretation

Change Paralympic Sport to Para Sport

Classification 
Code

2.3 Would such general Comment(s) on principles 
not be better included in the introduction. There 
needs to be a review of the use and the most 
positioning of comments. 

Replace 'causes less difficulty in athletic performance' 
with 'because their impairment(s) are less limiting to their 
athletic performance' 

Classification 
Code

2.3. (Comment) Definition and 
Purpose

Athletics performance. Could be understandable 
for individual sports, specially to athletics.

use sport performance. It is moe generic to other IPC 
sports.

Classification 
Code

Comment 2.3 In principle, the comments do not add any value 
to the clauses either because they do not relate 
to the clause or repeat what has been written in 
other clauses or the intro so should be deleted.  
In general "difficulty" is perhaps better replaced 
by "activity limitation" throughout.  If the 
comments are managed better, the overall 
document will become more concise and clear 
and possible about 1/3rd shorter

Replace "difficulty" with "activity limitation"

Classification 
Code

2.3 comment Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

add difficulty in activity limitation where necessary

Classification 
Code

2.3. (Comment) Definition and 
Purpose

athletics performance. Could be understable for 
individual sports, specially to athletics.

use sport performance. It is more generic to other IPC 
sports.



Classification 
Code

2.3 (Comment) Delete comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

Comment 2.3 Many of the comments do not add any real value 
to the clauses sometimes because they do not 
relate to the clause or repeat what has been 
written in other clauses or the intro so should be 
deleted.  In general "difficulty" is perhaps better 
replaced by "activity limitation" throughout

Replace "difficulty" with "activity limitation"

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose of 
Paralympic 
Classification

Given the fundamental importance of the IPC 
Policy on Eligible Impairments, it would seem 
appropriate to annex this to this IPC 
Classification Code for convenience if nothing 
else.

Annex IPC Policy on Eligible Impairments to this IPC 
Classification Code

Classification 
Code

2.4 Classification Rules ……pathological health conditions could 
theoretically include mental health conditions; 
should it be specified that it is health conditions 
causing biomechanical, structural, neurological, 
visual or intellectual impairments.  This is 
enlarged on in the next paragragh on Eligible 
Impairments. This comment is in relation to the 
discussion on functional parareses / paralysis

As per comment

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose

first bullet point: does it always have to be a 
direct result

Delete direct; see Yves Vanlandewijck comment

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose

second bullet point: Impairment types will be in 
the IS or in the Code itself

Delete second sentence



Classification 
Code

2.4 4th bullet "severe enough" should be replaced 
with "the extent of the activity limitation" and 
later "for the minimum limit on the activity"

4th bullet "severe enough" should be replaced with "the 
extent of the activity limitation " and later "for the 
minimum limit on the activity"

Classification 
Code

2.4 Procedures for 
determining Eligible 
Impairment

3rd bullet point is refering to determining 
severity of impairment (Minimal impairment) 
and should be with 2.5 (minimal impairment).
Principals should be only 1) Determining Eligible 
Impairment (2.4) and 2) determining minimal 
impairment (2.5).

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition Third bullet point: IF chooses eligible 
impairments rather than athletes. Therefore 
change to:

IFs are not oblidged to offer sporting opportunities for all 
Eligible Impairments defined as such by the IPC, but…

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition Article is mixing the steps of determining an 
eligible impairment and determining if the 
athlete's eligible impairment is severe enough: 
The heading says that there are three features 
on determining an Eligible Impairment, and the 
third one does not belong to this step, but to the 
next (minimum disability criteria).
If the bullet points stay the same, the heading to 
this article should read "determining whether an 
Athlete is ELIGIBLE"

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose

Looking for a definition of pathological health 
condition 

Pathological within this context is important to highlight



Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose of 
Paralympic 
Classification

This article mentions the IPC Policy of Eligible 
Impairments. With regards to the Code and 
supporting documents there are:

One Classification Code
Three International Standards (currently being 
revised)
Three Models of Best Practice
One Policy - on Eligible Impairments in the 
Paralympic Movement
One Position Statement - on background and 
Scientific Rationale on Classification in 
Paralympic Sport
One set of Bylaws - for the Board of Appeal of 
Classification

Articles 1.4-1.9 of the Code make it clear in 
terms of compliance what the differences are 
between the Code (mandatory), the International 
Standards (mandatory) and Models of Best 
Practice (strongly encouraged). The Code does 
not clearly specify the relationships between the 
Code, IPC Policies, Position Statements Bylaws 
and the IPC Membership.

Recommend that both the Policy on Eligible Impairments 
in the Paralympic Movement and the Position Statement 
on background and Scientific Rationale on Classification 
in Paralympic Sport be revised into International 
Standards to help clarify how they relate to the Code and 
the Membership.

Recommend the Bylaws for the Board of Appeal of 
Classification becomes a Model of Best Practice for the 
same reason.

Classification 
Code

2.4 bullet two - The ten elements of used for 
determining eligibility should be included in this 
document. They are a key part of the process 
and readers should not have to search elsewhere 
for them.

Definitely include the elements used for determining 
Eligibility.



Classification 
Code

2.4 bullet three - 'severe enough' is not an 
appropriate phrase to use when  referring to the 
limitation of the impairment.

Repave 'Severe enough' with 'is of a level which limits 
activity in the specific sport'

Classification 
Code

2.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

pt 3 Impairment severity permissible in that: sport/ discipline/ 
event

Classification 
Code

2.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

80% of the athletes with II are ideopatic. So, 
there is no pathological Health Condition

The Classification Code has to be looked at from an II-
perspective too.

Classification 
Code

2.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Under bullet point 3, sentence 2, the word 
"sport" is used twice in a different context. For 
example, the first word would refer to wheelchair 
basketball, but the second word would refer to 
basketball. 

It should be made clear that athletes can compensate for 
impairment. A below the knee amputee has the same 
potential playing wheelchair basketball compared to an 
Able-Bodied (AB). His/her eligibility is determined by the 
fact that the athlete cannot play standing basketball.

Classification 
Code

2.4 Definition and 
Purpose

The IPC may wish to review the eligible 
Impairments from time to time

Wouldn't it be more suitable to stablish a period of time? 
If after the stablished period of time there have been no 
changes the IPC could even inform that after that date 
the Eligible Impairments had  not changed . 



Classification 
Code

2.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Athlete centred • Procedures for determining whether the type of 
Impairment is Eligible. The impairments that are eligible 
within the Paralympic Movement are defined in the IPC 
Policy on Eligible Impairments, available from the IPC 
Handbook. The IPC may wish to review the Eligible 
Impairments from time to time. IFs are not obliged to 
provide sporting opportunities to all Athletes with an 
eligible Impairment. IFshave the discretion to decide 
which Impairment types defined in the IPC Policy are 
eligible for their sport. Impairment types that are eligible 
for a sport shall be specified in the IF Athlete 
Classification Rules.   
• Procedures for determining whether the Impairment is 
sufficiently severe. An Athlete should only be eligible for a 
sport if his/her Impairment will cause an Activity 
Limitation in that sport. For this purpose, the 
AthleteClassification system of each IFwill identify its 
“Minimum Degree of Impairment” for its Athletes. They 
will also establish Objective criteria which specify the 
required minimum severity of an Impairment in order for 
an Athlete to be eligible to compete in their sport.

Classification 
Code

2.4 Other I suggest  in this point need to be added.: " a 
permanent pathological health condition".

Classification 
Code

2.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

No need to have a pathalogical health condition to remove 1st bullet point, pathalogical health condition



Classification 
Code

2.5 Definition and 
Purpose

Would like to see emphasis in the wording on 
technical aspects/ sport specifics aspects of 
classification within this article 

"To minimize the effect of Impairment on the outcome of 
Competition wihtin a specific sport, Athletes should be 
placed into these Sport Classes according to the extent of 
Activity Limitation caused by their Impairments"

Classification 
Code

2.5 Sport Class add "sport-specific" before "Activity Limitation".

Classification 
Code

2.5 bullet 2 should read ' ….a  large degree…'

Classification 
Code

2.6 Add in section on adapted equipment Add “where there is evidence of an athlete’s time of 
onset of impairment impacting their activity limitation, 
that shall be considered a part of the impairment and not 
a personal or environmental factor.”

Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

To what point should training, personal and 
external factors be considered to mesuare the 
Activity Limitations? Measuring adaptive 
equipment is easy and objective but the other 
factors are not so easily mesaured and classifiers 
may not be so objective or fair when considering 
the impact. It's something that will vary a lot 
depending on the athlete being classified.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Other Comments - typo …….requires research that develops objective, reliable 
measures ……..



Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

The idea that the classification system should be 
based on scientific evidences and objective 
measures may be shared by many people within 
the Paralympic Movement. 
However, we see as a crucial point the fact that 
the methods which use to assess impairments 
take some principles into account.

We identified 3 principles :                                                                               
1/ Data used must be reliable enough to be able to 
serve as a reference; the athlete’s sample selected 
must be representative in quantity and quality                                    
(i.e. representative of world population)                                                                                               
2/ Being based on scientific evidence should not 
become a straitjacket.                                                                                                  
3/ The assessment methodology and the necessary 
needs for its implementation should be accessible to all 
and easy to realise. We are very careful to ensure that 
a sport class is not dropped because of the 
methodology.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

Evidence Based Classification remove comment to 2.6

Classification 
Code

2.6 Evidence based everyone agrees evidence based classification is 
the way go but we all acknowledge that this will 
take several years

Evidence based research is encouraged and assistance 
given by IPC 

Classification 
Code

2.6 The second clause is long and if, as it indicates 
in the first sentence and we agree with this, 
classification is sport specific, then it is our 
responsibility to manage the process

Delete the second sentence, shorten and include in the 
definitions if necessary using activity limitation rather 
than difficulty

Classification 
Code

2.6 Classification Rules We do not assess impairments and assign class. We assess the impairment performance relationship and 
assign class. This is the same comment I made under 
article 2.2.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Classification Rules Not only objective and reliable measures; also 
validity is a crucial issue.

Add validity to the sentence. 

Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

Why do we introduce a new term?



Classification 
Code

2.6 Other * We assume quantitative and qualitative 
research are both acceptable?                                                                        
* The research undertaken so far has not 
provided sufficient detail or proof that evidence-
based classification is the best and only way of 
assessing an athlete.                                                                                    
* The research needs to be sport specific as no 
overriding research will be right for all sports. In 
the case of tennis, an athlete's ability to play the 
game has an enormous bearing on their ability in 
wheelchair tennis (i.e. played to a good level 
before accident)                                                                                           

* The IPC should provide grants to sports in order to do 
more research                                                              * Where 
evidence based research is required it should be 
undertaken by experts in the relevant sport, in our case 
tennis.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Other Typos - inconsistencies Classification should be Sport-Specific and Evidence -
Based.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Governance and 
Scope

All scientific evidence for classification systems 
that are implemented should be published and 
accessible to all in English at a minimum.

Add to this statement that all sceientific evidence should 
be published.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

Provide some direction around how the use of 
equipment and the innovation with equipment 
could potentially positively or negatively affect 
an impairement.  This should also be addressed 
within the sport specific classification rules and 
be acknowldged that it can affect classification

Recommendations to add an article within the Code to 
cover this aspect. "The  IPC recognizes that in some 
sports the   innovation of equipment can affect the 
performance of athletes postively or negatively. Therefore 
this has to be taken into consideration within the 
evolution of that sports and the sports technical rules and 
classifcation rules."



Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose

Evidence Based Classification Athlete Classification shall be sport-specific and based 
on sport evidence. Sport- based Athlete Classification 
systems will assess the functional Capabilities of an 
athlete against the execution of clearly defined skills in a 
specific sport. This sport-based evidence will result in 
sport classes comprising of athletes with similar but not 
necessarily identical functional Capability.

Classification 
Code

2.6 Other Classification shall be sports specific . We agree 
it should be sports specific and part of the sports 
rules, and therefore Classification rules should 
be goverened by the IF, not the by the IPC

Classification 
Code

2.6 comment Definition and 
Purpose

Constructs is a complex term find synonym for constructs

Classification 
Code

Comment 2.6. Definition and 
Purpose

Does this mean that when someone do gets 
better on court due to training that that person 
should not be punished for? That is the case 
now. A person with a progressive disease who 
trains really hard for the sports, gets better in the 
sports, not outside, there he is geting worse, gets 
set back in a higher class. Is that unfair? Should 
athletes not be training?



Classification 
Code

2.6 Definition and 
Purpose of 
Paralympic 
Classification

Comment to art. 2.7 The code does not allow for 
training, personal, or environmental factors to be 
considered in classification (comment to art 2.6), 
however the time of onset of vision impairment or 
blindness (whether congenital or acquired, gradual 
or sudden acquisition, or whether acquired before or 
after basic sport skills are developed) is believed by 
many to impact the functional limitation an athlete 
has in a specific sport due to their impairment.  The 
code shall enable the research to consider this 
question, and consider it in determining 
classification categories.  Time of onset of an 
impairment shall be considered in awarding sport 
class if the activity limitation is impacted.

Recommended new section: “2.7 Where evidence from 
research shows that there is a difference in functional 
limitation resulting from the time of onset of the impairment, 
though the impairment may be the same, this shall be 
considered in determining sport class.

Classification 
Code

3 Classification 
Personnel

classifiers work as  volunteer staff, should it be 
inclouded in the code????

Classification 
Code

3 Classification 
Personnel

Within IFs and its member federations ,there is a 
lack of clarity around on how many classifiers 
are active and from which country they are from. 
The transparency around classifiers and 
classification is very important to athletes and 
will  improve the credibility of the Code and  the 
Paralympic Movement.  

Recommend addition:

IFs must publish on their website the names and 
nationalities of the classifiers appointed to a Competition 
or Remote Athlete Evaluation opportunity no later than 2 
weeks prior to that Competition or Remote Athlete 
Evaluation opportunity.

On certification of a Classifier an IF must publish on their 
website the name, nationality, photograph and brief 
biography of the Classifier that has achieved the 
certification. 



Classification 
Code

3 Classification 
Personnel

Each classifier, when is working in behalf of IPC, 
should inform about procedures of 
classifications (evaluation, protest, appeals, ..)   
at a representative member of NPC whenever it 
is required.

Classification 
Code

3 Classification 
Personnel - 
Classifiers

Additional article to support the transparency of 
certified classifiers within the sport

Addition of article 
"Each IF shall publish a list of certified classifiers and 
trainee classifiers, which at a minimum must include
-  Classifiers certification level
-  Classifiers nationality"

Classification 
Code

3 Classification 
Personnel

For a number of IFs it is not clear how many 
active classifiers they have and from which 
country they are from. This "secretive" nature of 
classifier certification and deployment goes 
against the aim of the Code to bring confidence 
to the Paralympic Movement.  

Recommend additional articles:

IFs must publish on their website the names and 
nationalities of the classifiers appointed to a Competition 
or Remote Athlete Evaluation opportunity no later than 2 
weeks prior to that Competition or Remote Athlete 
Evaluation opportunity.

On certification of a Classifier an IF must publish on their 
website the name, nationality, photograph and brief 
biography of the Classifier that has achieved the 
certification. 

Classification 
Code

3.1 Totally un-necessary and covered in 3.2. Delete 3.1

Classification 
Code

3.1 Needs to say more than just personnel are 
required, otherwise this is meaningless.

Add 'Competent IF certified, approved and authorised ' 
at the start of the sentence

Classification 
Code

3.1 This is very obvious and is covered by 3.2 Delete 3.1



Classification 
Code

3.1.4 Panel FT to remain at 3 classifiers internationally for 
major comps / possible develop guidelines for 
National comps where difficult to get full panel

Classification 
Code

3.1.7 This is the IF's responsibility and will come under 
the IF regulations but it does have the advantage 
of backing up the work of the IF

Delete the Comment

Classification 
Code

3.2 Classification 
Personnel

What makes a classifier should be defined by the 
IF, not the IPC

Remove 3.2

Classification 
Code

3.2 Classification 
Personnel

At present Classification Panels are appointed 
by the IF. Who will appoint the classifiers in case 
of remote or virtual classification?  

Classification 
Code

3.2.1 Head of classification should be a certified 
classifier

like you have earlier for classification specify that 
Classifier refers to a certified International classifier that 
is recognised by the IF

Classification 
Code

3.2.2 Chief Classifier like you have earlier for classification specify that Chief 
Classifier refers to a certified International classifier that 
is recognised by the IF

Classification 
Code

3.3 Definition and 
Purpose

Each classifier should classifying by the same 
rules. It should not matter which classifier is 
classifying you. 
This is now to vague described. That should be a 
very strict criteria, not only by training, but is 
what an athlete might expect at least!

Classification 
Code

3.3, 3.4 or 3.6 Classification 
Personnel

Missing information on national classifiers Add a comment to one of the articles (3.3, 3.4. or 3.6) 
with referral to the IS on National Classification for 
information on National Classifiers. 



Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
personnel

Technical classifier – athlete + qualifications Clarify / indicate minimal qualification expected

Classification 
Code

3.4. Definition and 
Purpose

Add objectivity

Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
Personnel

Need a reference to a knowledge of functional 
requirements of the sport

Include ability to use anatomical and biomechanical 
knowledge to inform understanding of the functional 
requirements of the sport

Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
Personnel

It is the Ifs remit to devise the recruitment and 
training processes for classifiers 

Change to read:  "The IF shall define the competencies 
required for classification" and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
Personnel

The comment does not correspond to the first 
point of the article. If you read the comment it 
seems that coaches cannot be classifiers? 

The point and the comment should correspond.

Classification 
Code

3.4 It is the responsibility of the IFs to determine the 
qualifications required of their classifiers and 
who they will allow to classify. The comment 
opens the door to groups and individuals the IF 
would not consider eligible to conduct medical 
examinations as part of the classification  
process.It is the impairment that is being 
assessed. It does not entail just knowledge of the 
sport.

 Stop after 'must have competencies as specified by the 
IF. Delete bullet points and Comments. New comment 
could include bullet point one, up to the word knowledge, 
and bullet point two.If really required: 

Classification 
Code

3.5 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

Reorder the classifier competencies



Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
Personnel

Bullet point 1 is not ok. You cannot learn 
anatomy and biomechanics (I only use the 
examples of the text) through being an athlete or 
a coach. It is all about competencies. And I 
agree that athletes who are willing to do the 
effort can acquire these competencies. 

Don't talk about who can or cannot be classifier. Talk 
about the competencies needed. Make it clear from the 
beginning that those competencies can be so diverse, 
that a panel is needed consisting of 2 people covering a 
different set of competencies.

Classification 
Code

3.4 Classification 
Personnel

Addition of demonstrated practical experience 
with people with impairments - for example in 
AUS it is clear that potential classifiers require 5 
years experience in their field

Additional bullet point
"- Relevant experience working with people with physical, 
vision or intellectual impairments"

Classification 
Code

3.4. Classification 
Personnel

Idem than previous comment Idem than previous comment

Classification 
Code

3.4 The process to who and how to recruit and train 
a classifier should be the IF's responsibility

In sailing classifiers are race officials of ISAF. This implies 
certain rulings, too. Regulations must be open to this 
issue.

Classification 
Code

3.4 The process to who and how to recruit and train 
a classifier is the IF's responsibility

Change to read:  "The IF shall define the competencies 
required for classification", delete the rest of the point 
and the comment

Classification 
Code

3.4 comment Is this an exclussive list or open? Should be non-
exhaustive

include medical professionals

Classification 
Code

Comment 3.4 Definition and 
Purpose

[Comment to art. 3.4: Classifiers can be former 
Athletes, sports scientists, physical educators 
and individuals in health sciences, all of whom 
must have demonstrated extensive knowledge of 
the sport in which they classify.]

[Comment to art. 3.4: Classifiers can be former Athletes, 
sports scientists, physical educators and/or individuals in 
health sciences, all of whom must have demonstrated 
extensive knowledge of the sport in which they classify.]



Classification 
Code

3.4 Comment Classification 
Personnel

This is athlete and sport biased Address the need of extensive knowledge about the sport-
specific impairment-performance relationship. With 
these 5 words you encompasse it completely.

Classification 
Code

3.4 comment Classification 
Personnel

wording change …in which they are classifiers 

Classification 
Code

3.4 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

Delete comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

3.5 Delete the bullet points as IFs may have different 
requirements

Delete the bullet points and change the sentence to 
"Each IF should describe the competencies required for 
accreditation as a classifier."

Classification 
Code

3.5 Classification 
Personnel

Add: the sport-specific knowledge about the impairment - 
performance relationship 

Classification 
Code

3.5 bullet point two: should include the IF Code. add 'the respective IF Code and Classification Rules and 
Procedures….'.

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

Re-certification There must be some kind of renewal for Classifiers, every 
8 years for example, or every time The Code changes

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classifier training 
and certification 

There needs to be recognition that an IF must 
have a structure that supports this ease of 
access to educators or education materials to 
support classifier training at a national level 

Addition to this article:
3.6.1  "IFs shall support a pathway structure, whereby 
they support NPCs and NFs in the education of classifiers 
to operate at a National level. This includes sharing 
educational materials, recognised educators or other 
resources" 



Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

Recommend re-instatement within the Code of 
the Classifier Training & Certification Document. 
We also recommend that provision for an appeal 
process and Dispute Resolution process is 
instated for classifiers training and certification.

Recommendation to include in the 2017 Version of the 
Code The International Standard on Classifier Training 
and Certification.  We also recommend that this revised 
Standard should support IFs Plans to develop, implement 
and maintain classifier training, recruitment and 
succession planning. A clear classification pathway 
needs to be demonstrated and the various levels of 
certifications need to be highlighted within it ( National, 
Interational etc...). 

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

An Appeals Process  as well as a Dispute 
Resolution Process pertaining to the classifier 
should be included within the Classifier Training 
and Certification Document .  This is to ensure 
that the process of classifier training and 
certification is transparent and to ensure that 
there is a process in place for all classifiers to 
follow should they have grounds to dispute a 
decision that was made by the IF. 

Subsection 3.7 should be included as one of the provision 
in a subsection of 3.6

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

Minimum timeframes should be given.



Classification 
Code

3.9 Head of Classification: 
- So what if the head of classification should be 
changed every 8 years to make sure the sport is 
developing. Now people are in a position for 
many years, which is good maybe for knowledge 
but bad for development.
- And is open for development and change when 
that is necessary for the sports
Add: Extensive knowledge of the sport approved 
by the IF and STC.
Add: objective and free of political biasses

Classification 
Code

3.6 Other Comment - typo cap used…….inability to maintain competency. 

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

 The IF should decide this New wording "Each IF should offer training and pathways 
to obtain and maintain accreditation as a classifier"

Classification 
Code

3.6 Again this should be left to the IF to decide Change to "Each IF should offer training and pathways to 
obtain and maintain accreditation as a classifier."  Delete 
the comment

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel -  
Classifiers

Addition to rule that IF shall publish a list of 
classifiers who are trained and certified by IF 
and the level of certification (eg national trainee, 
national classifier, international trainee, 
international classifier). 

"Each IF shall publish a list of the classifiers in their sport 
and the level to which they are certified or training at"



Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

The 2003 Code carried an International 
Standard on Classifier Training and Certification 
which has been removed from the version of the 
Code. 
In our opinion there was little to amend in the 
previous Standard and that it should be 
reinstated.

Reinstate the previous International Standard on 
Classifier Training and Certification. 

Also recommend that this revised Standard should 
support IFs to develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier recruitment, training and certification pathway. 

Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

The 2003 Code carried an International 
Standard on Classifier Training and Certification 
which has been removed from the version of the 
Code. We understand that this was partly due to 
the fact that it received the fewest comments 
out of all the Standards as part of the 2013 
consultation process. 

We consider the lack of comments on this 
Standard would be to be due to the fact that in 
our opinion there was little to amend in that 
Standard, combined with the fact that it is the 
last Standard the reader came to when it was 
bound with the Code and the other Standards.

Strongly recommend reinstating the International 
Standard on Classifier Training and Certification to 
support the 2017 edition of the Code. 

Also strongly  recommend that this revised Standard 
should support IFs to develop, implement and maintain a 
clear classifier training and recruitment pathway. A 
classifier training and recruitment pathway should clearly 
show how to move from a national classifier to an 
international classifier and recognise a national classifier 
as the first step on the pathway to becoming an 
international classifier.



Classification 
Code

3.6 Classification 
Personnel

The 2003 Code carried an International 
Standard on Classifier Training and Certification 
which has been removed. 

IBSA recommends reinstating the International Standard 
on Classifier Training and Certification to support the 
2017 edition of the Code. 
IBSA also recommends that the revised Standard should 
support IFs to define, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training and recruitment pathway. A classifier 
training and recruitment pathway should demonstrate 
the method by which national classifiers may progress to 
becoming international classifiers.

Classification 
Code

comment 3.6 Should be able to remove a classifier if they 
evidence shows the classifier fails to follow the 
Code in a defined nunmber of instances.

Add an article stating the circumstances under which a 
classifer can be removed

Classification 
Code

Comment to 3.6 Classification 
Personnel

wording clarity change the word and to or. "…inactivity or inability to 
maintain competency."

Classification 
Code

comment to 3.6 Classification 
Personnel

in some cases, the IF's rules demand that an 
individual must be supported by the National 
Body (NPC/NF)

To add "…or absence of endorsement or support of the 
classifier by the National Body".

Classification 
Code

3.6 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

Delete comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

3.7 How the IF trains its classifiers and names their 
categories is the responsibility of the IF. Some 
may use different terminology, e.g. Candidate 

Classification 
Code

3.8 Classifier training define the timeframes for which a trainee classifier 
retains their status as a full classifier 



Classification 
Code

3.8 Classification 
Personnel - Trainee 
Classifiers

Trainee Classifier can participate under the 
supervision of a Panel to develop competencies 
and proficiencies but no mention of their 
involvement in class allocation

Addition  of sentence "Trainee Classifiers are unable to 
allocate an international sport class"

Classification 
Code

3.8 Classification 
Personnel

First time that the classification panel is 
mentioned. 

As already mentioned under 3.4, the fact that 
classification is done by a panel with complementary 
competencies should be introduced from the beginning.

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

Head of Classification appoints Classifiers for 
competitions, see this as relevant for major 
championships but if classifiers are listed on the 
IF website as accredited officials then organsing 
committees should be able to engage classifiers 
for lesser competitions in confidence they are 
competent. They should know they can 
approach the HoC if needed though.

Head of Classification to appoint Classifiers for major 
championships

Classification 
Code

3.9 Other Typos - language in last 4 bullet points e.g. Keeps current and stays updated………

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

To revise bullet points 3 and 4. Point 4 could 
pose data protection issues.  

Amend point 3 to "regularly reviews the IF classification 
rules."  Amend point 4 to  "exchanges classification 
information and knowledge with classifiers."

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

In some cases Heads of Classification are simply 
volunteers and as such, can not be held liable to 
the IF for actions or specific scenarios. (inline 
with comment to section 3.10)

Change wording to: "The Head of Classification is a 
person or a group identified by the IF to be responsible or 
share responsibilities for the direction…"



Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

Head of Classification should be an individual, 
not a group.  The Head of Classification could 
have a working group to support him or her but 
there should only be 1 Head of Classification.  
This will streamline accountability for this role. 

3.9 The Head of Classification is an individual identified 
by the IF to be responsible for the direction, 
administration, co-ordination and implementation of 
Classification matters for the IF.

Classification 
Code

3.9 Head of 
Classification

We feel that the Head of Classification should be 
an individual who is responsible for the direction, 
administration, co-ordination and 
implementation of Classification matters for the 
IF. 

The Head of Classification may be supported by 
a Working Group and they may delegate certain 
responsibilities to others in that Working Group 
or elsewhere in the IF as Article 3.10 allows. 
However, the principle should start with there 
being one person responsible for leading 
classification matters for the IF. 

IFs should be encouraged to make the Head of 
Classification a paid position - perhaps with 
other duties - and to budget for that accordingly.

Recommend re-write:

"3.9 The Head of Classification is a person or a group 
identified by the IF to be responsible for the direction, 
administration, co-ordination and implementation of 
Classification matters for the IF."

Recommend Comment to Article 3.9: "The Head of 
Classification has significant responsibility within the IF 
and as such IFs should consider remuneration for this 
position."

Classification 
Code

3.9 bullet one: Should also refer to the IF Code and 
Procedures, not just Rules

add, and the OF Code, Rules and Procedures



Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

Bullet point 2: Staying updated about research 
in classification implies that the Head of 
Classification is minimum a Scientific Master?

It was just a question. Not sure what the implications are 
if your answer to that question is Yes.

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

Head of Classification does not mean they are a 
classifier at an event but administratively in 
charge of classification. Moreover a HoC cannot 
be a group, but one person. 

Remove "or a group"

Classification 
Code

3.9 3rd and 4th bullets should be edited - bullet 4 so 
that the protection of personal information is 
ensured

Change to read "regularly reviews the IF classification 
rules."  4th bullet to change "exchanges classification 
information and knowledge with classifiers."

Classification 
Code

3.9 A head of classification cannot be a group.  In 
the normal way, the HoC can delegate specific 
tasks.  It is often difficult to hold a group to 
account but an individual can be held to account

Delete " or a group"

Classification 
Code

3.9
3.11

Classification 
Personnel

Head of Classification needs to be a certified 
classifier to understand all aspects of 
classification. 

Head of Classification must be a certified classifier.

Classification 
Code

3.9 HoC should be a person and a classifier delete words or a group

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

wording change …Evaluation for the IF. The official or group should:…Pt. 
2, • Keep current and remain updated with respect to 
the: development and clarification of Athlete 
Classification Rules, research in Athlete Classification, 
and Classifier Training and Certification curriculum.



Classification 
Code

3.9 A head of classification cannot be a group.    It is  
difficult to hold a group to account but an 
individual can and must be accountable to the 
organisation's governing body.

Delete " or a group"

Classification 
Code

3.9 A 'Head' of Classification by definition cannot be 
a group. Ultimately there is one Head, with the 
responsibility. How Classification is managed 
below that Head is for the IF to decide.

Delete 'or a group'

Classification 
Code

3.9 bullet 4:This is a data protection issue and varies 
country to country. Medical records should 
remain within the Classification area and not be 
available to all IF staff. Classification information 
is far too general a term. Needs to be defined.

Delete 'the IF and the IPC'.

Classification 
Code

3.9 Classification 
Personnel

HoC is a group? Remove group

Classification 
Code

3.9 Head of 
Classification

IBSA recommends that the Head of 
Classification should be an individual providing 
leadership to the IF's classification department, 
and who is responsible for the direction, 
administration, co-ordination and 
implementation of Classification policies and 
procedures on behalf of the IF. 

Recommend rewording:

"3.9 The Head of Classification is a person or a group 
selected by the IF to be responsible for the direction, 
administration, co-ordination and implementation of 
Classification matters for the IF."

Classification 
Code

3.9/ 3.10 
Comment

Classification 
Personnel

wording change ...that go with the function are addressed.

Classification 
Code

3.10 Define what tasks can be delegated to Classifiers 
and management. Only delegating when HoC 
position in vacant is far to restrictive. 



Classification 
Code

3.10 This is not necessary as it is standard practice Delete 3.10 and the comment

Classification 
Code

3.10 The duties of the Head of Classification are 
decided by the IF. How duties and 
responsibilities are distributed within the IF is 
the responsibility of the IF.  

Delete 3.10 and the comment

Classification 
Code

3.10 Classification 
Personnel

3.10 is standard practice, therefore not needed Remove 3.10

Classification 
Code

3.10 This is not necessary as it is normal practice Delete 3.10 and the comment

Classification 
Code

3.10 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

3.11 Head of 
Classification

This is a strangely worded article and seems 
somewhat contradictory. It would be difficult to 
be able to perform the tasks of Head Classifier 
without being a classifier or having extensive 
experience in classification within the sport.

Also, the Glossary defines the Head of 
Classification as "A Classifier responsible for all 
direction, administration, co-ordination and 
implementation of Classification matters for the 
IF."

Recommend re-write:

"3.11 The Head of Classification must be able to perform 
the tasks described in 3.9; however, the Head of 
Classification is not necessarily certified as a Classifier 
but should be an individual with extensive classification 
experience within the sport ."

Also recommend the removal of Head of Classification 
from the Glossary. The definition at Article 3.9 is 
sufficient.

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

wording change ...Classification is not necessarily ADD [required to be] 
certified …

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

Why do we need to mention this to be removed



Classification 
Code

3.11 The HoC should be a classifier but some IFs may 
wish to operate differently

Change to read "described 3.9 and should be accredited 
as a classifier" to provide flexibility as indicated in 1.4

Classification 
Code

3.11 Would always expect the Chief Classifier to be a 
Classifier. If not, an IF cannot appoint their Chief 
Classifier to the Paralympics!

Delete 'however, the Head…….

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

Just a remark: it is strange that the Head of 
Classification would not be certified as a 
classifier? Why is this explicitly mentioned here?

Again, just a question.

Classification 
Code

3.11/ 3.12 This will ensure informed decisions are made Should be modified to require HoC and CC to seek expert 
advice from other classifiers.

Classification 
Code

 3.11 Classification 
Personnel

… the Head of classification is not necessarily 
certified as a classifier… In glossary the 
definition is different. Overall the definitions 
between the glossry and the text needs to be 
checked, there are other discrepancies too.

Check the definitions between the glossary and the text

Classification 
Code

3.11 HoC Hoc MUST be a classifier who is trained under 
the IF rules, knows the IPC codes etc, 
understands the procedures and is able to 
review nd amend the rules and processes.  Some 
sort may opt to have a staff person who works 
with the HoC who has certain Admin functions.

Delete from : however to end of sentence and beginning 
of next sentence to The head of classification may be 
appointed..

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

The Head of Classification is not necessarily 
certified as a classifier

The Head of Classification must be a certified classifier



Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel - Head of 
Classification

This provision states that the Head of 
Classification does not necessarily have to be 
certified as a Classifier.  This conflicts with the 
definition of Head of Classification in the 
Glossary, which states that the Head of 
Classification is "a Classifier responsible for..." If 
it is right that the Head of Classification may not 
be a Classifier, then consequential amendments 
will be required elsewhere in the document. We 
have sought to note these below.
The Head of Classification ought to be a certified 
Classifier in order to maintain the integrity of and 
faith in the system.

Reconcile Article 3.11 and definition of Head of 
Classification

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

"Head of Classification is not necessarily 
certified as a Classifier":  I am not sure that this 
is the wisest toute to follow unless it is specified 
that a classification advisory committee is 
appointed 

Head of Classification should be a certified and 
experienced International Classifier

Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

This should be left to the IF to decide In our opinion the HoC has to be a certified classifier

Classification 
Code

3.11 Head of 
Classification

The head of classification needs to be certified 
as a classifier as it think only someone who 
works as a classifier can fully understand the 
issues we face with classification and the 
implications changes of rules have for classifiers. 

The head of classification must be certified as a current 
classifier. 



Classification 
Code

 3.11 Classification 
Personnel

… the Head of classification is not necessarily 
certified as a classifier… Head of Classification 
needs to be a certified classifier in order to fulfill 
the duties mentioned in the bullet points

Remove "not necessarily", replace with "needs to be a 
certified classifier"

Classification 
Code

3.11 Head of 
Classification

Without being a classifier in the sport, or having 
extensive knowledge about classification in the 
sport, it would be difficult to be able to perform 
the tasks of Head Classifier

The Glossary defines the Head of Classification 
as "A Classifier responsible for all direction, 
administration, co-ordination and 
implementation of Classification matters for the 
IF."

Rewording:
"3.11 The Head of Classification must be able to perform, 
or provide oversight to, the tasks described in 3.9; and 
should be certified as a Classifier" 

Classification 
Code

3.11 Head of 
Classification

This is a strangely worded article and seems 
somewhat contradictory. It would be difficult to 
be able to perform the tasks of Head Classifier 
without being a classifier or having extensive 
experience in classification within the sport.

Also, the Glossary defines the Head of 
Classification as "A Classifier responsible for all 
direction, administration, co-ordination and 
implementation of Classification matters for the 
IF."

Recommend re-write:

"3.11 The Head of Classification must be able to perform 
the tasks described in 3.9; however, the Head of 
Classification is not necessarily certified as a Classifier 
but should be an individual with extensive experience 
within the sport ."

Also recommend the removal of Head of Classification 
from the Glossary. The definition at Article 3.9 is 
sufficient.



Classification 
Code

3.11 Classification 
Personnel

3.11 The Head of Classification must be able to 
perform the tasks described in 3.9; however,the 
Head of Classification is not necessarily certified 
as a Classifier. If certified as a Classifier, the 
Head of Classification may be appointed as a 
Classifier and/or Chief Classifier.

Head of Classifiation must certified as a International 
Classifier.

Classification 
Code

3.11 Head of 
Classification

Wording is contradictory. Recommended rewording:

"3.11 The Head of Classification must be able to perform 
the tasks described in 3.9; however, the Head of 
Classification is not necessarily certified as a Classifier 
but should be an individual with extensive classification 
experience within the sport ."

Classification 
Code

3.12 Classification 
Personnel

The Chief Classifier must be aware of the three 
techniques (PI, VI and II) of classification and 
not just the PI Classification.

Classification 
Code

3.12 Classification 
Personnel

Remote classification opportunities concept is 
introduced in this version of the Code

Change wording to: "The Chief Classifier is a Classifier 
appointed by an IF to direct, administer, co-ordinate and 
implement Classification operations for a specific 
Competition or remote Classification opportunity 
according to the IF Classification Rules".

Classification 
Code

3.12 Delegation would be expected. Do not see that 
this is needed in the Code. Nor the comment.

Delete last sentence and the comment



Classification 
Code

3.12 Define what tasks can be delegated to Classifiers 
and management. Only delegating when CC 
position in vacant is far to restrictive. 

Classification 
Code

3.12 Add: Knowledge of the sport approved by the IF 
and STC.

Classification 
Code

3.12 CC delete itlalics

Classification 
Code

3.12 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

Delete comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

Comment 3.12 Delete as it is very operational and obvious Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

3.13 Classification panel No provision to ensure that each of the 
classifiers on the panel offers different 
qualifications or expertise to use in the 
classification process. the Code should impose 
this requirement to ensure that all sports apply it 
consistently.  

Assure specific duties of Classification Panels are 
outlined accordingly

Classification 
Code

3.13 An IF does not specifically appoint but the HoC 
does on its behalf

Delete "an IF" and replace with "Head of Classification"

Classification 
Code

3.13 Classification 
Personnel

The HoC appoints the Classifiers on behalf of the 
IF

Remove "an IF" and replace with "Head of Classification"

Classification 
Code

 3.14 Classification Panels Classification panels must include a minimum of 
two classifiers.. Needs a definition that one of 
them needs to be a medical classifier and 
another technical classifier

Add of which one should be a medical classifier and 
another should be a technical classifier

Classification 
Code

3.14 Classification 
Personnel

To allow flexibility between IFs more obviously, 
the second part is not necessary

Delete "unless an IF requires more than two classifiers to 
constitute a classification panel"



Classification 
Code

3.14 Classification 
Personnel

Language edit Change text to: "…two Classifiers, unless an IF requires 
more to consititute a Classification Panel".

Classification 
Code

3.14 Classification Panels As mentioned before, the fact that classifiers 
operate in panels should be introduced from the 
start. 

I would remind the reader about the complementarity of 
the members of the panel.

Classification 
Code

3.14 Classification Panel Reference is made for IFs to have a 3rd person 
liability policy. Is this a mandatory requirement 
from IPC?

Classification 
Code

3.14 After the semi-colon does not make sense Delete 'unless…..'

Classification 
Code

3.14 Classification Panels International Classification Panels must include 
a minimum of two classifiers where one clasifier 
must have the medical responsibility and one 
classifiser must have the tecnical responsibility.  
This must be specified in the code. 

International Classification Panels must include a 
minimum of two Classifiers, unless an IF requires that 
more than two Classifiers constitute a Classification 
Panel. The classification Panel must include one 
medical and one tecnical classifier.

Classification 
Code

3.14 comment Classification 
Personnel

wording change Delete "for the releavnt Impairment Catagories. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classification 
Personnel

About conflict of interest, it is not clear if 
personnel that works usual for a NPC could 
participate in an specific competion as classifier.

Clarify if this rule is applied to an specific compeititon or 
it is applied in general and his/her roles as classifiers 
and/or workers/collaborator in an NPC



Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier Code of 
Conduct

Inclusion of comment into the article. Addition of:
"Classifiers must perform their duties courteously, 
competently, consistently and objectively for all athletes 
regardless of team or national original. Classifiers must 
declare any potential conflicts of interest and should not 
have any other official sport-technical roles and 
responsibilities within the sport"

Classification 
Code

3.15 - 3.17 Classifier Code of 
Conduct

There is no reference in 3.15, 3.16 or 3.17 about 
the IPC Classifier Code of Conduct or IPC Code 
of Ethics, yet both these documents provide 
clarity for all classifiers.

Inclusion of:
3.18  All Classifier Personnel must adhere to the IPC 
Code of Ethics and IPC Code of Conduct. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classification 
Personnel

The following statement needs to be revisited : 
“should not have any other official sport-
technical roles and responsibilities within the 
sport.”  Most if not all the technical classifiers do 
have responsibilities domestically and some at 
the IF level. Due to their long term involvement 
in the sport  they tend to be stronger classifiers 
because they are fully engaged in the sport 
technical aspects.

Ensure there is  a written process within the Code on how 
conflict of interest will be declared and managed around 
classifiers. There is much literature within the business 
world on how to manage this effectively and consistently.



Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier Code of 
Conduct

The Comment to this article reads: "Classifiers 
must declare any potential conflicts of interest, 
and should not have any other official sport-
technical roles and responsibilities that within 
the sport."

This will disqualify a significant number of 
existing classifiers - both technical and medical - 
who fulfil other roles within the sport at both a 
national and international level. We would 
expect a senior classifier in a sport to have a 
rounded view of that sport by fulfilling different 
roles within the sport, for example sitting on 
medical committees, being a physiotherapist to 
a team etc. It's important that a classifier is 
accredited as solely that at a specific 
competition but classifiers should not be 
discouraged from taking up other roles within 
the sport - any actual or perceived conflicts of 
interest should be declared and then managed 
accordingly by the IF.

Recommend rewriting comment - additional text in 
italics:

"[Comment to art. 3.15: Classifiers must perform their 
duties courteously, competently, Consistently, and 
Objectively for all Athletes regardless of team or national 
origin. Classifiers must declare any potential conflicts of 
interest, and, if accredited as a classifier at a 
competition,  should not hold any other official sport-
technical roles and responsibilities for the duration of 
that competition that within the sport . ]

Classification 
Code

3.15 Other Comment to art 3.15 - typos - capitals? ….perform their duties couteously, competently, 
consistently and objectively ………



Classification 
Code

 3.15 Other Comment to article 3.15; if the classifiers should 
not have any other official sport-technical roles 
and responsibilities that within the sport, how 
are they going to get experience in paralympic 
sports? And also it would be challenging to get 
classifiers that are not involved at all. However 
there could be a recommendation that classifiers 
should not classify the athletes from their own 
nation or work as a CC when LOC is form their 
own nation

Add: ".. At that particular competition."

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classification 
Personnel

If there is not chance to work as a officail 
member having sport technical roles, it is very 
difficault for them to learn about para swimming. 

CC must be someone who has different nationalty from 
the country of LOC. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier code of 
conduct (comment)

Recommend that reference is made to there 
being a conflict of interest if a classifier holds 
other technical roles or responsibilities at the 
event they are classifying at, not as it reads in 
this comment infering that the classifier should 
have no other responsibilities at all (meaning 
more than the said event).

There seems to be missing a word? An impartial

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classification 
Personnel

Is this only in relation to a specific competition. 
In some instances, the Classifier may be the 
Physio or doctor for the team when out of 
competition

This may need to be more sepcific



Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier code of 
conduct

The words in italics if held to the letter of the law 
would eliminate a large number of classifiers 
who work in some capacity for their IF. I believe 
this is particularly difficult for Technical 
classifiers. 

First sentence fine. Suggest that classifiers declare any 
pothential conflict of interest and do not have any other 
official sport technical roles and responsibilities within 
the competition that they are classifying at. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 This code is about classification in the Games 
and Para sport so not necessary to keep 
repeating "Paralympic Movement"

Delete "in the Paralympic Movement" in the 2nd 
sentence and other clauses

Classification 
Code

3.15/3.16/3.17 Classification 
Personnel

There is a reference to Classifiers IPC Code of 
Ethics  within the Code of Conduct Section 

Streamline Code of Conduct/ Code of Ethics under one 
Code (  one Policy) in order to streamline process and 
include in Classifier Training and Certifcation document 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier Code of 
Conduct

The 2003 Code International Standard on 
Classifier Training and Certification included a 
Code of Ethics for Classifiers for IFs to adopt and 
add to as they saw fit. This Standard and the 
Code of Ethics therein should be reinstated.

There remains a reference to Classifiers IPC 
Code of Ethics (Section 8: Code of Conduct for 
Classifiers and Anti-Doping Officials). While all 
International Classifiers should be bound by the 
IPC Code of Ethics, it makes no sense to have 
two different Codes of Conduct for Classifiers. 
Furthermore, Classifiers have more in common 
with sports technical officials than anti-doping 
officials as they are predominantly tied to a 
specific IF. 

Reinstate the International Standard on Classifier 
Training and Certification and include a Classifier Code of 
Ethics for IFs to adopt as a minimum.

Remove reference to Classifiers in Section 8 of the IPC 
Code of Ethics. 



Classification 
Code

3.15 In the comment the use of capitals is 
inconsistent. Last phrase does not make sense 
'...that with the sport?) Does this mean at the 
same event?

Standardise use of capital letters. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Classifier Code of 
Conduct

The 2003 Code International Standard on 
Classifier Training and Certification included a 
Code of Ethics for Classifiers for IFs to adopt and 
tailor as appropriate. IBSA recommends that this 
Standard and the Code of Ethics therein be 
reinstated.

IBSA recommends reinstatement of the International 
Standard on Classifier Training and Certification and 
include a Classifier Code of Ethics for IFs to adopt.

. 

Classification 
Code

3.15 Comment Classification 
Personnel

Language edit In the comment add almost at the end: "…roles and 
responsibilities that conflict within the sport.)"

Classification 
Code

comment to 3.15 Classification 
Personnel

Further clarify potential conflicts of interest by 
adding IF, NF, NPC conflicts in addition to sport-
specific technical roles.

"Classifiers must declare any potential conflicts of 
interest and should not have any other official sport-
technical, NF, IF and/or NPC roles and responsibilities 
within the sport."

Classification 
Code

comment to 3.15 Classification 
Personnel

wording clarity delete the word "that" at the end of the comment.  
"…rules and regulations within the sport."

Classification 
Code

Comment 3.15 This is already covered by 3.16 and will be in the 
IF's code of conduct in all likelihood

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

3.15 comment Classification 
Personnel

wording change remove capital on Consistently

Classification 
Code

3.15 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

Delete comment - unnecessary Remove comment



Classification 
Code

3.17 Classification 
Personnel - 
Classifier Code of 
Conduct

While this article provides for disciplinary action 
etc. against Classifiers in violation of the IF 
Classifier Code of Conduct, there appears to be 
no other reference to an IF's Classifier Code of 
Conduct elsewhere in the Code or in the 
International Standards.  

Create an obligation on IFs to have an IF Classifier Code 
of Conduct and set out the expected minimum standards 
to be included in such a Code of Conduct.  See also 
comment below at Article 9.2 of the IPC International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation in relation to an Athlete's 
right to suspend an Athlete Evaluation if Classifiers are in 
breach of the IFs Classifier Code of Conduct.

Classification 
Code

3.17 Classification 
Personnel

In order for the IF to be found compliant with the 
Classification Code, the IF would need to publish 
and distribute any policies, processes and 
procedures supporting the Code of Conduct / 
Code of Ethics. 

Transparency around process would be to make sure to 
publish and communicate Code of Conduct/ Ethics (  one 
Policy ) as per above feedbacks to set the expectations 
and compliance requirements around the Code of 
Conduct/ Ethics (  one Policy).  The policy provision 
around conduct and ethics need to include  IF processes 
in place for breaches of Code of Conduct/ Ethics .

Classification 
Code

3.17 An occurrence is one thing and proof quite 
another

Change "occurs" at the end of the sentence to "is 
proven"

Classification 
Code

3.17 Classification 
Personnel

IFs Code of Ethics is the  IF Classifier Code of 
Conduct

Change to IF Code of Ethics

Classification 
Code

3.17 Classification 
Personnel

Wording should be revised Replace "occurs" with "is proven" at the end of the 
sentence

Classification 
Code

3.17 Can we say something about the procedure? 
Where can athletes go to when they feel they are 
not classified in the right, objective equal way? Is 
that to classification panel who has a good 
relation with the classifier? Seems odd.



Classification 
Code

3.17 An alleged violation would need to be proven 
rather than just being referred to as "occuring"

Change "occurs" at the end of the sentence to "is 
proven"

Classification 
Code

comment to 3.17 I think we would like to see the steps identified 
should this occur. Consistency for any and all 
actions.

Classification 
Code

3.17 (Comment) Classification 
Personnel

This is operational and should not be included 
here

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

There is a lot of duplication/repetition in this 
chapter (see chapter 2 and IS on Athlete 
evaluation)

needs rewording

Classification 
Code

4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Section 4 should also address conditions that 
can improve over the first few years of onset and 
then have a set time for “r” status then the 
athlete should get a “C” status. The example 
that comes to mind is Transverse Myelitis. Those 
inflicted with this will improve for 2 years, and 
after 3 years, the condition stabilizes.  Another 
example of this is that in the eligible conditions 
there is no mention of dystonia and classifiers 
treat it as if it were spasticity. The brain area is 
different and the presentation is only similar. 

Add a section around improving conditions and process 
around these.



Classification 
Code

4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

To include any graph, chart or table to visually 
represent the various stages highlighted in this 
section in order to make sure athletes and other 
stakeholders understand the Athlete Evaluation 
process. This visual image would need to  be 
fully described in writing and the written 
language be what is used in any interpretation to 
cover VI access. 

Suggestion to add within the Code or as Appendix a visual 
image of the Athlete Evaluation process for athletes and 
other stakeholders to understand



Classification 
Code

4 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

We welcome the addition of this article to the 
revised Code - there is currently highly 
inconsistent practices between IFs of assessing 
eligible impairments during the classification 
process. However, we are aware that athlete 
development in the Paralympic Movement 
continues to develop at a fantastic rate and it is 
the NFs, NPCs and Athlete Support Personnel 
that are at the forefront of this development.  It is 
not realistic to expect each and every classifier 
in their voluntary capacity to always be at the 
forefront of these developments.

Nor is it fair for athletes to be penalised for being 
amongst the first to take advantage of 
developments in their sport and classifiers 
shouldn’t be in a position to halt the ongoing 
evolution of athlete development.

We feel it is important that the Code should go 
further and recognise the athlete’s right to 
submit evidence to support their inclusion in a 
specific Sport Class, not just that they meet the 
minimal eligibility criteria.

Strongly recommend Additional Article: 

"4.16 The athlete has a right to submit evidence to 
support their inclusion in a specific Sport Class. IFs must 
review such evidence and, in the case of rejecting such 
evidence, should provide clear reasons for that 
rejection."

Strongly recommended comment to Article 4.16:

"It is critical that Classification Personnel keep pace with 
the evolution of athlete development across the 
Paralympic Movement. Classification Personnel should 
be given and in turn take every opportunity to allocate the 
correct Sport Class to the Athlete."



Classification 
Code

4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

In Appendix One,1.2 "Nordic Skiing Sport Class 
Profiles for Athletes with Physical Impairmen"t, 
Eligibility Critieria, Eligible and non-eligible 
impairments are listed. In general, a list of 
eligible and non-eligible conditions has to be 
specified in the Code of Classification as well. It 
is especially important to be aware of 
impairments such as conversion disorders, 
classified among "the somatoform disorders".  
The diagnose converse disorder is made on 
determining positive clinical features and 
excluding somatic injury or illness. The disorder 
is defined as a condition with neurological 
symptoms where no organic cause of the disease 
is detected (ICD-10, WHO and DSM-IV)

There should be a list of impairment that not lead to 
eligibility. For example: 
 Mental functions (v140-189), including impairments of 
psychomotor control
(b1470), quality of psychomotor functions (b1471), 
visuospatial perception
(b1565), higher-level cognitive functions required for 
organization and planning
movement (b1641); mental functions required for 
sequencing and coordinating
complex, purposeful movements (b176)
 Hearing functions (b230-249)
 Pain (b280-0289)
 Joint instability (b715), including unstable shoulder 
joint and joint dislocation
 Muscle endurance functions (b740)
 Motor reflex functions (b750)
 Involuntary movement reaction functions (b755)

Classification 
Code

4 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

The addition of this article to the revised Code is 
to be applauded. .

Classification 
Code

4.1 Athlete Evaluation I would state the purpose of that evaluation Athlete Evaluation  is the process by which an Athlete is 
assessed in accordance with the IF's Classification Rules 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ALLOCATING A SPORT CLASS. 
This must be done in accordance with THE CODE  and 
the International Standard on Athlete Evaluation



Classification 
Code

4.1 Longer sentence than necessary Replace ''It must be done in accordance with' and 
replace with 'and'

Classification 
Code

4.1 Simplify the sentence Delete "It must be done in accordance with" and replace 
with "and"

Classification 
Code

4.1-4.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Repetitive 

Classification 
Code

4.2-4.4, 4.6 Athlete Evaluation There is some repetition in this part. Combine 
these articles to answer the question what the 
IF's Classification Rules and evaluation process 
must comprise

To ensure thorough and transparent Athlete Evaluation, 
the IF's Classification Rules shall detail:
- Eligible Impairments...
- Minimum Disability Criteria...
- Sport Class Profiles...
- Assessment methods…
- Failure to comply…

Classification 
Code

4.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It should be specified that criteria refers to impairment 
criteria AND impairment-performance criteria.

Classification 
Code

4.4 Athlete Evaluation Should be in line with the minimum provisions of 
Athlete Evaluation in IS Athlete Evaluation 1.2 
and list.The order of minimal provisions should 
be consistent between the two documents.

4.4 could have bullet points to reflect each of the 
provisions outlined in ISAE 1.2 to ensure consistency of 
language and formating.

Classification 
Code

4.4 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

Both this article and article 1.2 of  the 
International Standard contain "minimum 
provisions of Athlete Evaluation" and each 
definition differs from the other.

Remove this article and ensure the definition of 
"minimum provisions of Athlete Evaluation" in the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation is definitive.



Classification 
Code

4.4 Not sure that 'Health Condition that will lead to 
an Eligible Impairment …' is what is meant here. 
Sounds as if the athlete does not currently have 
an impairment.

Classification 
Code

4.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Bullet point 1: be specific about the minimum 
criteria.

You are talking here about the impact of impairment on 
performance. So why not using these words to be clear?

Classification 
Code

4.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change pt 1• Assessment of Eligible Impairment, comprising the 
assessment of whether an Athlete has a Health Condition 
(?) that will lead to an Eligible Impairment and whether 
the Impairment meets the relevant minimum criteria;
pt 2• For Athletes with an Eligible Impairment who meet 
the above provisions, Athlete Evaluation also includes the 
assessment of the extent of Activity Limitation resulting 
from the Impairment, Sport Class and Sport Class Status 
allocation; and

Classification 
Code

4.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remote athlete evaluation is not described.  If it 
is done away from competition, it is not possible 
for the full evaluation process as laid down in the 
IS, to take place. Is the reference here to IPC 
competition only and/or any competition.

Define more clearly what is meant by Remote Athlete 
Evaluation by means of a comment on art 4.5



Classification 
Code

4.5 Remote Athlete 
Evaluation

If there is no competition, how can all necessary 
components of classification be completed 
including observations (to ensure what was 
evaluated through non competitive assessment) 
reflects what is seen during full effort in 
competition and the opportunity for protests. 
This article seems to contradict and undermine 
the process outlined in the previous article, 4.4. 
It would mean all classifications would need to 
be a CNC as the process has not been 
completed,and require re classification which 
defeats the purpose of having Remote 
Evaluation.Unless it was the same classification 
panel and the athlete made a Review, 
observations at another event would not be 
possible and the athlete would need to be 
reclassified according to a CNC.

Remote classification does have a role where it is not 
possible for a classification panel to be in attendance and 
a New  athlete needs an entry class. This could be given 
the term "provisional" or "temporary" as used in some 
sports already but this classification would be valid only 
for  a set time frame until full classification can take place 
within that season.This is a "paper exercise" and does 
not need face to face assessment.



Classification 
Code

4.5 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

"Remote Athlete Evaluation" does not provide 
clarity. We welcome this addition, however the 
IPC needs to be provide further guidance around 
this to IFs to ensure consistency with the In-
competition process especially around sport 
class status allocation. 

Recommend additional article or comment after article 
4.15. 

"The Assessment of Eligible Impairment, Assessment of 
Minimum Impairment, Sport Class and Sport Class 
Allocation may be carried out by the IF out-of-
competition. If the athlete  does not require observation 
in competition, the athlete will be given Sport Class 
Status of Review.  If the athlete needs to be observed in 
competition in order to complete the Sport Class 
Allocation, CNC status may be provided until they have 
undergone their First Appearance." 

Classification 
Code

4.5 How will functional limitations be evaluated in 
competition-like settings? Should not be 
implemented for VI athletes

Clarrification on RAE is required. Should only be able to 
give R Class Status as 1st appearance will be necessary 
at the next competition

Classification 
Code

4.5 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

The choice of wording of "Remote Athlete 
Evaluation" is confusing. Strongly agreeded. 
Remote Athlete Evaluation is far too confusing 
for a non speaking English country to understand 
what is for. Besides the meaning of this 
evaluation seems to be not clear. Need more 
clarification in this matter. - NPC for Brazil

Recommend additional article or comment after article 
4.15.

"The Assessment of Eligible Impairment, Assessment of 
Minimum Impairment, Sport Class and Sport Class 
Allocation can all be carried out by the IF out-of-
competition. If the athlete needs to be observed in 
competition in order to complete the Sport Class 
Allocation, the athlete will be given Sport Class Status of 
Review until they have undergone their First 
Appearance." 



Classification 
Code

Code, 4.5; 
International 
standard for 
evaluation, 7.

Remote evaluation It is difficult to see how remote athlete 
evaluation could possibly comply with the 
requirements of a medical examination, 
technical assessment and viewing in 
competition. From my perspective as a 
swimming classifier this clause seems irrelevent. 

Remove option of remote classification.

Classification 
Code

4.5 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

The choice of wording of "Remote Athlete 
Evaluation" is confusing.

Recommend rewrite:

"4.5 The Assessment of Eligible Impairment, Assessment 
of Minimum Impairment, Sport Class and Sport Class 
Allocation can all be carried out by the IF out-of-
competition. If the athlete needs to be observed in 
competition in order to complete the Sport Class 
Allocation, the athlete will be given Sport Class Status of 
Review until they have undergone their First 
Appearance." 

Classification 
Code

4.5 Change last sentence to read …. must be conducted in 
accordance with the IF Regulations on Athlete 
Evaluation.

Classification 
Code

4.5 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

The choice of wording of "Remote Athlete 
Evaluation" is open to interpretation. However, 
IBSA supports the principle of athlete evaluation 
out-of-competition.

Recommended rewording: 

"4.5 The Assessment of Eligible Impairment, Assessment 
of Minimum Impairment, Sport Class and Sport Class 
Allocation may be performed out-of-competition. Should 
the athlete need to be observed in competition in order to 
complete the Sport Class Allocation, the athlete will be 
given Sport Class Status of Review until they have 
undergone their First Appearance." 



Classification 
Code

4.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Does this mean that the IF must describe in 
detail the way in the muscle power testing is 
performed on the athlete for physical 
assessment or the methods and protocols used 
for technical or functional assessment in the 
case of physical impairments?

Perhaps it can be outlined that the detailed processes 
may be part of the educational material and explained in 
the process of certification when becoming a classifier for 
instance. We are expereincing how simpe test may not be 
applied in the same way or with the same standards 
unless trainees go through practical testing and 
discussions. By presenting the theory, it seems it could 
lead to many erroneous conclusions on how the 
methodologies actually work or are to be performed.

Classification 
Code

4.6 Athlete Evaluation The comment for this article: Classification and 
Athlete Evaluation are different so how can they 
be transparent. Classification is a procedure, 
Athlete Evaluation is a process within the 
procedure. Terminology needs to be consistent.

Classification 
Code

4.6 Definition and 
Purpose

use assessment as a whole new word, must be 
defined

Classification 
Code

Comment 4.6 No need for the comment as people reading the 
Code will be able to identify this

Delete

Classification 
Code

4.6 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment



Classification 
Code

4.7 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

The comment to Article 4.7 states "an IF may 
decide to postpone Athlete evaluation to request 
additional Diagnostic Evidence". It would seem 
appropriate for there to be an obligation  on 
Classifiers to postpone Athlete Evaluation and 
request additional evidence and/or support/input 
from relevant experts if there is any uncertainty 
as to the question as to whether the Athlete has 
a Health Condition that leads to an Eligible 
Impairment.  Should the IPC also play a role in 
this decision, particularly where it involves a 
question of interpretation of the IPC Policy on 
Eligible Impairments? 

Place an obligation on Classifiers to request additional 
evidence/seek expert advice in cases where it is unclear if 
the Athlete has a Health Condition which leads to an 
Eligible Impairment. The request should clearly state the 
reasons why additional evidence is required together with 
information about timescales for providing the evidence 
and additional steps that may be required of the athlete. 
The athlete should be fully engaged in the process. Also 
consider adding a mechanism for referring such 
questions to the IPC.

Classification 
Code

4.7 Different IFs operate differently so this should 
only be if required by the IF.  In our case, we 
need medical documents for about 10% of 
players.  Classifiers test the function

Change to "It is the responsibility of the athlete to provide 
all evidence required for the classifiers to be able to 
allocate a sport class and sport class status"

Classification 
Code

4.7 Assessment of 
Eligible Impairment

Include comment into article about postponing 
Athlete Evaluation. 

Addition to article
4.7.1 "An IF may decide to postpone Athlete Evaluation  
to request additional diagnostic evidence" 

Classification 
Code

4.7 and 4.8 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Pathological should be added in front of Health 
Condition to be consistent throughout the 
document.

Addition in both articles for consistency



Classification 
Code

4.7-4.15 Assessment of 
Eligible Impairment, 
Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment, Sport 
Class and Sport 
Class Allocation 

This appears to be a three stage process. If so a 
simple flowchart should be made available 
showing each stage to aid the reader.

IPC should publish a flow chart to show that this is a step-
by-step process.

Classification 
Code

4.7 Again, not sure that ,'that leads to' is the 
correct/best phrase.Is it meant to be stating 
'…indicates they have an Eligible Impairment'?

Classification 
Code

4.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Should be the NPCs responsibility to provide 
diagnostic evidence

Switch the Athlete to the NPC

Classification 
Code

4.7 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Diagnostic evidence could be expanded Provide examples of additional medical evidence which 
may be required e.g MRI results 

Classification 
Code

4.7. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

it should be stated very clearly that the athlete 
has to convince the classifiers of his impairment. 
Because the classifier cannot find out eye 
deseases in a half hour

add: the burden of proof of the impairment is lying on the 
athlete

Classification 
Code

4.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

No need to have a pathalogical health condition remove …have a health condition that leads to…

Classification 
Code

4.7 Different IFs operate differently so this should 
only be if required by the IF.  

Change to "It is the responsibility of the athlete to provide 
all evidence required by the respective IF rules for 
classifiers to be able to allocate a sport class and sport 
class status"



Classification 
Code

4.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Health condition and II ? Just a reminder to also look from the athlete with II 
perspective.

Classification 
Code

4.7 comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It is strange that no reference at all to the 
position statement is made. In the case of 
multiple impairments, the position statement is 
clear, the code is not.

Just wondering how to avoid conflicts between the code 
and the position statement. This multiple impairment 
issue is possibly a conflicting issue. See below for further 
details on this issue.

Classification 
Code

comment to 4.7 Along with the athlete I would like to add...NPC, 
Medical Staff and NSO. This would allow 
additional information the athlete may not know 
or how to submit information. 

Classification 
Code

comment to 4.7 Or with different impairments then they 
described in their rules.

Classification 
Code

Comment 4.7 This is covered elsewhere and is operational in 
nature

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

4.7 Should such comments be included in the Code 
proper? Used elsewhere?  Separate guidelines? 

Delete comment and use elsewhere.

Classification 
Code

4.7 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

It would be useful, at least in the comments 
section, to include indications as to the type of 
diagnostic evidence that an Athlete is expected 
to provide as well as how and when the evidence 
should be provided.

Include in the comment to Article 4.7 examples of 
diagnostic evidence which will need to be provided by the 
Athlete.

Classification 
Code

4.7 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment



Classification 
Code

4.7 comment par 
2

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change The IF will need to expand its sport-specific rules on how 
it will address cases of Athletes with more than one 
Eligible Impairment, or with a combination of 2 or more 
Eligible Impairment types (e.g. combined physical and 
visual Impairment, if applicable for the Sport/IF.]



Classification 
Code

4.8 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

This article states that "A Head of Classification 
or Chief Classifier may decide to rule an Athlete 
Ineligible to Compete in absence of sufficient 
diagnostic evidence provided by the Athlete..."  
1.  It seems inappropriate for a Head of 
Classification to be making such a decision, 
which involves a review of medical evidence if 
they are not qualified as a Classifier and/or 
medic (see comment on Article 3.11 above).
2.   This Article implies that other Classifiers (ie 
other than the Head of Classification or Chief 
Classifier) are not involved in the initial decision 
as to whether an Athlete has a relevant Health 
Condition that leads to an Eligible Impairment.  
Is this correct?  
3.It would be helpful if the consequences of a 
ruling that an Athlete is Ineligible were set out 
here, or at least to include a cross reference to 
where this is set out, i.e: How long will the 
Athlete be Ineligible for?  When can they submit 
for a new Athlete Assessment?  What is the 
impact on previous results? What is the right to 
rebut/protest/appeal? What impact (if any) is 
there on training?
4  I  i  d h  A i l  2 5 f h  IPC 

Review and clarify process for determining whether an 
Athlete has a relevant Health Condition that leads to an 
Eligible Impairment, including the right to rebut/protest.  
Specify the consequences of a ruling that the Athlete is 
Ineligible to Compete (or include cross reference). Set 
out/cross refer to the rebuttal/protest process (this could 
perhaps be included in the International Standards on 
Protests and Appeals).

Classification 
Code

4.8 Decision of athlete 
eligibility

A Head of Classification or Chief Classifier may 
decide to rule an Athlete Ineligible to Compete…

An international classifier appointed to a classification 
panel may also make this decision

Classification 
Code

4.8 Definition and 
Purpose

comment for 4.8 must be included in the full 
article

include the comment as an additional sentence in the full 
article



Classification 
Code

4.8 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

I suggest add in this article: or if there are a big 
discrepancy between the different parts of an  
Athlete evaluation . E. g.: in swimming--> huge 
differencies between bench test and swim 
technical test.

Classification 
Code

4.8 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

What are the exact consequences of this ruling 
of a NE due to insufficient medical diagnostic 
evidence? Is it to be considered as the same 
ruling of an NE that has undergone assessment 
by a first classification panel?

Maybe wording needs to be re-thought or clearly specify 
the provisions for an NE in this case.

Classification 
Code

4.8 assessment  eligible 
impairment

only works for those who pre screen, 
presupposes that the HoC or the CC is a medical 
classifier , many systems use medical personal 
as their first level of classification.   

add if remote classification or prescreening is provided in 
the IFs rules

Classification 
Code

4.8 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Again reference is made to the underlying health 
condition: what about ideopatic origin?

II - perspective

Classification 
Code

4.8 Other Typos - capital letters used inconsistently …..is not permanent or cannot be objectively and reliably 
assessed.

Classification 
Code

4.8 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Terminology should be consistent - ineligibility to 
compete should be replaced with Not Eligible 
(NE) to compete throughout document

Classification 
Code

4.8 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The Chief Classifier onsite hold this 
responsibility. Should there be insufficient 
evidence, then the  Chief Classifier of 
Classification Panel may rule the athlete 
ineligible until this is provided

Remove "A Head of Classification" and replace with "The 
chief classifier may rule an athlete ineligible to 
compete.."



Classification 
Code

4.8 This should be the chief classifier with the 
responsibility on site and if required information 
is not available, the CC/panel may rule the 
athlete ineligible until it is provided - give the 
athlete the benefit of the doubt

Delete "A Head of Classification" and change to "The 
chief classifier may rule an athlete ineligible to compete 
temporarily in the absence of…"

Classification 
Code

4.8 This should be the chief classifier with the 
responsibility on site and if required information 
is not available, the CC/panel may rule the 
athlete ineligible until it is provided - 

Delete "A Head of Classification" and change to "The 
chief classifier may rule an athlete ineligible to compete  
in the absence of… until such time as it is provided."

Classification 
Code

4.8 IWBF believes this is very much an IF 
responsibility based on their definition of who is 
eligible to complete and their process for 
applying for elegibility consideration. IWBF 
would be more comfortable with a statement 
that reflects this.

Classification 
Code

4.9 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The first sentence is unnecessary as already 
covered previously and the second sentence 
should be reworded.  

Remove 1st sentence.  Second sentence could be 
rephrased as follows: "classification rules should 
describe objectively the criteria for eligible impairments 
which affect activity limitation for inclusion in the IF's 
classification system"



Classification 
Code

4.9 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Assessment of minimum impairment. Last 
Phrase makes reference to the fundamental 
aspect of what classification tries to do: 
Objectively describe the criteria by which you 
can determine to what degree, an impairment 
causes sufficient activity limitation to be 
considered for the sport. While we fully support 
this is a goal, it seems a little bit demanding to 
state it in that manner. 

it may be better to word the text in a way that it shows 
how IFs must implement all possible methodolies to 
objectively describe such criteria in the best possible 
manner…or something along that line. If later, IPC is 
going to measure code compliance based on statements 
as it is worded right now...all sports are in for surprises.

Classification 
Code

4.9 Delete the 1st sentence as this is already 
covered.  The next sentence should be re-
phrased

Delete 1st sentence.  Change the next sentence 
"classification rules should describe objectively the 
criteria for eligible impairments which affect activity 
limitation for inclusion in the IF's classification system"

Classification 
Code

4.9 Other Typos - capital letters used inconsistently …..to adversely affect performance permanently.

Classification 
Code

4.9-4.12 Athlete Evaluation Important to stick with newly defined term of 
"Minimum Degree of Impairment", as you have 
to establish a new term (and for many a new 
principle) here

Classification 
Code

4.9 First sentence already stated. Delete first sentence.



Classification 
Code

4.1O Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation - 
Assessment for 
Minimum 
Impairment

1. As for Article 4.8, comment 3 above, the 
consequences of being declared Ineligible due to 
not meeting minimum impairment criteria 
should be set out or cross referenced to, 
including the automatic right of reassessment as 
set out in Article 12 of the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation.
2.  It would be helpful to explain here that this 
stage of assessment involves non-competitive 
assessment and, where appropriate/necessary 
observation in competition, it might be useful to 
cross-refer to Article 3 of the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation.

Add the consequences of being declared Ineligible and 
reference the automatic reassessment.  

Classification 
Code

4.10 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

in the point : assessment of minimun 
Impairment, I suggest that could be included: An 
athlete can fails to meet a criteria for a part of a 
particular sport but not other. (e.i.: in swimming, 
someone can swim as a SB, but not as a S.) 

Classification 
Code

4.10 Repetition of 'particular' Remove seconf 'particular'. Change 'these' to 'the'

Classification 
Code

4.10 and 4.11 
and 4.12

Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

ineligibility to be replaced with not eligible …..not eligible for competition

Classification 
Code

4.10 and 4.12 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

should it say ...ineligible to compete...?

Classification 
Code

4.10 Language is too extreme, if impairment level increases 
they should be able to compete.



Classification 
Code

4.10 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Because an athlete is assigned NE status (or 
now IE), should preclude her from being re-
evaluated if they felt that their level of 
impairment had increased.

Recommendation: add wording to the effect that IE is not 
a permanent status and can be changed when evidence 
is available to demonstrate changes in the condition.

Classification 
Code

4.11 Clearly covered in 4.10 and elsewhere Delete 4.11

Classification 
Code

4.11 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This point is already covered in 4.10 Remove 4.11

Classification 
Code

4.11 This is clearly stated elsewhere. Repetition not 
necessary

Delete 4.11 or only include this here.

Classification 
Code

4.12 Covered in other parts of the Code Delete 4.12

Classification 
Code

4.12 Mentioned elsewhere but worth repeating here.

Classification 
Code

4.12 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It is not the sport rules Change to the Classification Rules of the IF

Classification 
Code

4.12 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

I assume you refer in the last sentence to a non-
significant impact of impairment on sport-
specific performance.

Clarify to the reader by saying what I have put in the 
comment box.

Classification 
Code

4.12 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This point is already covered in the Code Remove 4.12

Classification 
Code

4.13 Classification Rules Sentence is clumsy - rephrase slightly to clarify 
meaning

……will be allocated to each Athlete at the end of the 
Athlete Evaluation process in accordance with……



Classification 
Code

4.13 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change Except for the provisions in art. 4.16 of this Code, a Sport 
Class and Sport Class Status will be allocated to each 
Athlete following Athlete Evaluation in accordance with 
the International Standard for Athlete Evaluation

Classification 
Code

4.14 Athlete Evaluation I would stay away from the phrase of 
categorizing an athlete.

A Sport Class is a category defined by […], WHICH IS 
ALLOCATED TO an Athlete in reference to an Activity 
Limitation resulting from an Impairment FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF PARTICIPATION IN PARALYMPIC SPORT.

Classification 
Code

4.15 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change Following the allocation of a Sport Class, the Athlete also 
is allocated a Sport Class Status. A Sport Class Status 
describesindicates evaluation requirements (see 
International Standard on Athlete Evaluation) and Protest 
opportunities (see International Standard on Protests and 
Appeals)

Classification 
Code

4.15 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Ineligible to Compete It is easy to understand the Not eligible to compete.

Classification 
Code

4.16 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation - 
Ineligibility to 
Compete

4.16 again implies that only the Head of 
Classification can make the decision on 
Ineligibility to Compete. Is this right? Article 12 
of the  IPC International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation suggests any Classification Panel can 
make this decision following a failure to meet 
Minimum Criteria. See also more general 
comments above at 4.8 and 4.10. This article 
should also be made subject to the right to 
rebut/reassessment/appeal.

Clarify/amend in light of comment.



Classification 
Code

4.16 Not eleigible put everything after the first sentence in 
Barckets or add if provided for in the 
classifcaiotn tules. 

Classification 
Code

4.16 IF this is to be kept, delete the 2nd sentence as 
this is covered in the operational rules of the IF

Delete 4.16 or delete the 2nd sentence

Classification 
Code

4.16 This could also be by the Chief Classifier at an 
event

Add, ' may be allocated by the Head of Classification or 
Chief Classifier,….'

Classification 
Code

4.16 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The 2nd sentence is operational and therefore 
unnecessary. Moreover, it is important to keep in 
mind that they are not ineligible to compete as a 
whole, they are eligible to compete in tennis, just 
not in the Games.

Remove 2nd sentence

Classification 
Code

4.16 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change Ineligibility to Compete is a Sport Class.  Ineligibility to 
compete may be allocated by the IF Head of Athete 
Classification, in accordance with art. 4.7., and subject to 
compliance with art. 4.8

Classification 
Code

4.16 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

ineligibility to be replaced with not eligible

Classification 
Code

4.16 Decision of athlete 
eligibility

As above As above

Classification 
Code

4.16 This is covered in the operational rules of the IF Delete the 2nd sentence

Classification 
Code

4.17 Why, '…in respect of a Sport'. This is stating the 
obvious.

Delete phrase. Makes more sense without.

Classification 
Code

4.17 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change If an Athlete fails to attend evaluation ofin respect of a 
Sport prior 



Classification 
Code

4.17 Failure to attend 
athlete evaluation

Comment "Examples of failure to attend 
evaluation include.not attending the 
evaluation"....

Remove full stops

Classification 
Code

4.17 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Attending without required Athlete support 
personnel

This may be more difficult during Remote Classifications 
to ensure required support personnel present

Classification 
Code

4.17 comment  To help to remove some of the subjectivity of the 
types of personnel who need to be available the 
following changes are recommended

require that the type of required support personnel must 
be identified to the athletes by the classifiers in advance 
of their classification appointment. 

Classification 
Code

4.17 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

4.17 comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

wording change [Comment to art. 4.17: Examples of failure to attend 
evaluation include; none attendance at the specified time 
and/or place of evaluation; or failure to attend the 
evaluation accompanied by the required Athlete Support 
Personnel.]

Classification 
Code

Comment 4.17 This is covered in the IFs rules and is operational 
in nature

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

4.18 A chief classifier can only be the CC for a 
competition for which he or she is appointed

Delete "for the competition"

Classification 
Code

4.18 Wording can be improved. Delete 'for the Competition' which is stating the obvious. 

Classification 
Code

4.19 Comment grammar Add ‘be’ – such sanctions shall be at least …



Classification 
Code

4.19 This is for the IF to decide and the CC/TD should 
apply the audi alteram partem rule and a hearing 
should be held.  This is part of our disciplinary 
process

Delete 4.19

Classification 
Code

4.19 This is for the IF to decide  and a hearing should 
be held for natural justice to prevail.  

Amend to read "Any Athlete Support Personnel accused 
of aiding/abetting the Athlete to fail to attend a required 
Athlete Evaluation will be subject to the appropriate 
processes of the IF."

Classification 
Code

4.19 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

Language edit Last sentence: "…shall be at least as the …"
same for  4.22

Classification 
Code

4.19 / 4.22 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

"Such sanctions shall at least as severe as the 
sanctions enforced on the Athlete."

Verb is missing: "Such sanctions shall BE at least as 
severe as the sanctions enforced on the Athlete."

Classification 
Code

4.19 and 4.22 Failure to...... 2nd line of both: Such sanctions shall be at least 
as severe...

Classification 
Code

4.19 Such sanctions shall at least as severe as the 
sanctions enforced on the Athlete. I'm not sure 
how this translates but it's hard to understand. 

Classification 
Code

4.19 Should read ' be  at least as severe'

Classification 
Code

4.20 Non-Cooperation The definition of failure to comply needs to be 
clearer in this article.  A direction of the process 
for failure to comply needs to be outlined and a 
clearer communication/training of failure to 
comply needs to be communicated to classifiers.

This article and the processes for failure to comply needs 
to be made clearer in this article.



Classification 
Code

4. 20 Failure to attend This should be titled "Suspension of Athlete 
Evaluation" to have the same language as Art. 9 
in IS Athlete Evaluation.

Keep headings in Code the same as the IS.The IS 
elaborates/expands upon what is in the code.

Classification 
Code

4.20 Should a classifer introduce a substance to the 
athlete during classification the athlete should 
be first give informed consent. The IF). They 
have an obligation to conduct a safe evaluation 
without exposing the specific athlete to 
unacceptable or unreasonable risk

Consideration should be given to classifier liability 
insurance when acting outside their home country

Classification 
Code

4.20 could be problematic if a classification panel 
requires an athlete to have foreign substances 
introduced into their body as part of the 
classification process (for example the use of eye 
drops in vision classification

Define whether the list of catagories for non-cooperation 
is exhaustive or not

Classification 
Code

4.20 Comment to art 4.20 Grammar If the classification panel concludes that the failure to 
comply means it is unable ‘to” conduct Athlete 
Evaluation in a  ….

Classification 
Code

4.20 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

wording change Athletes must comply with the reasonable instructions or 
requirements of an Athlete Classification Panel during 
Athlete Evaluation. If as a result the Athlete Classification 
Panel is unable to conduct a fair Athlete Evaluation, the 
Athlete Classification Panel will, (a) suspend Athlete 
Evaluation and, (b) notify the Athlete of the remedial 
action that is required. Once the athlete has complied, 
the Panel shall reconvene to resume the Athlete 
Evaluation.



Classification 
Code

4.20 Sentence structure in last lines of first paragraph 
of comment needs attention

Add full stop after ' The Athlete will be advised as to the 
remedial action to be taken.' Then, 'Unless this is taken 
the Athlete will not………'

Classification 
Code

4.20 Non-Cooperation Failure to Comply should also include not 
providing relevant documents including a 
provision for medication currently being taken.  

add in comments section that requiremed 
documentation also includes a medication list

Classification 
Code

4.20 Comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

What kind of impairment-documents should the athlete 
provide? Please detail.

Classification 
Code

4.20 comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

wording change [Comment to art. 4.20: Athletes are expected to comply 
with all reasonable instructions and requirements 
stipulated by an Athlete Classification Panel during the 
course of Athlete Evaluation. If the Athlete Classification 
Panel concludes that the Athlete has failed to comply 
with the requirements of Athlete Evaluation, the Athlete 
Evaluation will be suspended. The Athlete will then be 
advised of the remedial action that must be taken; if this 
action is not taken, the Athlete will not be allocated a 
Sport Class and will not be able to compete. Failing to 
comply with reasonable instructions will include the 
Athlete’s presentation being inconsistent: (e.g. no 
matching of symptoms and limitations with the 
documentation of the Impairment that is  provided, not 
attending the evaluation with the appropriate 
equipment/clothing and/or documentation, or failure to 
disclose the use of medication that might have an impact 
on Athlete Evaluation.)



Classification 
Code

4.20 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

Comment 4.20 This is covered in the IS and is not required as it 
is operational in nature

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

4.21 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Any misrepresentation in this document should 
be "alleged"

Add "regarding alleged intentional misrepresentation.."

Classification 
Code

4.21 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

I suggest to write an introductory paragraph about the II-
athlete and the responsibilities of the 
coach/trainer/guardian .... Otherwise, the II-perspective 
will become a problem throughout the document.

Classification 
Code

4.21 Add 'alleged' before 'Intentional Misinterpretation

Classification 
Code

4.22 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The Code should all detail sanctions to support 
personnel and how IPC will monitor the 
compliance in case of other santions different to 
the financial one or reducing the number of slots 
granted in that sport for the Games. An athlete 
can be seriously penalised with no being allowed 
to compete for a period ot time or with time / 
socore panalization but these sanctions would 
harm few to a support personnel 

Classification 
Code

4.22 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

4.22 is a duplication of 4.19 Remove 4.22



Classification 
Code

4.22 This is for the IF to decide and the CC should 
apply the audi alteram partem rule and a hearing 
should be held and any allegation proven before 
the IF decides to sanction or not.  Operational

Delete 4.22

Classification 
Code

4.22 Last sentence. be at least…..'

Classification 
Code

4.22 Grammar Such sanctions shall “be” at least as severe … 

Classification 
Code

4.22 Other Typo - Such sanctions shall at least be as severe….

Classification 
Code

4.22 This is for the IF to decide according to its own 
rules.

Delete 4.22

Classification 
Code

4.24 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation - 
Notification of the 
Athlete

This should be clarified to make it apparent that 
it is referring to a change in Sport Class for an 
individual Athlete, rather than to changes in the 
IF's rules relating to Sport Classes.  

Change wording to "IF shall state clearly the 
consequences and procedures relating to a change in an 
Athlete's Sport Class on results, records, rankings and 
allocated medals".

Classification 
Code

4.25 Sport Class Combining classes should be done while 
considering the impact of impairment on the 
sport-specific activity. This consideration 
however did result in putting the athletes in 
different classes. 

This reasoning doesn't make much sense? Combining 
classes is done because of numbers of athletes in classes 
and the resulting competitiveness.

Classification 
Code

4.25 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation Considering the Code will be valid for years, it is 
not appropriate to advertise the combining sport 
classes is common practice. Also, this may apply 
for Athletics but not for other sports.



Classification 
Code

4.25 (Comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

Comment 4.25 This is operational and should not be included 
here

Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

5 Protests There is a lot of duplication/repetition in this 
chapter (see also IS on Protest and Appeals)

needs rewording

Classification 
Code

5 Protests Include a process to address potential conflicts 
– as describe under 3.6- for other matters 
arising around classification

Recommendation of adding a provision to the code to 
address  dispute resolution

Classification 
Code

5 An article should be included allowing protests to be 
made on an athlete based on the observed movement 
outside of the field of play. Furthermroe, define the 
timelines under which this can occur. There should be no 
appeal right to this either. 

Classification 
Code

5.2 This should be discretionary and the IF should 
decide if it wants remote evaluation (out of 
competition evaluation)

Change "must" to "may"

Classification 
Code

5.2 Could we utilize an internationally recognized 
definition of permanent disability? Perhaps the 
WHO & CRPD ? 

To discuss…

Classification 
Code

5.2 Protests Protest in Competition is too narrow. Protests 
should be allowed at any time (they are in 
wheelchair tennis)

Replace "must" with "may"

Classification 
Code

5.2 protests not all sports use remote classification and this is 
not acceptable if the athlete must be seen on the 
field of play 

remove the word remote



Classification 
Code

5.2 Protests wording change Each IF must include in their Athlete Classification Rules, 
provisions for Competition Protests and provisions for 
remote Athlete Evaluation when no Protest panel is 
available. These provisions must conform to the 
International Standard for Protests and Appeals.

Classification 
Code

5.2 This should be discretionary and the IF should 
decide if it wants remote evaluation (to be 
renamed "out of competition evaluation")

Change "must" to "may"

Classification 
Code

5.2 In team sports, where first appearance 
assessment is required as part of the process, 
remote Athlete Evaluation is not practical. Fuller 
consideration in the Code needs to be given to 
the differences between individual and team 
sports. 

Full stop at the end of the first line. The,.' In accordance 
with the International Standard for Protests and Appeals, 
provision for Remote Athlete Evaluation may be made, at 
the discretion of the IF, when no Protest panel is 
available'. 

Classification 
Code

5.3 & 5.4 Athletes with disabilities will frequently compete 
against their non-disabled peers. It seems like 
this should be encouraged not discouraged?   
(Ex. Natalie du Toit, Natalia Partyka, Oscar 
Pistorius, etc.)

To discuss….

Classification 
Code

Looked after in  
the reviewed  
code chapter 5.4. 
NIF applaud this.

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Insert a paragraf that spesifies when a re-
classification of an athlete should have been 
consisted. For example within two years. This 
will contribute to an acceptable limit of time 
before the correction of classifications of 
athletes. This will also contribute to more 
predictiable and fair competitions. 

The re-classification of an athlete must be accomplished 
within two years.



Classification 
Code

5.5 This can benefit from simplification Change to "The IF may not disclose the identity of an 
athlete against whom a protest or appeal has been 
received until the protest or appeal process has been 
completed."

Classification 
Code

5.5 Should be simplifed like most other clauses in 
this document.

Change to "The IF may not disclose the identity of an 
athlete against whom a protest or appeal has been 
received until the protest or appeal process has been 
completed."

Classification 
Code

5.5 Sentence needs re-structuring The IF may not disclose the identity of an Athlete(s) 
whose Sport Class has been Protested, and/or whose 
Classification procedures are Appealed, before the 
completion of the Protest or Appeal.

Classification 
Code

6 Perfect, i would like to see this also well 
described for classifiers and if procedures are 
not been done properly. Does the classifier be 
expelled? Should the IF pay for intentional 
mistakes the made? Or do we believe classifiers 
and procedures are never intentional wrong? 
Whereas we believe atheltes doe intentional 
wrong things in this code. 

Classification 
Code

6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Unclear as to what exactly is IM. 4.20 covers 
faliure to comply with athlete evaluation which 
includes Athlete's presentation being 
inconsistent, faliure to disclose the use of 
medication etc.

A distinction needs to be made between failure to comply 
and when it should be viewed as intentional 
misrepresentation.



Classification 
Code

6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

It should be mandatory for IFs to publish 
penalties imposed on Athletes and Athlete 
Support Personnel found guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation and report penalties to the 
IPC. The IPC can help communicate and enforce 
sanctions across IFs.

Addition of article:

6.8 IFs must make public any penalties imposed on 
Athletes and Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
International Misrepresentation. Penalties should also be 
reported to the IPC.

Classification 
Code

6 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

There is a lot of duplication/repetition  (see IS on 
Athlete evaluation)

Classification 
Code

6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

The 2003 Code said that IFs "may" disclose 
penalties imposed on Athletes and Athlete 
Support Personnel found guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation. This first draft of the 2017 
Code makes no reference to the publication of 
penalties imposed.

We feel it should be mandatory for IFs to publish 
penalties imposed on Athletes and Athlete 
Support Personnel found guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation. Penalties should also be 
reported to the IPC in order to monitor 
consistency across IFs and to help communicate 
and enforce sanctions across IFs (ensuring an 
athlete or athlete support personnel in particular 
sanctioned in one sport cannot perform or 
practice in another Paralympic Sport.

Recommend additional article:

6.8 IFs must make public any penalties imposed on 
Athletes and Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
International Misrepresentation. Penalties should also be 
reported to the IPC.



Classification 
Code

6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

The 2003 Code states that IFs "may" disclose 
penalties imposed on Athletes and Athlete 
Support Personnel found guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation. This first draft of the 2017 
Code makes no reference to the publication of 
penalties imposed.

IBSA feels strongly that IFs must be mandated to 
publish penalties imposed on Athletes and 
Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
Intentional Misrepresentation. 

Recommended wording for new article:

6.8 IFs must make public any penalties imposed on 
Athletes and Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
International Misrepresentation..

Classification 
Code

6.1 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

Criteria for Intentional Misrepresentation (IM) 
should be in place.

The criteria for IM should be mentioned.

Classification 
Code

6.1 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

wording change An Athlete must not  intentionally misrepresent his or her 
skills and/or capabilities nor the degree or nature of 
Physical, Visual or Intellectual Impairment to an Athlete 
Classification Panel. If the Athlete attempts to deceive 
the Athlete Classification Panel during the course of 
Athlete Evaluation, he/she shall be guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation.

Classification 
Code

6.1 and 6.2 Other mixing plurals and singular An Athlete who intentionally misrepresents his/her skills

Classification 
Code

6.1 Recognises clauses within the long sentence. Add comma after Athlete Evaluation and after 
Classification Panel



Classification 
Code

6.2 Intentional 
Misrepresentations

Although referenced within the comments, it 
would seem appropriate for there to be an 
obligation on the Athletes (and their National 
Federation) to notify the IF of any change in 
circumstance that may affect a Sport Class.  

Add relevant obligations.  

Classification 
Code

6.2 The athlete or other affected individual must 
have the necessary means to commit the 
offence before the most severe sanctions are 
imposed. If a misrepresentation is discovered 
though, even if it is not intentional by the athlete, 
the athlete should not be permitted to compete 
until their sport class and sport class status are 
cleared up.At the same time, an athlete should 
not be punished on a long term basis for 
mistakes or deliberate decisions made by others.   

Add the word "deliberate" before act

Classification 
Code

6.2 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Current wording: "An Athlete who intentionally 
misrepresents their skills and/or abilities and/or 
the degree or nature of Physical, Visual or 
Intellectual Impairment by any other act or 
omission shall be guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation". 

IBSA recommends adding the word "deliberate" in line 
4…by any other deliberate act…"



Classification 
Code

6.2 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Inclusion of the comment to article 6.2 to ensure 
that this is inclusive of misrepresentation away 
from Athlete Evaluation 

Inclusion of additional article under 6.2
"This includes misrepresentation away from Athlete 
Evaluation or after allocation of Sport Class, such as 
failure to disclose a change in medical circumstances 
that an Athlete or Athlete Support Personnel knows does 
or may affect a Sport Class". 

Classification 
Code

6.3 International misrepresentation It must be specified if the consequences will be applied 
to the athlete for all IPC Sports, or only for the actual 
sport

Classification 
Code

6.3 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

If an athlete does not speak the same language 
as the classifier a neutral translator should be 
present to assist with classification to ensure the 
athlete is fully aware of the situation.

Proposal to add a neutral translator to classification 
where needed to guarantee athletes fully understands 
and complies.

Classification 
Code

6.3 Other Language …with the intention to deceive or mislead  OR ….with the 
intention of deceiving or misleading….

Classification 
Code

6.4 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Any sanction for intentional misrepresentation 
should apply to all sports in the Paralympic 
Movement, not just in the sport in which the 
athlete was found guilty .

Recommend rewrite (additional text in italics):

6.4 The Consequences that will be applied ... shall be one 
or more of the following sanctions: (a) Disqualification 
from all Events at the Competition at which the 
Intentional Misrepresentation occurred; (b) Ineligibility 
from Athlete Evaluation or other participation in all 
competitions in the Paralympic Movement  for a specified 
period of time ranging from 12 to 48 months; (c) 
Provisional Suspension from all Competitions in the 
Paralympic Movement .



Classification 
Code

6.4 These are IF decisions covered by 6.6.and 6.7 
Could say these may IF sanctions may, among 
others, include...

Classification 
Code

6.4  These types of offences go to the very heart of 
the legitimacy of the Paralympic movement

Add "lifetime ban" to IM penalties

Classification 
Code

6.4 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

wording change An Athlete or any member of Athlete Support Personnel 
who is found guilty of Intentional Misrepresentation 
and/or complicity involving Intentional Misrepresentation 
shall receive…

Classification 
Code

6.4 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Any sanction for intentional misrepresentation 
should apply to all sports in the Paralympic 
Movement and wording should  reflect this. 

Rewording of points (b) and (c):

"(b) Ineligibility from Athlete Evaluation or other 
participation in all competitions in the Paralympic 
Movement for a specified period of time ranging from 12 
to 48 months; (c) Provisional Suspension from all 
Competitions in the Paralympic Movement."

Classification 
Code

6.4 A sanction on Intentional Misrepresentation 
should apply to all IFs and Sports that are 
affiliated with the IPC. Also all Intentional 
Misrepresentation should be made public and 
disclosed similar to Anti-Doping Offences.

Recommending addition under c)Provisional Suspension 
from all sports affiliated with the IPC and Recommending 
a process for disclosure of Intentional Misrepresentation 
is put in place so all IF followed the same standards of 
disclosure. 



Classification 
Code

6.4 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

Any sanction for intentional misrepresentation 
should apply to all sports in the Paralympic 
Movement, not just in the sport in which the 
athlete was found guilty .

Recommended rewording:

6.4 The Consequences that will be applied ... shall be one 
or more of the following sanctions: (a) Disqualification 
from all Events at the Competition at which the 
Intentional Misrepresentation occurred; (b) Ineligibility 
from Athlete Evaluation or other participation in all 
competitions in the Paralympic Movement  for a specified 
period of time ranging from 12 to 48 months; (c) 
Provisional Suspension from all Competitions in the 
Paralympic Movement .

Classification 
Code

6.5 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

wording change Intentional Representation on more than one occasion by 
an Athlete or any member of Athlete Support Personnel 
shall result in the following Consequence: a lifetime 
period of Ineligibility from Athlete Evaluation or other 
participation in Competition

Classification 
Code

6.5 Intentional 
Misrepresentations

This states that someone guilty of Intentional 
Misrepresentation on more than one occasion 
shall be subject to "a lifetime period of 
Ineligibility from Athlete Evaluation or other 
participation In Competitions".  The use of "In 
Competitions" does not really work here.  Also, 
should the ban across all sports under the IPC's 
jurisdiction?

Change "In Competitions" to "in Competitions" and, if 
appropriate, clarify that the ban should be from all 
Sports.



Classification 
Code

6.6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

There is no reference to a process for an NPC or 
NF should there be evidence of 
misrepresentation by an athlete or athlete 
representative from their own or other country.

Addition of article:
"This shall include a process for NFs or NPCs to follow 
where there is suspected Intentional Misrepresentation 
from an athlete from their own or another nation"

Classification 
Code

6.1 to 6.5 Intentional 
Misrepresenation

All these points are covered by 6.6 Remove 6.1 to 6.5 inclusive

Classification 
Code

6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 
6.5

These are all covered by 6.6 Delete 6.1 to 6.5 inclusive

Classification 
Code

6.6 Intentional 
Misrepresentation

National bodies should have a procedure by 
which they can provide evidence of any athletes 
or athlete support personnel suspected of 
international misrepresentation to the IF. 
Currently an NF or NPC  may raise a concern to 
the IF but there is no formal process. Unless this 
is addressed with a process there will continue to 
be behind the scenes conversations to highlight 
athletes of concern. Our experience also is that if 
something has been raised it has not been 
addressed and believe the IPC has the 
opportunity to be involved in process that will 
support this area.

Addition to article:

6.6.1 "IFs in collaboration with the IPC shall provide a 
procedure for a National Body to provide evidence of any 
athlete or athlete support personnel suspected of 
intentional misrepresentation."

Classification 
Code

6.7 Intentional 
misrepresentation

Consequences – perhaps a team should be 
penalized by not allowing ANY FT 8 to take field 
if a player or support personel is found guilty of 
misrepresentation.

sanctions or penalties should be applied to all staff 
personaell involved in classification process, including no-
adeauqte behaviours (e.g. agressive reactions after 
communicate classes)



Classification 
Code

6.7  When talking about sanctions for athletes and 
athlete assistants who knowingly misrepresent 
their condition.  In the case of a team manager 
doing this should this not potentially call on 
sanctions for the entire team or at an NPC level 
as it would really bring our movement into 
disrepute.

Classification 
Code

6.7 Other Typo - capital us not correct Any consequences….

Classification 
Code

6.7  An athlete or athlete support personnel serving a 
misrepresentation penalty in one sport will not be allowed 
to be classified, compete or support an athlete in 
classifying or competing in another sport – with another 
signatory – until the penalty is served

Classification 
Code

7 Data Storage and 
Protection

Need to include Athlete rights in having access 
to their full classification data.

Addition of article:
Access rights to classification data
7.4 An athlete (or National body on behalf of the athlete) 
may request a copy of classification outcome and full 
classification data following the athlete evaluation.

Classification 
Code

7 The Standard on Data Storage and Data 
Protection should be modified accordingly and 
this disclosure should be directly identified in the 
consent form signed by the athlete before s/he is 
classified.  



Classification 
Code

7.1 This should recognise that some nations will 
have higher requirements and they must take 
precedence. 

add '… and/or national legislation, whichever is the 
higher.'

Classification 
Code

7.1 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

National legislation regarding Data Protection 
should be taken into account

Incorporate this into the wording

Classification 
Code

7.1 Many countries have national legislation which 
should be included here

Change to "Each IF should ensure that data is stored and 
protected in accordance with the higher requirements of 
either national legislation of the IS on DP."

Classification 
Code

7.1 Many countries have national legislation which 
should be included here

Change to "Each IF should ensure that data is stored and 
protected in accordance with the higher requirements of 
either national legislation or the IS on Data Protection."

Classification 
Code

7.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Sometimes the year could be the same than for 
other athletes with similar surname, specially in 
athletes that have similar and various family 
names (Brazil, Portugal, Asian Countries, etc.). 

Include complete DoB, Passport Number, or any ID data. 
Before classification athletes are licensed so they have an 
IF ID.  The idea to include a passport or ID Number 
should be completed with requesting this document or 
the license in case classification is out of competition.

Classification 
Code

7.2 Classification Master 
List

The list should not include the country, but the 
NPC or NF;
Should the list include more information, 
considering data protection? I think it should just 
include the information listed?



Classification 
Code

7.2 Around data collection and the master list.  The 
minimum data requirements does not have any 
mention of when an athlete was last classified.  
In my career I only ever got classified twice in 14 
years surely there should be something in place 
to at least be reassessed every five years.  I know 
this would require significant resource and I am 
perhaps opening up a huge issue but I am sure 
we can all think of certain athletes in our sports 
that have perhaps slipped through the cracks 
having once been given a permanent sporting 
class.

Classification 
Code

7.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Sometimes the year could be the same than 
other athletes with similar surname, specially in 
athletes that have similar and various family 
names (Brazil, Portugal, Asian Countries, etc.)

It is possible to include the date of birth completely?

Classification 
Code

7.2 and 7.3 These should be combined and simplified.  Year 
of birth is not necessary and can be in conflict 
with data protection

"Each IF shall make available on its website the 
classification list in terms of its rules."

Classification 
Code

7.2 This does not specify Preferred name or 
Passport name. It is necessary to have Passport 
name when checking against Accreditations for 
the Games, also important where Accreditations 
are also the Player's visa. With Youth Games now 
on the programme full date of birth will be 
necessary to determine/confirm eligibility.

Athletes name, as on Passport. Change Year of birth to 
date of birth.



Classification 
Code

7.3 Governance and 
Scope

Will IFs really send their Classification Master 
List or only publish it on their website? Anyway, it 
would be great to set a certain date or maybe 
two dates a year for the issuing so IPC, NFs and 
IPC are aware when they have to visit the 
website to find an updated document. How will 
IPC guarantee IF meet this article? Signing the 
acceptance of the Code is not enough 
guarantee.

IFs should publish and update the Classification Master 
List in the 15 days following an International 
Classification 

Classification 
Code

7.3 Other Classification Masterlist must be available to 
athlets, too.

Classification 
Code

7.3 Data Storage and 
Protection - 
Classification 
Masterlist

Masterlists should be publicly available to 
Athletes, NFs, NPCs and IPC

Rewording:
Addition of the word "publicly" and removal of "relevant"
"IFs shall make publicy available their Classification 
Masterlist to their respective National Federations (NFs) 
and to NPCs and the IPC."

Classification 
Code

7.3. Add: upon request.

Classification 
Code

7.3 Other wording change IFs shall make their Athlete Classification Master List 
available to their respective National Federations (NFs) 
and relevant NPCs, and to the IPC.

Classification 
Code

7.3 No mention of website?



Classification 
Code

7.2 and 7.3 IWBF does not agree that data should be 
available on the website. It should be an IF 
decision on how they share their data with their 
members federations.

Delete 7.3

Classification 
Code

8 Other Add in the Classification Research Centres

Classification 
Code

8.1 This should be left to the IF to decide whom it 
wishes to educate and make aware as well as 
how and which topics - education is obvious to 
ensure sustainability so this can also be 
superfluous

Change to "IFs should implement classification education 
and awareness programmes." and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

8.1 Education "Awareness Programmes" are not a defined 
term; "Ability" (comment) should not be 
capitalized here, even though it is a defined term

Classification 
Code

8.1 Education Education and awareness programmes should 
be left to the IF to devise

Change to "IFs should implement classification education 
and awareness programmes." Remove the bullet points.

Classification 
Code

8.1 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

8.1 This should be left to the IF to decide whom it 
wishes to educate and make aware as well as 
how and which topics.

Change to "IFs should implement classification education 
and awareness programmes." and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

8.1 comment IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

wording change [Comment: to art. 8.1: Education programmes should 
also ensure the Athlete’s Ability, as well professionals in 
health and science, to understand the Impairment and 
related Activity Limitation in sport.]



Classification 
Code

8.1 Comment Other I repeat a previous comment: Classification 
should be as complex as needed and as simple 
as possible. However, classification is extremely 
complex. So I don't think everybody can 
understand the process and principles.

The complexity of classifying should be addressed in the 
introduction.

Classification 
Code

8.2 This is very wide and given the sport specific 
nature of classification, voluntary cooperation 
would be more practical as not everyone is 
interested in TT classification - perhaps a niche 
market!

Delete 8.2

Classification 
Code

8.2 This should be a voluntary activity initiated by an 
IF.

Delete 8.2

Classification 
Code

8.2 Very general. Is it a necessary statement? 
Classification is specific to each IF, and how the 
IF relates to the IPC Code. May be a topic for a 
forum but do not see why it is in the Code.

Classification 
Code

8.3 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

Research to comply with International Standards IPC should make available the relevant standards

Classification 
Code

8.3 Other Ditto ….shall comply with internationally recognized…..



Classification 
Code

8.4 There are several issues which should be 
considered in terms of research which may be 
defined as academic: 1.  researchers will need to 
learn about the sport and classification in order 
to provide sensible research outputs. 2.  some 
classifiers can do the research. 3. academic 
research is often not practical research and then 
academia supersedes practicality.  4. unless the 
research question is clearly and succinctly 
defined, the researchers will find a way to find 
other details to research and consume more 
money. 5. in classification, there is the practical 
application of cooperation between medical and 
technical experts which is invaluable and the 
system is monitored by other experts - the 
players and coaches as well as a peer review by 
other classifiers. 6.  classification is not done in 
laboratories. 7. each athlete is unique

Change to "IFs should develop evidence based 
classification systems" and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

8.4 Research in this context is not clearly defined. 
Can be evidence based without being a specific 
research project. 

where possible through research projects

Classification 
Code

8.4 Definition and 
Purpose

The evidence based classification systems needs 
to be published.

Add that the classification systems need to be published 
in this article.

Classification 
Code

8.4 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

wording change IFs should develop sport-based Athlete Classification 
systems through research, particularly through analysis 
of performance.

Classification 
Code

8.4 Classification 
Research

Remove 'through research' at the end of the sentence



Classification 
Code

8.4 There are several issues which should be 
considered in terms of research which may be 
defined as required by individual IFs and of a 
sport specific  nature.

Change to "IFs should develop evidence based 
classification systems" and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

8.5 As a principle, "e.g." is not good in a policy 
document

Delete "for example biomechanical, kinesiology and 
physiology." and this will provide flexibility to the IF

Classification 
Code

8.5 should also allow for observation and sport 
specific.

Classification 
Code

8.5 Other This is not entirely correct Classification research can be uni-disciplinary and 
multidisciplinary, both contributing to the necessary 
holistic approach of the classification issue.

Classification 
Code

8.5 Add the word "medical" to the list

Classification 
Code

8.5 Other The Chief Classifier must be aware of the three 
techniques (PI, VI and II) of classification and 
not just the IP Classification.

Can we add examples such as: psychology, mental 
intelligence, cognitive ...

Classification 
Code

8.5 Definition and 
Purpose

The ideal would be that classification evaluation 
is thought and planned to collect all data that 
could be of interest for researches/scientifics. To 
what extent can you ask athletes to offer on a 
voluntary base to be measured, make 
movements that can be painful or in the case of 
the B/Vi to be “touched” in their eyes more than 
really necessary? 



Classification 
Code

8.5 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

wording change Athlete Classification research should be multi-
disciplinary, for example, biomechanics, kinesiology, and 
physiology and how they impact on athlete performance.

Classification 
Code

8.5 Other "e.g." should not be used in a policy document, 
as examples are limiting

Remove "for example biomechanical, kinesiology and 
physiology." 

Classification 
Code

8.5 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

Classification 
Code

8.5 The nature of the research should be 
determined by the IF.

Delete "for example biomechanical, kinesiology and 
physiology." and this will provide flexibility to the IF

Classification 
Code

8.5 Again this does not seem to take account of 
team sports. For instance in Sitting Volleyball 
research can also be based on the type of pass a 
player is able to make, for instance depending 
on hand impairment. Multi-disciplinary yes, but 
examples are not needed here.

Delete the examples.

Classification 
Code

8.5 comment IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

wording change [Comment to art. 8.5: The Athlete’s contribution and 
confidence in Athlete Classification systems is essential. 
In addition to disciplinary experts, Athlete input must be 
solicited to assist in research and improvement in Athlete 
Classification systems.]

Classification 
Code

Comment 8.5 This is not necessary as it is normal practice Delete the comment

Classification 
Code

8.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Not information about the minimal timeline is 
provided.

Include it.



Classification 
Code

8.6 Education and 
Research

There should be an explicit obligation on  the IF, 
the National Federations and/or National 
Paralympic Committees to communicate 
proposed changes in Classification Rules to 
Athletes via appropriate channels, for example 
via Athlete Representatives on relevant boards. 

Add an obligation which ensures that changes to 
Classification Rules are communicated to Athletes.

Classification 
Code

8.6 This should be flexible as there will be other 
stakeholders e.g. our sports scientists.  The IF, 
as the entity responsible, should undertake 
consultation as it sees fit otherwise changes to 
the system will never take place and an unfair 
issue would not be addressed

Change to "IFs should provide appropriate notice of 
changes to classification rules in terms of its rules." and 
delete the rest

Classification 
Code

8.6 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

Ifs cannot provide notice to NPCs as they are not 
the members of the IFs. 

What would work best here as wording is for IFs  to 
communicate this to NFs and IPC and IPC communicates 
to the NPCs and/or NFs should to their best capacity do 
this as well within their territory.

Classification 
Code

8.6 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

wording change IFs shall provide appropriate notice to National 
Federations, National Paralympic Committees and to the 
IPC of anticipated changes in their Athlete Classification 
Rules. The aforementioned parties shall be provided with, 
as applicable, the rationale for change, the proposed 
timelines for implementation and any rules related to 
transition. The same parties shall also be provided an 
opportunity to submit feedback and comments.



Classification 
Code

8.6 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

What is appropriate notice regarding anticipated 
changes? How quickly would the IPC respond to 
any notice of rule/method changes.Points 8.6 
and 8.7 contradict point 1.1 where it states that 
each IF shall have its own Classification Rules 
and Regulations, without mention of IPC 
approval.

Needs to be clarified in order to be compliant

Classification 
Code

8.6 Classification Rules How quickly would the IPC respond to any notice 
of rule/method changes? Delays on behalf of the 
IPC could mean a whole year missed or even a 
four-year period. Points 8.6 & 8.7 also contradict 
point 1.10 where it states that each IF shall have 
its own Classification Rules and Regulations, 
without mention of IPC approval.

Change to "IFs should provide appropriate notice of 
changes to classification rules in terms of its rules." The 
rest should be removed.

Classification 
Code

8.6 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

Define a minimum period for "appropriate 
notice" of IF rule changes.

minimum of 6 months

Classification 
Code

8.6 This should be flexible as there will be other 
stakeholders.  The IF, as the entity responsible, 
should undertake consultation as it sees fit 

Change to "IFs should provide appropriate notice of 
changes to its classification rules as required by its own 
rules." and delete the rest



Classification 
Code

8.7. Classification Rules Approval by IPC of classification rules. IF´s should have the right to propose their own changes 
and dicuss with IPC any impact to PG qualification 
criterio or athletes quota.

The wording in this section appears too mandatory and 
gives IF's  no own responsability. The writing of this 
section should be amanded.  But I agree on a certain 
control of IPC because of the Paralympic games. 
Because Paralympic Games is an IPC event. IPC should 
have control over classification in the Paralympic Games, 
but the wording in this section should be amanded. 

Classification 
Code

8.7 Education and 
Research

1. This refers to "Classification system changes" - 
should it in fact refer to Classification Rules? It 
would seem appropriate for the IPC to have to 
approve all changes in the Classification Rules.
2. It is understood that Classifiers are sometimes 
given guidance from an IF's Head 
Classifier/Chief Classifier on how to interpret 
Classification Rules.  Such guidance should be 
transparent and published to ensure National 
Federations, National Paralympic Committees 
and Athletes have the opportunity to understand 
the impact of any such guidelines, and if 
tantamount to a change in Classification Rules, 
these should be reviewed by the IPC and only 
implemented with their approval.  

Amend "Classification system changes" to "changes in 
Classification Rules".
Add an obligation in relation to guidance given to 
Classifiers.



Classification 
Code

8.7 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

We disagree.  See 9,1.5 as well                                                                                        IPC should be informed of changes; only if it has 
reference to procedural/timeline issues IPC should  be 
asked for approval 

Classification 
Code

8.7 This is not practical as the IPC is not a sport 
specific specialist and this undermines our 
governance processes.  If the IPC wishes to refer 
issues to the relevant IF of problems it may have 
noticed, that is welcomed

Delete 8.7

Classification 
Code

8.7 Classification 
research

Suggest greater clarity and explanation is 
needed here.

"IFs must be in communication with IPC before 
Classification Rules are implemented to ensure there is 
diligence in the process of classification research".

Classification 
Code

8.7 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

While we see appropriate that IPC sets the 
guidelines and the direction of the Classification 
Code and Classification Procedures, it is very 
challenging due to what each IF's constitution 
established for governance to asssume the IPC 
needs to approve this process. 
Same applies for 9.1.5

There should clearly be a best practice approach in how 
IFs must regularly share updates and developments with 
the IPC to ensure they are in line with what is expected 
and compliance with the code for development of 
evidence-based classification systems.

Classification 
Code

8.7 The IF is responsible for its own Classification 
system within the parameters of the IPC Code. 
The IF knows its sport and IPC must rely on the 
expertise within the sport. If IPC have concerns 
that an IF is not meeting the basic standards 
required then they should approach the sport to 
discuss. 

Delete or drastically amend in favour of the IFs.



Classification 
Code

8.7 Governance and 
Scope

Classification is governed by the IF's. So why a 
code and why should IF's ask permission to the 
IPC before changing classification systems? This 
should be made much more clear in the 
introduction.

Address the governance issue in the introduction and 
clarify how this is handled in a paragraph.

Classification 
Code

8.7 and 9.1.5 Governance and 
Scope

Give a common assessment framework for 
athletes is important.
In that way, we consider the provision specifying 
that IFs must have the approval of the IPC before 
classification system changes as an important 
step.

Classification 
Code

8.7 Other We fully disagree. It is not appropriate for the 
IPC to approve system changes for non IPC 
sports. This goes against point 1.1.

Remove 8.7 from the text

Classification 
Code

8.7 Other We wholly disagree. This effectively means that 
the IPC are setting our Classification rules - this 
goes against point 1.1                                                                                              

Remove 8.7

Classification 
Code

8.7 changes to 
classification 
systems.

The IPC only has jurisdiction at the paralytic 
games.  this applies to IPC sports.  if the IPC 
wants to have this level of jurisdiction they need 
to assist Ifs in finding funding and resources to 
effectively research and implement changes to 
systems.  

Classification 
Code

8.7 Each IF has its own rules governing changes to 
classification and other activities. It requires only 
the permission of its appropriate governing body 
to amend them.

Delete 8.7



Classification 
Code

8.7 IBSA is not in support of this clause.

Classification 
Code

New article 9 Governance Roles 
and Responsiblities

Addition of the role of National Federations 
(NFs) as members of IFs and NPCs around their 
activities being Code compliant

"National Federations (NFs)
9.7 The roles and responsibilities of National Federations 
include:
9.7.1 To ensure that national classification activities 
comply with the national classification rules and national 
classification policy 
9.7.2 To abide by the policies established by the IF to 
comply with the Code and the procedures to address non-
compliance with the Code "

Classification 
Code

9.1/9.5 could there be room to mention anything about 
the Athletes Council having some role to play in 
terms of channeling information from the 
athletes to the IPC in regards to classification?  I 
know in points 10.12 and 10.14 it is stated that 
athletes would be consulted on potential 
modifications but having us mentioned iunder 
the Governance section could potentially give us 
some legitimacy in terms of Athletes using the 
AC as  one possible way to raising issues or 
concerns.

Classification 
Code

9.1-9.6 Governance and 
Scope

wording change ADD [the obligation]: to begin each list

Classification 
Code

9.1.1 Governance and 
Scope

How will the IPC monitor implementation of the 
code, what system is proposed for doing this and 
how often

Needs clarity



Classification 
Code

9.1.1 Governance and 
Scope

Working with IFs cooperatively will be beneficial 
to all

Amend wording to: "To develop, maintain and support 
the implementation of the code…."

Classification 
Code

9.1.1 Working with IFs cooperatively will lead to better 
results

Change to "To develop, maintain and support the 
implementation of the code…."

Classification 
Code

9.1.1- 9.1.6 Working with IFs cooperatively will lead to better 
results in these areas. However if the Code 
applies only to IPC sports it could remain as 
written.

Change to "To develop, maintain and support the 
implementation of the code…." unless only applicable to 
IPC sports in which case the wording could remain.

Classification 
Code

9.1.2 This would make sense for IPC sports but not IFs Change to "To developand maintain sample rules." and 
delete the rest

Classification 
Code

9.1.2 IPC can provide sample rules but has no right to 
implement them where the independent IFs are 
concerned.

Change 'implement' to 'provide', or rephrase accordingly

Classification 
Code

9.1.3 Governance and 
Scope

it would be helpful to understand the definition 
of 'compliance' 

Classification 
Code

9.1.3 This can be simplified Change to "To require, as a condition of membership that 
all Members act in accordance with the Code"

Classification 
Code

9.1.3 and 9.1.4 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IPC

A major issue with the current code is 
compliance - to date no IF is fully compliant with 
the Code. 

Strongly recommend greater resources within IPC to 
support Classification Compliance, such as support role 
to work with the Medical & Scientific Director and the IPC 
Classification Committee to monitor and support the 
membership to comply with the Code.



Classification 
Code

9.1.3 and 9.1.4 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IPC

A major issue with the 2003 Code was 
compliance - to date no IF is 100% compliant 
with the Code and as a result the NPCs and 
Major Event Organisers complying with the Code 
has been an irrelevance. 

For the 2017 Code we'd also like to see not only 
more clarity around which IFs are compliant with 
which article of the Code, but also see IPC's 
compliance programme  move beyond a tick-box 
exercise merely ensure IFs have the appropriate 
written rules in place. Compliance should look at 
the quality, depth and sustainability of each IF's 
Classification Programme, as well as examine 
the athletes' experience of classification. 

Strongly recommend the establishment of a Working 
Group to advise the IPC Classification Committee and in 
turn the IPC Governing Board on how to monitor and 
support the membership to comply with the Code.

Classification 
Code

9.1.3 If referring to IPC members does not need to 
state 'including IFs and NPCs.

Delete ' 'including IFs and NPCs. 

Classification 
Code

9.1.4 Supporting compliance is more effective than 
monitoring

Change to "To support compliance…."

Classification 
Code

9.1.4 Governance and 
Scope

The IPC should support compliance rather than 
monitor

Change to "To support compliance…."

Classification 
Code

9.1.4 The IF is responsible for its Major Competitions 
and for ensuring that LOCs support compliance.

To monitor that all IPC Members are compliant with the 
IPC Code.

Classification 
Code

9.1.5 Governance and 
Scope

Remove Remove

Classification 
Code

9.1.5 Delete - see comment for 8.7 Delete



Classification 
Code

9.1.5 jursidiction and level of ability to refuse changes 
to systems?

Classification 
Code

9.1.5 As per 8.7 Delete

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Governance and 
Scope

* What funding is going to be available to the 
independent IFs? In an ideal world it would be 
helpful if all sports had the same opportunity to 
undertake research though funding sought by 
the IPC.                                                       *Witholding 
funding would be counterproductive, particularly 
when this funding is used for Classification                                                                                       

*Remove 3rd and 4th bullets and replace with "To advise 
the IF on changes which may enhance the classification 
process to meet the Code" and "To take corrective action 
as may be required".                 

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Second bullet is irrelevant for us and other 
sports as we have "zero classification"

Change to "To adopt and implement classification rules 
for the Paralympic Games as required

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 The phrasing of the bullet points does not 
naturally follow the word 'including'. Read 'To 
take appropriate action to……..including:- 

e.g. Bullet point one: the promotion ……...

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Governance and 
Scope

No need to specify what may happen remove punishments

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Last bullet 
point 

I would show this option much more as a threat 
to IF's

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Governance and 
Scope

If an IF is non compliant, how will it be notified 
by the IPC and what opportunity for working to 
compliance will be allowed

This needs to have a much clearer process for 
monitoring, what happens if non compliant and when 
funding may be impacted

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 First bullet should be edited as we have our own 
sports science committee to coordinate and 
undertake required research

Change to "To promote, conduct, commission, seek 
funding and provide grants for classification education 
and research"



Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Governance and 
Scope

The IPC should support and advise on 
compliance rather than 'take appropriate action'

Amend wording to: "To support and advise on 
compliance …."

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Supporting and advising is more helpful than 
acting to ensure compliance

Change to "To support and advise on compliance …."

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 To withhold funding may make matters worse 
particularly if it is to contribute to classification

Delete 3rd and 4th bullets and replace with "To advise 
the IF on changes which may enhance the classification 
process to meet the Code" and "To take corrective action 
as may be required".  Other sanctions are covered in the 
IPC constitution

Classification 
Code

9.1.6 Second bullet is irrelevant Change to "To adopt and implement classification rules 
for the Paralympic Games which are consistant with the 
IF rules and conform to the Code

Classification 
Code

9.2 to 9.4 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities

There is no reference to these organisations' role 
which relates specifically to Athletes.  
Presumably, there should be an obligation on 
them to provide relevant information to/educate 
Athletes and, at least in the case of the National 
Paralympic Committees to support Athletes in 
the Athlete Evaluation process and/or ensure 
that National Federations take on this role 
appropriately.  (Note the obligation on Athletes 
to "be knowledgeable of and comply with all 
applicable policies and rules adopted pursuant 
to the Code" at article 9.5 would seem 
challenging if no entity is responsible for 
communicating with and educating them.)

Add appropriate obligations.



Classification 
Code

9.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

Article 3.1 of the Code states that "Classification 
Personnel are fundamental to the effective 
implementation of Classification Rules" and 
while Article 3.6 states that IFs "shall offer 
classifier  pathways to obtain and maintain the 
Classifier competencies," we feel that classifier 
training and certification opportunities are 
fundamental to the growth of the Paralympic 
Movement that it should be included in this 
article as the list of IF responsibilities.

Similarly, Article 5.1 and the accompanying 
comment of  the IS for National Classification 
places an onus on NPCs and NFs to liaise with 
IFs to use IF classifier training resources, yet 
there is no corresponding onus on IFs to share 
their classifier training resources 

Strongly recommend additional article:

"The role and responsibilities of IFs include...

"9.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training and recruitment pathway. 

Strongly recommend the addition of a Comment to art 
9.2.5: " A classifier training pathway should include the 
sharing of classifier training resources with NPCs and 
NFs." 

Classification 
Code

9.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

Classifier training and certification opportunities 
need to be included to this article as the list of IF 
responsibilities.

Additional article:

"9.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training, development and recruitment 
pathway"



Classification 
Code

9.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

Article 3.1 of the Code states that "Classification 
Personnel are fundamental to the effective 
implementation of Classification Rules" and 
while Article 3.6 states that IFs "shall offer 
classifier  pathways to obtain and maintain the 
Classifier competencies," we feel that classifier 
training and certification opportunities are 
crucial to the growth of the Paralympic 
Movement that it should be included in this 
article.

Recommended new article:

"The role and responsibilities of IFs include...

"9.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a stepwise 
classifier training and recruitment pathway."

Classification 
Code

9.2.1 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

should include review of sport classes …including Eligibility Criteria and Sport Classes, in 
compliance with the Code.

Classification 
Code

9.2.1 International 
Federations

Inclusion of class profiles and methods of testing 
impairment into article 

"To develop, implement and regularly review 
Classification Rules including Eligiblity Criteria, class 
profiles and methods of testing impairment, in 
compliance with the Code" 

Classification 
Code

9.2.1 Add eligible impairments Change to "to develop, implement and review regularly 
the classification rules, including eligibility criteria and 
impairments"

Classification 
Code

9.2.1 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

We find it strange that IFs aren't mandated to 
publish their classification rules in the Code. It's 
mentioned in the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation but that isn't the correct 
place for it

Recommend rewrite:

"9.2.1 To develop, implement, regularly review and 
publish  Classification Rules, including Eligibility Criteria, 
in compliance with the Code ."

Classification 
Code

9.2.1 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

IFs must be mandated to publish their 
classification rules in the Code. 

Recommended rewording:

"9.2.1 To define, implement, regularly review and 
publish  Classification Rules, including Eligibility Criteria, 
in compliance with the Code ."



Classification 
Code

9.2.2 Governance and 
Scope

9.2.2 should refer to the IF's rules Amend to: "To develop and implement a policy for its 
members to comply with the IFs rules"

Classification 
Code

9.2.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

The need for IFs to take responsiblity and 
develop Evidence-Based classification systems.

Addition of new article:
The roles and responsibilities of IFs include...
"9.2.5  To  develop evidence based classification systems 
for their sport"

Classification 
Code

9.2.2 As the IF will need to check its rules are in line 
with the code, this should refer to the IF's rules

Change to "To develop and implement a policy for its 
members to comply with the IFs rules"

Classification 
Code

9.2.2 Should refer to the IF's Code, Rules and 
Procedures

and provide a Classifier pathway with structured courses.

Classification 
Code

9.2.3 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
IFs

This article says that IFs are responsible for the 
"promotion" of Classification research. We 
consider the need for IFs to develop Evidence-
Based classification systems as critical to the 
Paralympic Games retaining its credibility as an 
elite sport competition in the medium to long 
term - as a consequence we feel that the 
wording of this responsibility does not go far 
enough.

Recommend new article:

"The roles and responsibilities of IFs include...

"9.2.5  To develop and implement an action plan for 
commissioning and applying research in order to develop 
Evidence Based Classification systems for their sport."

Classification 
Code

9.2.3 Education Include a minimal points about how classification 
education should be provied by IF´s, developing an IS 
abou education and certification.

Classification 
Code

9.2.3 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

Should clearly reflect or acknowledge those IFs 
that are also working for education and are 
implementing educational and certification 
programmes

Add: "To promote Classification education and research 
and implement certification programmes".

Classification 
Code

9.2.3 Should specify education for Classifiers 



Classification 
Code

9.2.4 Governance and 
Scope

Should the role of the NF be expanded to 
provide more clarity regarding expectations 
given what is described in 9.3 in relation to the 
role of the NPC 

Classification 
Code

9.2.4 Add: Support the STC when and where required.

Classification 
Code

9.2.4 Usually the IF has some requirements for its 
national member organisations to comply with 
the IF rules which include classification rules.

Delete or change to "To recommend that National 
Federations apply all the appropriate IF rules, including 
classification rules"

Classification 
Code

9.2.4 Usually the IF has some requirements like 
applying the rules which include classification 
rules

Delete or change to "To recommend that National 
Federations apply all its rules, including classification 
rules"

Classification 
Code

9.3 Governance and 
Scope

 Classification at national level usuallly falls 
under the jurisdiction of the NFs.                                                                                 

To decide about the roles and responsibilities between 
NFs and NPCs should be up to the Nations

Classification 
Code

9.3 Clarify that the NPC has 2 roles:  to comply with 
the classification rules of the IF and to support 
NFs in classification

Delete all bullets and replace with "To comply with the 
classification rules of the relevant IF" and "To support the 
relevant NF in implementing its classification rules"

Classification 
Code

9.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Its very important that this paragraf is abided! See the comment.

Classification 
Code

9.3 Governance and 
Scope

National classification rules should follow the 
international rules. Classification at national 
level falls under the jurisdiction of the NFs not 
the NPCs. NPCs should only have a role in the 
Classification of IPC Sport. The NPCs two roles 
should be defined.                                                                                   

Remove all bullet points and replace with "To comply 
with the classification rules of the relevant IF" and "To 
support the relevant NF in implementing its classification 
rules"



Classification 
Code

9.3 NPCs The roles and responsibilities of the NPC here 
should reflect the wording outlined in the ISNC 
and include an over riding statement, see 
sugestions:

The roles and responsibilities of an NPC is to increase 
participation of athletes from grass roots development to 
elite participation by developing a National classification 
Strategy to:
9.3.1 Coordinate a National classification program which 
will have: best practice models for athlete evaluation, 
athlete protests and appeals, classifier training and data 
protection; National Classification education and 
awareness resources and ensure there is NF compliance 
to the Code and IF rules and regulations.
9.3.2 Coordinate stakeholder relationships between the 
NF, IF, IPC, ISOD and Regions.
9.3.3 Develop a Supra-National Classification Strategy 
for developing regional nations.

Classification 
Code

9.3.1 Governance and 
Scope

Will there be a standard in relation to National 
Classification Rules?

Classification 
Code

9.3.1 and 9.3.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
NPCs

These articles remain unachievable while IFs 
remain non-compliant with the Code and IPC 
continue to refrain  from disclosing which IFs are 
in compliance with which elements of the Code

Strongly recommend the establishment of a Working 
Group to advise the IPC Classification Committee and in 
turn the IPC Governing Board on how to monitor and 
support the membership to comply with the Code.

Classification 
Code

9.3.1 Needs to recognise that NFs are required to 
implement the Classification Rules. 

add 'including by a sport's NF'

Classification 
Code

9.3.3 Governance and 
Scope

NFs should have a role in education of the 
international classification rules

Classification 
Code

9.3.3 add ' and the requirements of the relevant sport IF.



Classification 
Code

9.3.3 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities -
NPC

Change to 9.3.3 wording given recommendation 
to make the International Standard for National 
Classification a best practice model.

Removal of a section of article:
9.3.3 "......In accordance with the International Standard 
for National Classification"

Classification 
Code

9.3.4 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities -
NPC

Addition of role of NPC in stakeholder 
relationships (taken from article 2.3, IS for 
National Classification) 

Addition of:
9.3.4 "NPCs shall manage key stakeholder relationships 
wtih the National Federations and with the IPC, IFs, 
ISODs and Regions"

Classification 
Code

9.4 Governance and 
Scope

*What is the definition of a Major Competition 
Organiser? NB, the UNIQLO Wheelchair Tennis 
Tour consists of 160 tournaments per year                                                                          
*What is the role of a Major competition 
organizer in classification? The sport is 
responsible for classification procedures                                             
* Major competition organizers should have no 
role at all in classification other than to carry out 
the job of organizing the event.

Remove 9.4 as it does not apply to all sports

Classification 
Code

9.4 It is the IF that has the responsibility for 
implementing the Code at its competitions. 
MCOs and LOC's facilitate the process by 
providing the facilities as per International 
Standards.

Rewrite stressing responsibility to facilitate.

Classification 
Code

9.4 MCOs provide classification facilities and 
nothing else as it is the IF which implements

Delete



Classification 
Code

9.4 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Major Competition 
Organisers

These articles remain unachievable while IFs 
remain non-compliant with the Code and IPC 
continue to refrain  from disclosing which IFs are 
in compliance with which elements of the Code

Strongly recommend the establishment of a Working 
Group to advise the IPC Classification Committee and in 
turn the IPC Governing Board on how to monitor and 
support the membership to comply with the Code.

Classification 
Code

9.4 Major Competition Organisers provide 
classification facilities and nothing else as it is 
the IF which carries out the actual classification.

Delete

Classification 
Code

9.4.1&9.4.2 Classification Rules Should it be expected that major event 
organizers develop enough knowledge of the 
Code or should the reference in the text read "IF 
Classification Regulations" instead of "Code" as 
the first are supposd to be in compliance with 
the second? 

Classification 
Code

9.4.1 Governance and 
Scope

Major competition organizers to work under the 
IF or IPC direction

Add to the end of the sentence at 9.4.1  "Under the IF or 
IPC (as relevant) direction."

Classification 
Code

9.4.1 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

9.4.1 states that major games organizers are “To 
implement Classification procedures for 
Competitions which conform with the code. “  
recommendation to add to the end of the sentence 
the words “under the direction of the IF or IPC 

Classification 
Code

9.4.2 Roles and 
responsibilities

I would replace this by To take appropriate action FOR IFS TO BE ABLE TO 
OFFER ATHLETE EVALUATION AND PROTEST 
OPPORTUNITIES AS DESCRIBED IN THEIR 
CLASSIFICATION RULES AND THE CODE



Classification 
Code

9.5 Governments, Roles 
and Responsibilities

Should there not be an explicit obligation on 
Athletes to not "Intentionally Misrepresent"?  
Also, it would also be helpful to clarify at least in 
a comments section what the "adequate 
information" is likely to consist of, for the 
purposes of 9.5.3.

Add an obligation not to Intentionally Misrepresent. 
Add comment describing "Adequate Information" that is 
likely to be required.  

Classification 
Code

9.5 This is operational and should not be included 
here - for us it is included in our rules, code and 
code of conduct and some of it is duplicated in 
the ISAE or earlier in the code

Delete

Classification 
Code

9.5 Add "athletes are not to, through any deliberate act or 
omission, intentionally misrepresent their abilities when 
competing or when being evaluated to obtain a sport 
class or sport class status under the Code of their IF’s 
rules"

Classification 
Code

9.5 This is operational and should not be included 
here. These things are included in our rules, 
classification code and code of conduct. Some 
of it is duplicated in the ISAE or earlier in the 
code.

Delete

Classification 
Code

9.5.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

It is not clear what asking athletes to "take 
responsibility" for Athlete Evaluation actually 
means.

Recommend rewrite:

"9.5.2 To be available for Athlete Evaluation when 
requested and to cooperate fully with the process."



Classification 
Code

9.5.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

Ambiguity in asking athletes to "take 
responsibility" for Athlete Evaluation. 

Reword:
"To be available for  Athlete Evaluation when requested 
and to cooperate fully with the process."

Classification 
Code

9.5.2 ….to take responsibility for……'? In what sense?

Classification 
Code

9.5.2 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

Requesting athletes to "take responsibility" for 
Athlete Evaluation is open to subjective 
interpretation.

Recommended rewording:

"9.5.2 To be available for Athlete Evaluation when 
requested and to cooperate fully with the process."

Classification 
Code

9.5.3 Roles and 
responsibilities

Athletes should also report changes to their 
impairment

Classification 
Code

9.5.4 Athlete and Support 
Personnel (Role of 
Athlete)

Inclusion of NPC into this statement.  NPCs may 
support athletes, athlete representatives where 
there is evidence of non-compliance with IPC 
Code

To disclose to their NF, NPC and IF any inconsistent 
application of the IF Classification rules adopted 
pursuant to the Code, and to co-oprate with NFs, NPCs 
and IFs in investigating Classification violations

Classification 
Code

9.5.4 Governance and 
Scope

The IF will need to define the process (and make 
it available) so that athletes know “how” to go 
about disclosing any inconsistent application of 
the IF Classification rules.  The IF and NF should 
both have complaint processes clearly defined 
so that participants know the steps to follow. 

Recommendation to add a section to 9.5

Classification 
Code

9.5.5 Governance and 
Scope

It is unrealistic to insist that athletes participate 
in the process of education, and Classification 
research

Remove 9.5.5



Classification 
Code

9.6 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

This article needs to clarify the role of Athlete 
Support Personnel during Athlete Evaluation 
process.

Addition to article 9.6:
"9.6.4 To support the Athlete Evaluation process by 
assisting the athlete to provide a true reflection of the 
degree or nature of the athlete’s impairment throughout 
the process and support communication between the 
athlete and the classifiers."

Classification 
Code

9.6 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

We welcome the addition of this Article to the 
revised Code, however we are aware that there is 
considerable inconsistencies between and even 
within IFs of a classifiers' expectations of an 
Athlete Support Personnel's Role specifically 
during the Athlete Evaluation process. 

This article does not clarify the role of Athlete 
Support Personnel during Athlete Evaluation 
process.

Recommend additional article:

"The Roles and Responsibilities of Athlete Sport 
Personnel include...

"9.6.4 To support the Athlete Evaluation process by 
assisting the athlete to provide a true reflection of the 
degree or nature of the athlete’s impairment throughout 
the process and to respect the role of the classifier."

Classification 
Code

9.6 Other Add in 9.6.4 9.6.4 To assist in the development, management and 
implementation of Athlete Classification systems

Classification 
Code

9.6 This is operational and should not be included 
here - for us it is included in our rules, code and 
code of conduct and some of it is duplicated in 
the ISAE or earlier in the code

Delete

Classification 
Code

9.6 Ditto comments on 9.5 Delete



Classification 
Code

9.6 Governance, Roles 
and Responsibilities - 
Athlete and Support 
Personnel

The addition of this Article is welcomed, 
however, the role of Athlete Support Personne 
during the Athlete Evaluation process needs to 
be defined. 

Recommended new article:

"The Roles and Responsibilities of Athlete Sport 
Personnel include...

"9.6.4 To support the Athlete Evaluation process by 
assisting the athlete to provide a true reflection of the 
degree or nature of the athlete’s impairment throughout 
the process and to respect the role of the classifier."

Classification 
Code

9.6.2 Other Athlete Support Personnel may be assigned by 
an NF/NPC to attend classification with an 
athlete as part of a job/position role but not have 
any personal or professional relationship with 
that athlete.  The ability to "influence" when the 
individual does not have a close personal 
relationship with the athlete is negligible. Values 
and behavior are subjective and not easily 
measured.

delete this article

Classification 
Code

9.6.3 Other Should NPCs be mentioned here as well as NF?

Classification 
Code

9.6.3 Athlete and Support 
Personnel (Role of 
Support personnel)

Inclusion of NPC into this statement.  NPCs may 
support athletes, athlete representatives where 
there is evidence of non-compliance with IPC 
Code

"To disclose to their NF, NPC and IF any inconsistent 
application of the IF Classification rules adopted 
pursuant to the Code, and to co-operate with NFs, NPCs 
and IFs in investigating Classification violations"

Classification 
Code

9.6.3 Add: STC and their role and responsibility



Classification 
Code

10.1 Other Inconsistency with terminology. For consistency, 
use the term 'member' rather than 'signatory' 

"It is intended that each member…"

Classification 
Code

10.1 In most other parts of the code and documents it 
refers to members and now "signatory" appears.  
To have consistency, continue with member 
throughout all documents

Change to "each member shall accept the code by 
signing a declaration once approved by its respective 
governing body" and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

10.1 In most other parts of the code and documents it 
refers to members and now suddenly "signatory" 
appears.  To have consistency, continue with 
"member". To be required to provide written 
guarantee that the Code has been approved by 
the IF is in conflict with other parts of the Code 
which allows for IF flexibility and without which 
IFs will not agree. It also is in conflict with 10.4.

Change to "each member shall accept the general 
provisions of the code by signing a declaration once 
approved by its respective governing body" and delete 
the rest

Classification 
Code

10.2 Classification Rules Refer back to comment 9.4 (above) Remove 10.2

Classification 
Code

10.2 See comment to 9.4 Delete

Classification 
Code

10.3 As this is a membership requirement, this seems 
not to be necessary

Delete

Classification 
Code

10.3 Why is this deemed necessary? Delete

Classification 
Code

10.4 In what amount of time? How long do IF's get to 
implement applicable code or change their code 
so its consistent with this one?



Classification 
Code

10.4 to 10.17 Classification Rules Use 'member' not 'signatory' Replace 'signatory' with 'member' 

Classification 
Code

10.4, 10.5, 10.6, 
10.7, 10.8, 10.10 
etc

Use member not signatory

Classification 
Code

10.5 Implementation of 
the Code

Each Signatory should be encouraged to use the 
International Standard not Model of Best 
Practice.

Classification 
Code

10.6. Is 1 january 2016 to soon?

Classification 
Code

10.6, 10.7, 10.8, 
10.9

These clauses are too restrictive for IFs If these clauses remain they need to reflect the flexibility 
for IFs noted in the other parts of the Code.

Classification 
Code

10.7 Governance and 
Scope

Could IPC be more explicit about the way to 
monitor /surveillance the compliance with the 
Code by each of the Signatories? Should it be 
through reports, could IPC say the periodicity of 
them? If one of the sanctions is exclusion from 
the Games each NPC have to care for the 
compliance at the different levels, maybe some 
of them out of reach for the NPCs 

Classification 
Code

10.7 Other Each signatory shall implement the Code on or 
before 1 January 2017.

Additional : All IF and NPC may have a self-audit on or 
before 1 January 2017.



Classification 
Code

10.7/10.8 don’t specify whether a signatory needs to be 
completely compliant or if any deviations from 
complete compliance will be acceptable. 
anguage should be added to define compliance 
more broadly so that a sport will not be excluded 
if it is not compliant with each and every aspect 
of the Code and related standards

Classification 
Code

10.8 Simplify the sentence Each member shall report on the implementation of the 
code as requested by the IPC from time to time

Classification 
Code

10.8 Monitoring 
Compliance

It is not clear how NPCs can be Code compliant 
when they do not have specific sport 
classification rules or regulation. It has a role to 
ensure its member organisations are Code 
compliant of which the NPC monitors.

Guidelines on how compliance will be monitored and the 
frequencey of this.

Classification 
Code

10.8 Other too difficult to understand 

Classification 
Code

10.8 Governance and 
Scope

Reporting on compliance Need clarity regarding the expectations for reporting, 
how often, how and the time frame, how will Ifs be 
notified if not compliant

Classification 
Code

10.8 Classification Rules Simplify the sentence

Classification 
Code

10.9 Changes would make it more helpful "Members should identify the areas where full 
compliance has not been possible together with reasons 
therefor and proposed remedial action for discussion with 
the IPC"



Classification 
Code

10.9 Other Does the 10.10 object include only IF or, IF and 
NPC?

The Code should make an object clear only IF or ,IF and 
NPC.

Classification 
Code

10.10 Acceptance, 
Implementation, 
Compliance and 
Modifications - 
Consequence of 
Non-Compliance 
with the Code

It is not clear who will determine the sanctions 
on a non-compliant Signatory.  Presumably this 
is the IPC.

Change the second sentence of 10.10 to "non-
compliance with the Code shall result in sanctions 
determined by the IPC that may include:....".

Classification 
Code

10.10 This is perhaps in the wrong order, very 
restrictive and in conflict with current 9.1.6 and 
sanctions are already covered in the constitution

Change to "non-compliance with the code may result in 
sanctions" and delete the rest

Classification 
Code

10.10 Classification Rules This point should be revised as it is very. 
Moreover sanctions are included in the 
constitution

Wording suggestion: "Non-compliance with the code may 
result in sanctions" . The rest can be removed

Classification 
Code

10.11 Acceptance, 
Implementation, 
Compliance and 
Modifications - 
Consequence of 
Non-Compliance 
with the Code

It is not clear whether the sanctions referred to 
here as appealable to CAS are only those under 
this clause 10.10 or all sanctions issued under 
the Code.  

Suggest 10.11 is amended to read "the imposition of 
sanctions under Article 10.10 may be appealed to the 
Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS)".

Classification 
Code

10.11 Classification Rules Re-word point 10.11 Wording suggestion: "An appeal against a sanction may 
be submitted to CAS"

Classification 
Code

10.11 Phrasing can be better Change to "An appeal against a sanction may be 
submitted to CAS"



Classification 
Code

10.12 Classification Rules The IPC Governing Board should not approach 
Athletes directly, they should go through the 
Members (signatories).

Change wording to 'The IPC Governing Board shall be 
responsible for overseeing the evolution and 
development of the Code. Members and Athletes through 
their NFs shall be invited to participate in this process'. 

Classification 
Code

10.12 The IF represents its athletes.  If as an IF, the 
IPC wishes to consult the athletes within the IPC 
sports, that should be covered in the 
classification rules of the IPC sport

Delete athlete

Classification 
Code

10.13 Modifications to the 
Code

The intended lifetime of the Code and 
International Standards should be stated in this 
article. "Reviewed on a regular basis" is too 
vague. Giving different shelf lives to the Code 
and International Standards will help make a 
distinction between them and would allow the 
Code to be a longer term document and the 
International Standards to be focused on current 
classification processes. 

At the moment the Code and International 
Standards are both mandatory and reviewed 
simultaneously . 

Recommend rewrite:

"10.13  The IPC will commence the process for reviewing 
and revising The Code no later than 2027. Each 
International Standard will be reviewed following the 
Paralympic Games"

Classification 
Code

10.13 Modifications to the 
Code

The intended timeframe or minimum timeframe 
for the review of the Code and International 
Standards should be stated in this article. 

Recommend that the intended or minimum timeframe for 
Code and International Standards to be reviewed be 
agreed upon and included in the Code



Classification 
Code

10.13 Other The word REGULAR in this sentence could 
create inconsistencies with the application of 
this article 

Instead of the Code and International Standards may be 
reviewed – it should read, will be reviewed following a set 
timeline

Classification 
Code

10.13-1016 World Archery does not see any reason to deny 
IFs the opportunity to initiate possible changes 
to the Code and/or any of the accompanying 
documents.

Amend to include IFs as possible initiators of 
amendments to the documents.

Classification 
Code

10.14 Governance and 
Scope

wording change The IPC Governing Board shall initiate proposed 
amendments to the Code and shall ensure a consultative 
process to both receive and respond to recommendations 
advanced by its Members. The IPC Governing Board shall 
alsofacilitate review and feedback from Athletes, 
Signatories and other parties who are invited to propose 
or review recommended amendments.

Classification 
Code

10.15 Modifications to the 
Code

It should be added how changes to the 
International Standards can be made, or how 
new International Standards can be added

Changes to the International Standards shall be accepted 
by the Governing Board by a …majority after appropriate 
consulation with the Signatories; Changes to the 
International Standards shall take affect three months 
after approval

Classification 
Code

10.15 Governance and 
Scope

All changes to Code and IS approved by IPC GA. "Amendments to the Code and International Standards 
shall, after appropriate consultation, be approved by a 
two-thirds majority of the IPC General Assembly."

Classification 
Code

10.15 Other All documents should be approved  and 
reviewed at the Governing Board Level.

Both the IS and the Code should be approved by a 2/3 
majority of the IPC GB. 



Classification 
Code

10.16 Modifications to the 
Code

Not sure what it means for the IPC to implement 
the Code within one year, as IFs are expected to 
accept the Code within one year. The Code 
should take effect on the day of approval, and 
the IPC, the Ifs and NPCs have one year to 
accept/ sign the Code.

Classification 
Code

10.16 Governance and 
Scope

All changes to Code and IS approved by IPC GA. "The IPC shall implement any applicable amendment to 
the Code and International Standards within one year of 
approval by the IPC General Assembly."

Classification 
Code

10.8 Monitoring 
Compliance

It is not clear how NPCs can be Code compliant 
when they do not have specific sport 
classification rules or regulation. It has a role to 
ensure its member organisations are Code 
compliant of which the NPC monitors.

Guidelines on how compliance will be monitored and the 
frequencey of this.

Classification 
Code

11 Add in section The Code and all International Standards passed 
thereunder are to be read together and interpreted as a 
complete code

Classification 
Code

11.2 As stated earlier the 10 key elements should be 
in the main body of the Code.

Classification 
Code

11.3 Definition and 
Purpose

wording change The headings used for the various Parts and Articles of 
the Code are designed for convenience only and shall not 
be deemed part of the substance of the Code; or to affect 
in any way the language of the provisions to which they 
refer.

Classification 
Code

11.5 Classification Rules As proposed at the ………………………., all 
comments should be removed. 

Remove 11.5



Classification 
Code

11.5 As proposed, delete all comments and this can 
also be deleted

Delete

Classification 
Code

11.5 Not needed if comments are extracted and 
handled differently

Classification 
Code

3.5.1.1 Protests add license or IF identification number add license or IF identificationnumber

Classification 
Code

Appendix 1 I would take this list out and refer to the IPC 
Handbook where all members are listed, for it 
not to be outdated

Classification 
Code

Appendix 1 Governance and 
Scope

Separate IFs from Recognised IFs

Classification 
Code

Appendix 1 Definition and 
Purpose

Governance of Football-7-a-side will change 
january 1st 2015

International Federation of Cerebral Palsy Football 
(IFCPF)

Classification 
Code

Appendix 1 Sitting Volleyball - World ParaVolley (one word 
and caps as shown) NOT WOVD.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 1 International 
Federations

This table will be out-of-date by the time the 
Code is due to be implemented on 1 Jan 2017. 
Changes are also likely to occur during the 
probable lifetime of this Code - in particular the 
Recognised International Federations. 

Remove Appendix and instead have a clear table in the 
same format on IPC's website that can be readily 
updated. 

Make reference to this table in the Code.

Classification 
Code

Glossary Chief Classifier Conflict of interest should include Heads of 
Classification not just classifiers

Add HoC

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Minimum Degree of 
Impairment"

The International Standard or Athlete Evaluation 
uses the term "Minimum Impairment"

Delete "Degree of" from definition to ensure consistency 
with International Standard on Athlete Evaluation



Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Athlete Evaluation" In the IPC International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation, this term is used to refer to the 
assessment process in general (including the 
multiple stages) as well as the specific non-
competitive assessment/physical examination.  
This is confusing

Add new definitions for each of the specific elements of 
Athlete Evaluation including in particular the non-
competitive assessment/physical examination at which 
the assessment of minimum impairment and allocation of 
Sport Class is generally undertaken (subject to any in 
competition observations).  

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Eligibility" This definition does not seem to work. Review definition and query whether a definition of 
Eligibility is actually needed; it is not used very often but 
is used within "Eligibility Criteria" which is not a defined 
term.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"In Competition" Does this definition work? It is difficult to 
understand. 

Review definition.  

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Ineligibility" Should this definition clarify that the 
consequence of not reaching the eligibility 
criteria and therefore being Ineligible is that the 
Athlete will not be permitted to compete in 
Competitions?

Review definition.  

Classification 
Code

Glossary Definition and 
Purpose

The definition of classification needs 
ammending.  Classification is the structure for 
sport participation not only competition as it 
reads.  Also the definition is very good for PI 
classification but does not address VI and II 
classifiation as well as it could.

Propose rewording of competition to "sport 
participation".  Also propose rewording of definition to 
better include all types of classification.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other The IPC Classification Committee must liaise 
with the IFs in relation to classification

Amend wording: "The IPC Standing Committee is 
responsible for recommending policies, guidelines and 
procedures and liaising with the IFs on issues relating to 
classification"

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other Conflict of Interest' should include Heads of 
Classification as well as classifiers

Add HoC



Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other Revise NPC definition. The IF is responsible for 
the preparation of athletes for Paralympic 
Games and is also a representative of athletes 
with a disability.

Change to "A national organisation responsible for the 
selection and presentation of athletes to events 
sanctioned by the IPC and recognised as the NPC for a 
country or territory by the IPC ……"

Classification 
Code

Glossary Minimum degree of impairment should be 
minimal eligibility to be consistent

Change to "Minimal eligibility"

Classification 
Code

Glossary Assuming MCO is deleted from the code, this 
can also be deleted

Delete

Classification 
Code

Glossary Assuming we use "member", this can be deleted Delete "signatory"

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Glossary Athlete Evaluation: The process by which an Athlete is assessed in 
accordance with the Classification rules of the IF FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF ALLOCATING A SPORT CLASS.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Glossary Head of Classification does not have to be a 
classifier (!)

A PERSON responsible…

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Glossary Sport Class A category defined by each IF, WHICH IS ALLOCATED TO 
an Athlete in reference to an Activity Limitation resulting 
from an Impairment FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
PARTICIPATION IN PARALYMPIC SPORT.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other Glossary - Head of Classification definition does 
not match language in Section 3.9

"A person or group identified by the IF…"

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other Glossary - Protest Panel Language should align with Section 5 of IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

It is a capability nto ability change ability to capability



Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

redefine activity limitation Reduced level of performance that an individual may 
experience relative to other Athletes in executing 
activities in a sport specific environment.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

redefine athlete For purposes of Athlete Classification, any person who 
participates in sport at the International Level (as defined 
by each IF) or national level (as defined by each National 
Federation (NF) or Nationl Paralympic Committee (NPC)) 
and any additional person who participates in sport at a 
lower level if designated by the person's NF or NPC.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

 I really do not think that we need this as the 
definition of Impairment below is sufficient?  In a 
sports document the fewer references to health 
the better, Impairment is sufficient!)

remove health condition

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

redefine IF A sport federation recognized by the IPC as the sole world-
wide representative of a sport for Paralympic Athletes 
that has been granted the status as a Paralympic Sport 
by the IPC.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Remove the use of ICF terminology Replace ICF with 'Terminology used within the Code' 
defined as: A unified and standard language and 
framework as approved by the IPC Governing Board that 
serves as a foundation for sport-based decisions that 
have proven to be reliable within Paralympic Sport

Classification 
Code

Glossary: 
"Evidence Based" 

I'm not sure we want only scientific.....I think we 
also want to include Technical and observation.



Classification 
Code

Glossary The Classification Committee must liaise with 
the IFs in relation to classification

Change to "The IPC Standing Committee responsible for 
recommending policies, guidelines and procedures and 
liaising with the IFs on issues relating to classification"

Classification 
Code

Glossary "In competition" does not make sense

Classification 
Code

Glossary Governance is not clear. Does it refer to IPC or IF 
governance?

Classification 
Code

Glossary International 
Competition

Please clarify how the IPC recognises itself as an 
IF

Classification 
Code

Glossary NPC needs to be adapted as this will confuse its 
roles.  The IF is responsible for the preparation of 
athletes for Paralympic Games and is also a 
representative of athletes with a disability

Change to "A national organisation responsible for the 
selection and presentation of athletes to events 
sanctioned by the IPC and recognised as the NPC for a 
country or territory by the IPC ……"

Classification 
Code

Glossary Objective should be better defined:  Of or 
relating to a material object, actual existence or 
reality.
Not influenced by the emotions or prejudices.
Based on observed facts. 

Change to "Based on observed facts"

Classification 
Code

Glossary Evidence based need not be scientific in the 
sense of academic - see comment 8.4

Delete "(scientific)"

Classification 
Code

Glossary Need a definition of first appearance

Classification 
Code

Glossary Need a definition of remote athlete evaluation or 
out of competition evaluation

Classification 
Code

Glossary Classification Master List and have been awarded a Sport Class and Sport Class 
Status



Classification 
Code

Glossary Ineligibility Consequence of not meeting the minimal eligibility 
requirement

Classification 
Code

Glossary NPC - Confused by this definition. In addition? 
What about the sports for which IPC is not the 
IF?

replace disability with impairment

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Define Pathalogical Health Condition

Classification 
Code

Glossary Protests Words missing in the definition of Protest Panel "… greater level of classification ? to re-evaluate the ? 
after …

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other International Competition                                                                                    Internatinal Competition: Change wording from 
'governing body' to 'sanctioning body' (better wording)

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Other Evidence-Based' need not be scientific in the 
sense of academic 

Remove "(scientific)"

Classification 
Code

Glossary IPC code of ethics should be moved to the IPC 
sports glossary as it is not relevant for IFs

Delete

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Glossary The definition of a Protest Panel should be 
removed from the Code and defined by the 
International Standard for Protests and Appeals. 
That way it can be amended in the Standard 
without being amended in the Code.

Delete definition of Protest Panel

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Redefine Measurable A standard used in establishing Eligibility through 
analysis of an Eligible Impairment(s) based on medical 
examination. The latter may also be implemented to 
evaluate ambiguous athlete classification situations.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Redefine Objective Supported by sport-based evidence that is deemed valid



Classification 
Code

Glossary Objective - insufficiently defined. See dictionary A Panel consisting of at least an equal number of, and at 
least equally equally qualified, Classifiers as the 
Classification Panel. The Panel appointed to re-evaluate 
a Classification after a process has been submitted. 

Classification 
Code

Glossary Head of Classification - generally true but will 
depend on IF role description.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

General Some of the definitions are not in alphabetical 
order and there is inconsistency of use in places 
throughout the Code and International 
Standards.

Re-order definitions as appropriate and undertake 
general review for consistency.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

rename and redfine evidence pased Sport-Based Evidence

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Add Observable A standard wherein an Athlete’s Impairment is analysed 
through sport-specific functions that are demonstrated in 
training and competition and which then leads to the 
allocation of a Sport Class.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Redefine permanent An Impairment that will not resolve in the foreseeable 
future regardless of physical training, rehabilitation or 
other therapeutic interventions.

Classification 
Code

Glossary The spacing needs looking at on p25and 26

Classification 
Code

Glossary Athlete Evaluation an Athletes physical Impairment 

Classification 
Code

Glossary Classification Strategy consistent not Consistent

Classification 
Code

Glossary Major Competition Organisation - needs to be on 
one page



Classification 
Code

best possible evidence' is not easily defined based on researched, sport specific evidence

Classification 
Code

Glossary International Classification of Functioning, 
Disability and Health (ICF)

Language of 'disability' should no longer be accepted by 
IPC

Classification 
Code

Glossary: Add Sport Technical Committee: Definition

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Head of 
Classification"

See comment above re Article 3.11 Amend as/if appropriate.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2: 
Glossary

"Protest Panel" This definition should clarify that the Protest 
Panel should consist of different people to the 
Classification Panel. It is also not clear what is 
meant by "greater level of Classification".
It may also be beneficial to have an Athlete 
Representative (eg an Athlete Rep of the IPC or 
IF) involved to ensure balance and 
independence.

Suggest amending definition of Protest Panel to "a panel 
whose role it is to re-conduct Athlete Evaluation after a 
Protest has been submitted, such panel to consist of, (i) 
at minimum, an equal number of Classifiers as 
constituted the original Classification Panel whose 
decision is being protested, (ii) different Classifiers to the 
Classifiers on the original Classification Panel; and (iii) 
Classifiers of equal or greater qualification than the 
Classifiers on the original Classification Panel" Also 
consider whether the Protest Panel should include and 
independent Athlete Representative.

Classification 
Code

Glossary Protest panel can be simplified as it does not 
make sense

A panel convened by the Head of Classification to 
consider a protest.  A panel member should not have 
been involved in the classification of the particular 
athlete in the past 18 months.

Classification 
Code

Glossary Governance is not clear

Classification 
Code

Glossary In competition does not make sense



Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

rename classification athlete classification. A structure for Competition to 
ensure that an Athlete’s Impairment is relevant to sport 
performance, and to ensure that the Athlete competes 
equitably with other Athletes.

Classification 
Code

Appendix 2 Definition and 
Purpose

Redefine protest panel A Panel consisting of at least an equal number of 
Classifiers as the Athlete Classification Panel, with an 
equal or greater level of expertise, in order to re-evaluate 
an Athlete following the submission of a Protest. 

Classification 
Code

Glossary International Federation Replace 'disability' with 'physical impairment'

Classification 
Code

Glossary No definition for 'Remote Athlete Evaluation'

Classification 
Code

Glossary Protest Panel - definition makes no sense.Needs 
to be rewritten.

Classification 
Code

Glossary Need a definition of first appearance - this will be 
different for different IF's

Classification 
Code

Glossary Need a definition of remote athlete evaluation or 
out of competition evaluation - this will be 
different for different Ifs

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

General - See note above re the definition of "Athlete 
Evaluation" at the comment to the glossary of 
the IPC Classification Code - if the suggestion of 
adopting different definitions for each element of 
Athlete Evaluation is adopted, there will need to 
be consequential amendments throughout the 
International Standards.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

There should also be a right for an Athlete or 
their accompanying member of their National 
Body to suspend the non-competitive 
assessment part of Athlete Evaluation where this 
is being conducted inappropriately and/or in 
breach of the IF Code of Conduct for Classifiers 
(see also comment at Article 3.17 of the Code 
above).  Details as to the procedure in the event 
of suspension by an Athlete or their National 
Body representative should also be added and it 
should be clear that properly exercising the right 
to suspend the Evaluation will not prejudice to 
the outcome of an Athlete Evaluation resumed at 
a later date. The National Body 
representative/chaperone plays a key part in the 
assessment and should (provided they have no 
conflicts of interest) be able to comment on the 
way the assessment is being carried out and 
intervene if necessary. There may be a need for 
an official chaperone as well as a support person 
for the Athlete. Finally, classifications may need 
to be video recorded in order to assist in appeals 
and protests.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

General Principles National Body is referenced throughout both IS 
for Athlete Evaluation,  IS for Protests and 
Appeals.

The term "National Body" is never defined, not 
mentioned in the Code itself, nor in the Standard 
for National Classification.

Either:

Add a definition of "National Body" to the Code's 
Glossary;

or

Replace all references to "National Body" with "NPC or 
NF".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

purpose of AE harmonized and uniform manner - for what add Paralympic Sports

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Amend to specify Not Eligible (NE) in all places

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Missing in the IS 
on Athlete 
Evaluation

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It should be a paragraf on how to classify athlete 
with an intelectual disability because this group 
of athletes are now a part of the Paralympics 
games.

Leaves this up to the IPC.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Addition of new section in the Standard: 
Consent from the Athlete and Athlete 
representative. A section should be included in 
this standard around the athlete consent 
process and expected inclusions in athlete 
consent forms. Strongly recommend that it be 
introduced that athlete support personnel also 
have to consent to the process. Appropriate 
consent will support code compliance, by 
providing information to the athletes and athlete 
representatives about the process, the rights 
and their responsiblities including that around 
intentional misrepresentation. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

General principal Very important to ensure there is always either 
an appropriate person from National body.

Where there are 2 teams classifying same country teams 
there can be difficulties with interpreter. Have 2 different 
nations being classified at one time to prevent the need 
for 2 interpreters by a country

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

General principal Very important to ensure there is always either 
an appropriate person from National body.

Perhaps should consider and have 2 different countries 
at same time.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Classifiers must have the opportunity to suspend 
evaluation pending the provision of additional 
medical documentation

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Remote Evaluation is agreed as being confusing. Rename the process "Out of Competition Evaluation" 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

intro purpose of AE harmonized and uniform manner - for what add Paralympic Sports



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro First paragraph: This is already in the Code so 
can be removed in this document                                                     
2nd paragraph: The IS should be guidelines (not 
mandatory)

First paragraph: Keep the first sentence and remove the 
rest                                                         2nd paragraph: 
Remove second sentence

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro The first para is duplicated in the code and each 
IS and is not necessary

Keep the first sentence and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro The IS should be guidelines Delete second sentence

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Purpose The second sentence is contradicted by the third Delete second and third sentences

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1 Other It should be a paragraf on how to involve trainers 
and leaders, technical and medciacl staff to be 
educated as classifiers. More knowledge about 
classification and prosedures can involve more 
skilled people to become classifiers after 
retirement as national coaches/staff.

Athletes trainers and leaders should be involved  in the 
classification.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.1 General Principles Addition of information being open and 
transparent

Addition of:
"All evaluations are to be open and transparent"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Definition and 
Purpose

Not provisions about no cooperation and 
misrepresentation are included.

Include a point about "Provisions for no cooperation 
and/or misrepresentation during athlete evaluation"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

written and transparent procedures should also 
include protests and appeals

addition of a bullet point that lists "protest and appeals"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 First bullet point: either remove the additional 
explanation or apply this to all other bulle points 
for consistency. 

First bullet point: either remove the additional 
explanation or apply this to all other bullet points for 
consistency. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 In the first bullet, the additional explanation is 
not required - otherwise the same principle 
should apply to all other bullets

Change to "Assessment of an Eligible Impairment" and 
delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 IF Classification 
Rules

Inclusion of comment to the article where it 
references the impairments eligible in the 
Paralympic movement. 

Add comment:
1.2.1 "The impairments that are eligible in the 
Paralympic Movement are definted in the IPC Policy on 
Eligible Impairments, listed in the IPC Handbook"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Assessment of minimum impairment  for 
consistency should read…

Assessment of minimum impairment / disability 
criterion/criteria or similar wording 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Under bullet point 1, the health condition can be 
problematic in Athletes with II

Same remediation as in the Classification Code

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

comment to 1.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

comment: need to be add,after ...extent of 
Activity Limitation resulting from imparment --
>having an  impact in the sport preformance. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Definition of eligibility This is a much better formulation of eligibility compared 
to the one in the classification code

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 (Comment) Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.2 Duplication Delete comment



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

In comments area, athletes must dress 
appropriately, bring equipment, etc.  Athletes 
should also bring a l list of medications and if 
they are currently taking these medications.  
Some athletes can take stop taking medication 
to present at different a different compared to 
how they compete if they were still on the 
medication.  Classifiers must know this 
information to help understand if the athlete is 
giving their best effort.

Add a line phase in the comments listing athletes must 
also bring "list of medication, why they are taking, and if 
they are currently taking these medications"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 IF Classification 
Rules

Inclusion of activities fundamental to the sport 
as a bullet point.

Embed the following as a bullet point:
"Activities fundamental to the sport including description 
of the objective criteria for each eligible impairment and 
related impact on the execution of the identified 
fundamental activities"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 IF Classification 
Rules

Inclusion of athlete requirements as an 
individual bullet point. Creat this as a seperate 
bullet point to the date and time for athlete 
evaluation. 

Modification of bullet point:
- Requirements for Athlete Presentation for Athlete 
Evaluation, including but not limited to requirements 
around athlete identification, medical diagnostic 
information, attire and equipment and devices used in 
competition.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 health conditions terminology definition should be at the beginning define

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Ditto



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 IF Classification 
Rules

Inclusion around consent for athletes and 
athlete representatives

Embed the following as a bullet point:
"- Consent requirements for athlete and athlete 
representative"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It should also be pointet out that the 
classification rules should have a list of non-
eligible impairment of the sport. 

List of non-eligible impairment of the sport in chapter 1 or 
2, se comments on chapter 2 in the Athlete Evaluation 
above.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 IF Classification 
Rules

Inclusion of protocols for Protests and Appeals, 
Data Protection as a bullet points of what the 
classification rules must specify

Embed the following as a bullet point:
"- Protocols for Protest and Appeals in accordance with 
the International Standard for Protests and appeals
- Protocols for data collection, storage and access in 
accordance with the International Standard for Data 
Protection"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 In essence, the IF should decide what needs to 
go into its rules and if this may not be a complete 
list

Change to "IF classification rules should specify inter alia 
….." and add another bullet "Other sport specific 
requirements"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

We support the idea that more than the 
impairment, it is the activity limitation caused by 
the impairment which is important.
This principle may have an impact on the 
structure of the sport class and we would like to 
insure that this will be an opportunity to 
introduce greater equality and not an occasion 
for IFs to stop supporting severe disability

Ensure that IFs don't stop supporting severe disability by 
including this obligation in each IF classification Rules

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 The IF should decide what ought to be included 
in its rules. The list in 1.3 is not exhaustive 

Change to "IF classification rules should specify inter alia 
….." and add another bullet "Other sport specific 
requirements"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 - Is the "list of Eligible Impairments applicable to 
the Sport" intended to be an adapted list of the 
IPC policy on Eligible Impairments in the 
Paralympic movement or something more 
specific, e.g. a WADA-type list with all Eligible 
Impairments specifically stated?  It would be 
helpful to give IFs guidance on this. 

Suggest adding to the comments section of Article 1.3 an 
indication of what is expected to appear within the IF's 
List of Eligible Impairments perhaps with specific 
examples to demonstrate the level of detail of the list.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 Comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The paragraph starting 'Classification Rules 
should ....' is so fundamental and only addressed 
as a minor note.

The figure with the 4 boxes which is a simplified version 
of what should be done in Evidence-Based Classification 
could be inserted here and explained. And why is there 
no reference to the position stand at all?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.3 This is operational Delete comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 (Comment) Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This is not always possible for us. In an individual 
sport, athletes are likely to attend Classification 
without a representative of their NF

Amend so that 1.4 begins with 'Where possible…'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 General Principles There is no reference this section to both the 
Athlete and Athlete representative being 
required to consent to the process before the 
process commences.

Addition to this article:
 "The athlete and athlete representative must provide 
consent to the classification process prior to the 
commencement of athlete evaluation"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 General Principles This is the first reference to the term "National 
Body" that appears throughout both this 
Standard and the Standard for Protests and 
Appeals.

The term "National Body" is never defined, not 
mentioned in the Code itself, nor in the Standard 
for National Classification.

Either:

Add a definition of "National Body" to the Code's 
Glossary;

or

Find and replace all references to "National Body" with 
"NPC or NF".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 General Principles This article reads like a recommendation for 
athletes not considered a minor, as opposed to 
an athlete's right.

The athlete should also have the right to chose 
who accompanies them through Athlete 
Evaluation.

Also, it is not clear what "national legislation" 
means. Is it the nation of the athlete, the nation 
where athlete evaluation is taking place, the 
nation where the IF has its registered office or 
something else?  

Recommend amendment:

"1.4 Athletes have the right to chose one person to 
accompany them through Athlete Evaluation. If the 
Athlete is under 18 years of age or is an Athlete with 
intellectual impairment then they must be accompanied 
by a responsible member of the respective NPC or NF."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Consequences of not having a  member of the 
National Body accompanying a minor? Since the 
evaluation cannot take place, same as for non-
presentation as in the Code? 

State consequences, procedure is minor not 
accompanied.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Modification to language needed for defining a 
minor as meaning can be defined differently in 
various member nations

change "minor" to "under 18" 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Standardisation is necessary Change "national legislation" to “legislation in force 
where the specific competition is being held” 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Have had athletes not have anyone accompany them, 
including underage.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This is not always possible for us. In our sport, 
athletes are likely to attend at Classification 
without a representative of their NF

Should be up to to the IFs how to handle this.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 It may be wise to include the consequence of not 
having a person accompanying a minor or ID 
athlete

Add "failing which the athlete evaluation will not take 
place."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 and other 
clauses, 8.1, 12.5

National body is introduced for the first time 
here.  It is not mentioned in the code or the 
glossary.  Each IF will have different regulations 
on this

Change all references to team management where 
relevant or team or NF

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4 There should be the  consequence of not having 
an appropriate person accompanying a minor or 
ID athlete

Add "failing which the athlete evaluation will not take 
place."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Here it is not clear if an interpreter is in addition 
to other staff member of the national team. 

Specify that the interpreter can stay during the whole 
evaluation process in addition and over other staff 
member.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 Part of this is not necessary Delete "for the purposes of recognition by the IF"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Concern about coaches or National 
representatives serving as interpreters in a room 
where classifiers don't speak the athletes 
language.  Interpreters with a national interest 
could tell athletes to not do something during 
classification to help gain a classification 
advantage.

Code should include a provision for LOC or event host to 
include independent translator to assist with languages in 
which a classifier does not speak the athletes native 
language.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Ensure each NF/NPC is ensuring there is an 
interpreter for the athlete

Add "…the National Body of the athlete…"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 General Principles As proposed in relation to Article 4.7 of the IPC 
Classification Code, it would seem appropriate 
for there to be an obligation  on Classifiers to 
seek complementary medical, technical or 
scientific expertise if they are uncertain at any 
point throughout Athlete Evaluation.  At the 
moment such recourse is at the discretion of the 
IF Head of Classification or Chief Classifier. If IF 
Head of Classification or Chief Classifier are also 
not confident to advise, there should again be an 
obligation on them to seek advice as necessary.  
However, if the IF Head of Classification or Chief 
Classifier are involved in this step, there is a 
question as to whether they should also be 
involved in and/or be part of a subsequent 
Protest Panel.  Would it be appropriate for the 
IPC to take a role in providing relevant guidance 
and/or have a panel of independent experts who 
can be consulted by Classifiers in relation to any 
Sport where they are in doubt?  In any case, 
additional evidence/guidance should be 
provided to the athlete and the athlete should 
have a reasonable time to consider this and 
provide their own evidence.

Review provision to make it an obligation rather than 
discretionary for additional advice to be sought in cases 
where there is any uncertainty and consider role of Head 
of Classification and Chief Classifier, and the IPC, in this 
process. Require that additional evidence/guidance 
should be provided to the athlete and the athlete should 
have a reasonable time to consider this and provide their 
own evidence.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Need clarity and parameters around how 
complementary expertise is sought - i.e. 
timelines, what happens to the athlete during 
this time, if lengthy does athlete eval halt and 
become re-scheduled, etc.

Add between 1st and 2nd sentence, " IF must define how 
complementary expertise will be integrated into the 
process, including timelines, within their classification 
rules."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 Repeated references to the IPC Code and 
International Standards keep neglecting the 
Code/Rules of the IFs. This needs to be recified 
throughout documentation. The importance of 
the IFs (independent) was continuously stressed 
at the IPC Gathering in Berlin

required' instead of requested'. Add …'and the IF codes 
and rules'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 Again this seems to be written for IPC sports Change to "Such experts invited to participate in any part 
of the athlete evaluation should be requested to abide by 
the IFs classification rules and code of conduct"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

An IF can, at any given moment throughout 
Athlete Evaluation, seek for complementary 
medical, technical or scientific expertise, at the 
discretion of the IF Head of Classification
or Chief Classifier. Such experts invited to 
participate in (part of) Athlete Evaluation are 
requested to abide by the IPC Classification 
Code and the International Standards.

An IF can, at any given moment throughout Athlete 
Evaluation, seek for complementary medical, technical or 
scientific expertise, at the discretion of the IF Head of 
Classification or Chief Classifier. Classifier invited to 
participate in (part of) Athlete Evaluation are requested 
to abide by the IPC Classification Code and the 
International Standards.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.6 Again this seems to be written for IPC sports Change to "Such experts invited to participate in any part 
of the athlete evaluation must be required to abide by the 
IFs classification rules and code of conduct"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

About video footgage and/or photography This right should be permited to only classifiers or other 
authorised personnel (training classifiers, research staff). 
If footgae is permitted to third parties, control of this 
content is not enough and publication of this content (i.e. 
social networks), could violate privacy of the athlete and 
the own classifiers.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 dataprotection seems like items like this are throughout and 
should be limited to the actual section so there is 
no need to flip back and forth f

move to data protection

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Will classifiers sign any document committing 
themselves to give any video and/of picture the 
right use and only for classification purposes -
the relevant athlete's classification?  What will 
they do with that material after classification?  
Will classifiers be allowed to film during 
classification?  

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

About video footgage and/or photography This right should be permited to only classifiers or other 
authorised personnel (training classifiers, reserach staff). 
If footgae is permitted to third parties, control of this 
content is not enogh and publication of this content (i.e. 
social networks), could violate privacy of the athlete and 
the own classifiers. The use of that video or photography 
material should be well know and previously approved by 
the athlete. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

clarify that use of photography or video footage 
is to be utilized by the panel

add the wording "… utilized by the panel during ahtlete 
evaluation."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

As mentioned previously national legislation 
regarding Data Protection should be taken into 
account.

Change to "Data protection will be applied in terms of the 
higher standard of the relevant national legislation or the 
IS on DP"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 The higher standard of the IS on DP or national 
legislation should be applied

Change to "Data protection will be applied in terms of the 
higher standard of the relevant national legislation or the 
IS on DP"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.7 Must adhere to relevant national standards if 
higher

applied in terms of the higher standard of legislation, 
either national or Iss on Data Protection and Data Privacy

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.8 Evidence based doesn't belong here this is in the code perhaps 
needs a best practice set for it 

delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.8 IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

IF's shall undertake research? I assume IF's should seek collaboration with academia to 
undertake .....

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.8 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This is already covered elsewhere Remove 1.8

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.8 This is already covered elsewhere Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 Definition and 
Purpose

This articule could include provisions for 
classifiers education and training according 
standars of the IF.

Include it. We think new IPC Classification Code should 
recover the IS on training and certification….  



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 General Principles There should be a consultation obligation on IFs 
in relation to any changes in their Classification 
Rules and given the provision of Article 8.7 of the 
Code, it would seem appropriate to reference 
the need to seek IPC approval of any rule 
changes.  As suggested in the comments above 
to Article 8.7 of the Code, if the IF issues any 
guidance in relation to interpretation etc., of 
their Classification Rules, such guidance should 
be transparent and published, and if tantamount 
to a change in the Classification Rules these 
should be reviewed by the IPC and only 
implemented with their approval.  There should 
also be an obligation to clearly communicate any 
changes to National Bodies and Athletes, 
including educating Athletes to ensure the 
changes are understood.  

Amend Article in accordance with comments and to 
ensure consistency with Article 8.7 of the Code.  



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 General Principles The IPC need to specify timeframes in which IF 
classification rules can be updated. As in the 
sports of Canoe and Triathlon changes in the 
system and implementation of new 
classifications or assessment methods late in the 
cycle have has a significant impact on Games 
preparation. 
Recommend that review and rule updates are to 
be released and implemented no later than 1 
Jan in year 2 of the games cycle (eg 1 Jan 2018 
for 2020 Paralympic Games). This allows for 
sports to provide opportunities for athletes to be 
classified in the new system to allow enough 
time in the qualification process for athletes.

Addition to this article:
1.9.2" IFs shall release and implement any new 
classification rule updates no later than 1 January in the 
second year of the Games cycle (eg 1 Jan 2018 for 2020 
Paralympic Games)" 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 review Protest and Appeal IS delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 Definition and 
Purpose

This articule could include provisions for 
classifiers education and training according 
standars of the IF.

include it.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This is already covered elsewhere Remove 1.9

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 This is already covered elsewhere Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 General Principles Classification Rules should be available on the IF 
website.

Addition to this article:
1.9.1 "Classification Rules must be publicly available on 
the IF website."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.9 review Protest and Appeal IS delet

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Documentation and health check papers must 
not be older that six months, and for 
compilicated medical conditions the medical 
details need to be issued by an spesialist.

The documentation and the health check papers must 
not be older that six months, and for compilicated 
medical conditions the medical details need to be issued 
by an spesialist.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

In Appendix One,1.2 "Nordic Skiing Sport Class 
Profiles for Athletes with Physical Impairmen"t, 
Eligibility Critieria, Eligible and non-eligible 
impairments are listed. In general, a list of 
eligible and non-eligible conditions has to be 
specified in the Code of Classification as well. It 
is especially important to be aware of 
impairments such as conversion disorders, 
classified among "the somatoform disorders".  
The diagnose converse disorder is made on 
determining positive clinical features and 
excluding somatic injury or illness. The disorder 
is defined as a condition with neurological 
symptoms where no organic cause of the disease 
is detected (ICD-10, WHO and DSM-IV)

There should be a list of impairment that not lead to 
eligibility. For example: 
 Mental functions (v140-189), including impairments of 
psychomotor control
(b1470), quality of psychomotor functions (b1471), 
visuospatial perception
(b1565), higher-level cognitive functions required for 
organization and planning
movement (b1641); mental functions required for 
sequencing and coordinating
complex, purposeful movements (b176)
 Hearing functions (b230-249)
 Pain (b280-0289)
 Joint instability (b715), including unstable shoulder 
joint and joint dislocation
 Muscle endurance functions (b740)
 Motor reflex functions (b750)
 Involuntary movement reaction functions (b755)

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 Comment:For ease of use, list of eligible 
impairments should be included



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2 Missing what 
exact information 
that are required.

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Insert a paragraf about how to ensure valid and 
reliable information about the athlete to be 
classified. What kind of documentation is 
required? From any local Physician, or 
documentations from specialists including 
special assessments and x-rays? 

The shema "Medical diagnose form" must be filled out 
and sent in before classification.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 This is already covered elsewhere and is not 
always required

Delete because this will be covered in IF rules

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Assessment of an eligible impairment : provide 
diagnostic evidence 
in order to help athletes to provide with 
diagnostic evidences and lighten the work asked 
to the IFs in this area, IPC could provide 
standardized forms per impairment for 
submission of this evidence.
On one hand, IFs should only add information 
regarding their specificity; on the other hand, 
having a common medical document for each 
impairment, whatever the sport, would help 
athletes and national governing bodies to switch 
more easily from one sport to another one.

Be more directive and provide the IFs standardized forms 
per impairment for submission of the diagnostic evidence

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Comment 2.1:The Code mandates the 
responsibility of the Athlete to provide diagnostic 
evidence to establish the presence of a Health 
Condition that leads to an Eligible Impairment.

Add: where necessary



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This is already covered elsewhere Remove 2.1

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 This is already covered elsewhere and is not 
always required

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

As for Article 4 of the Code, it would be useful, at 
least in the comment sections, to include 
indications as to the type of diagnostic evidence 
that an Athlete will be expected to provide .

Include in the comments to Article 2.1 examples of 
diagnostic evidence which will need to be provided by the 
Athlete. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Assessment of 
eligible impairment

The documentation is often completely 
inadequate and on occasions completely 
inadequate.  

Accept documentation from childhood in case of athletes 
with CP.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Assessment of 
eligible impairment

The documentation is often completely 
inadequate and on occasions completely 
inadequate.  

Indicate specific rules –e.g.  no team, or prior team 
doctor can write diagnostic / verification.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Rather than the IF do the additional 
assessments should it be the IF can request 
additional assessments

Change wording

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

As with our comment in relation to Article 1.6 
above, if there is any uncertainty as to whether 
the Athlete has a Health Condition leading to an 
Eligible Impairment there should be an 
obligation to undertake any necessary further 
assessments and/or seek further advice. Further 
assessments should not be an additional cost for 
Athletes as this would be prohibitive for many.

Add an obligation on the Classifiers to undertake further 
assessments/seek advice in the event of any doubt as to 
the Athlete's Health Condition.  Consider including an 
obligation for the IPC in this phase. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The Classifiers will often be able to give a 
medical diagnosis. 2.2 should be more flexible.

Amend 2.2: "The IF should verify the health condition 
and the eligible impairment using medical diagnostic 
information if required.."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 This should be more flexible as some IFs may not 
need to have medical diagnosis as the classifiers 
can do this

Change to "The IF should verify the health condition and 
the eligible impairment using medical diagnostic 
information if required.."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

The IF and the athlete should have the 
opportunity to discuss the requirements 
regarding the diagnostic evidence of their 
eligibility. It would be  appropriate for the IFs to 
declare that the "Classification Not Complete" 
as outlined in Section 9 of this Standard pending 
the receipt of requested specific diagnostic 
evidence.
CNC means that the athlete can't compete until 
the athlete evaluation is completed.
Athletes should be given every opportunity to 
provide the information required.

Additional wording:
"The IF may request additional documentation from the 
athlete to verify the Health Condition and presence of an 
eligible impairment. IFs may declare the Classification 
Not Complete pending the receipt of requested specific 
diagnostic evidence, as outlined in section 9 of this 
standard".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Evidence of decion making process Provide examples for clarity



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 ineligibility first need to go back to NE second sentence 
leaves classifiers open to appeals if they need to 
give evidence on the decision making process.   
they need to complete their assessment  and 
give a sport class, there is always limited time 
and bringing athletes back in to give the reason 
or evidence that they based their decision on is 
time consuming and opens up a pandoras box of 
possible arguments with athletes and support 
staff.  if they don't agree with the decision then 
they need to protest

delete second sentence

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

….. Will lead to allocation of Sport Class 
"Ineligibility to Compete". This is more 
commonly known as "Not Eligible" (NE)

Will lead to allocation of Sport Class: Not Eligible

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Assessment of 
Eligible Impairment

Change 'Ineligibility to Compete' 'Not Eligible'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

2.3 The absence of an Eligible Impairment will 
lead to the allocation of Sport Class“Ineligibility 
to Compete”. It is the responsibility of the IF to 
provide evidence on the decision-making 
process to allocate this Sport Class.

“Not eligibility to Compete”

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 RAE Remote athlete evaluation – this is  good; 
important to have relevant documentation + 
HOC be able to bring in relevant medical 
expertise

Good change!



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

See comments in relation to Article 4.8 of the 
Code - the same comments apply here.  Also, 
suggest "permanent" should be "Permanent".  

See comments above in relation to Article 4.8 of the 
Code.
Amend "permanent" to "Permanent".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 In order to give athletes the benefit of the doubt, 
he or she should be seen and the HoC should not 
take a decision in the absence of physical 
verification

Change to "The Head of Classification may request 
additional information in order to assess an eligible 
impairment and health condition, if required, and liaise 
with the chief classifier assessing the athlete."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 Assessment of 
eligible impairment

Should it be recommended here that it is best 
practice for an IF/NF to request medical 
information in advance of classification as it is 
with IPC (6 weeks for PI)?

For new athletes this could help mitigate the risk of not 
being eligible.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 remote classification while this is not acceptable in many sports the 
operative word here is may 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remote Athlete evaluation isn't allowed in all 
sports but is implied that it could be for all 
sports.

Add at the end of point 2.4 "(if IF allows)" to avoid any 
implication that remote evaluation is an option for any 
athlete who desires it

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 IWBF does not allow assessment for Minimal 
Disability classification to take place at an event. 
It is done prior to this in accordance with our 
regulation on elegibility under the MD regulation.

Change to "The Head of Classification may request 
additional information in order to assess an eligible 
impairment and health condition, if required, in 
accordance with the IF regulations on eligibilty"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

There is no reference to the IF providing a 
process for the right to rebut the decision. Is this 

Addition:
"The IF will outline the process for athletes to rebut the 
decision".



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

This article suggests that athletes are given just 
one opportunity to provide additional diagnostic 
evidence before the IF makes a "final" decision. 
In reality and for complex cases it would be more 
appropriate for the IF and the athlete to have an 
ongoing dialogue around the diagnostic 
evidence of their eligibility. Furthermore, the IFs 
"final" decision should be to declare the athlete 
Ineligible to Compete pending the receipt of 
requested specific diagnostic evidence. 

Furthermore, the process of the "rebuttal" is 
never clarified. Is it intended to be a similar 
process to Protests or Appeals or different 
again? 

This article needs to be rewritten to allow IFs to declare 
the athlete Ineligible to Compete pending the receipt of 
requested specific diagnostic evidence.

The process for an athlete rebutting this decision needs 
to be specified in this Standard.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Does this refer to the point above or to all 
evaluations/. IFs confirm the final classification 
at the General Technical Meeting.If should be 
able to set when the decision is final, provided it 
is stated in IF Rules

Clarify

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment

In relation to the "right to rebut", see comments 
above for Article 4.8 of the Code, comment 
number 4.

Review and clarify process for a rebuttal/protest in 
circumstances where an Athlete is deemed not to have a 
Health Condition leading to an Eligible Impairment.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Delete as the athlete must be seen Delete



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Assessment of 
eligible impairment

What does this  mean? Needs clarity. Is it 
referring to the NF/athlete having the right of a  
Protest opportunity.?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

What procedural implications does this provision 
have? Is it through a formal protest?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 rebut this should be taken out as the opportunity to 
rebut would be a protest and therefore should be 
referred to as such.  as above if we allow 
arguments against athlete evaluation results  
this opens up a can of worms!!!

delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

An IF must put in place provisions for when an 
Athlete has more than one Eligible Impairment 
type in accordance with article 10 of this 
International Standard

It is not necessary in certain sports, as it is possible to 
compete with a combination of eligible impairments

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.6 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Possible multiple impairment conflict with the 
position stand. Also, a definition of multiple 
impairment should be provided. There is a 
difference having multiple impairments within 
neuromusculoskeletal disorders, or multiple 
impairments between II, VI and/or PI.

Conflict with the position statement should be avoided. 
See comment I made about this in the classification 
code. Definition of multiple impairment should be given.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.6 multiple 
impairments

this needs to be qualified  it is not necessary in 
sports where there are “sport specific 
functional” classification that includes one more 
disability.   

add if appropriate for that IF



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
eligible impairment

If limitations in sport-specific tasks and activities 
is obvious following non-competitive assessment 
observation in competition may not be required.

This also is very sensible and can help save valuable time 
during classification period. Although we support that 
observation in competition should allways be completed, 
in some team sports, coaches could decide no 
participation of players with severe impairments, and it is 
csometimes mandatory for them include them before te 
end of the pools or group phases. Observation in warm-up 
or training should be included as "observation in 
competition" 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

How does this the relate to Remote 
Classification?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

We suggest it should be made clear that the 
assessment of Minimum Impairment should only 
take place if the previous stage of assessment 
has determined that the Athlete has a Health 
Condition that leads to an Eligible Impairment.  
See also our comments in relation to Article 4.4 
of the Code above. 

Here and in several other places throughout this 
document "Standard" is used instead of 
"International Standard".  

Amend Article as follows; "If it has been determined that 
the Athlete has a Health Condition that leads to an 
Eligible Impairment, an assessment of Minimum 
Impairment must be undertaken to include:"

Amend "Standard" to "International Standard" here and 
throughout.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

Inclusion of Comments into this article. Addition:
3.2.1 The execution of fundamental actions necessary for 
the sport shall be conducted without taking into account 
the impact of the adaptive equipment. 
3.2.2. The activity limitations in the related fundamental 
activities in the specific sport shall exclude the impact of 
training
3.2.3 If the classification panel decides that the 
limitations in sport specific tasks and activities is obvious 
following the Non-Competitive Assessment, Observation 
in Competition to complete the allocation of Sport Class 
and Sport Class status may not be required
3.2.4 Observation in competition assessment requires an 
objective and transparent observation protocol that 
describes the assessment of the activitiy limitation 
resulting from the eligible impairment. It should not be a 
subsitute for other components of athlete evaluation.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Contradictory - section 3.2 indicates "must" 
include observation in competition while 
comment second paragraph says observation 
during competition "may not be required"

Remove the mandate of observation during competition 
for assessment of minimum impairment and make 
observation an option but not a mandate.  IF should 
define in their own sport rules.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Article states that the assessment of Minimal 
Impairment must  include Observation in 
Competition. If the objective criteria for Minimal 
Impairment have clearly not been met, does the 
athlete proceed to Observation in Competition? 
Does this mean that the evaluation by a second 
panel due to IE can't occur until after first 
appearance? Or that the second evaluation can 
occur but the outcome cannot be given until 
after first appearance?

Clarification on the intent of this article.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
minimal impairment

Why is Physical assessment and technical 
assessment not worded here? If they are 
considered Non Competetive assessment then it 
is recommended to state that.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 In the case of an Appeal following "First 
Appearance" the athlete needs to be assessed 
by a different Panel, as per the IPC Code. This 
will not be possible in Rio if IPC only allows two 
Classifiers

Revisit Rio regulations on number of Classifiers 
permitted. Comment: Recommend changing this wording 
to "the impact from" or "the impact of", or "impacts 
from". Last paragraph add comma after Athlete 
Evaluation. Whole section needs simplifying to ensure 
clarity.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

in some sports there are some athletes, that 
after  technical and physical assessment 
classifiers have  doubts between two classes. I 
think that First Apparence in those situations are 
no recommended. Giving more opportunities to 
observe the athlete during the given competition 
can help to provide the fairest classification.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 MDC delete italics, in sports classification the 
equipment may be an essential element of the 
assessment so not sure why the comments 
include the comments should be conducted 
without taking into account the impact of the 
equipment 

delete comments

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 & 4.4 & 7.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

For some sports, such as equestrian, the cost to 
the athlete who may not have met the MIC based 
on the non competitive assessment to then enter 
a competition (including travelling the horse) to 
be observed in the Competition would be an 
unreasonable expectation

Perhaps where it is clear from the Non competitive 
assessment that the athlete does not meet the MIC, they 
are not required to undergo the Observation in 
competition.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Assessment of Minimum Impairment  should 
surely not include an assessment of activity 
limitations - which is surely what is being 
observed in first appearance. The 2 bullet points 
seem contradictory.

Remove second clause: Observation in Competition……

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Observation in competition can not be done 
when somebody is found ineligible 

Procedures must be up to the sports, different modells 
for best practise



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Observation in competition assessment is not 
currently required for all disciplines (ex. 
Athletics VI classification) but is mandatory in 
this code.  

Rephrase observation assessment to say this 
"Observation in competition assessment may be included 
if IF rules mandate it"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 This section should be deleted and the issues 
can be combined with 4 OR it can be changed to 
provide flexibility for each IF

Delete or change to "During an athlete evaluation, a 
classifier may allocate a sports class and sport class 
status if an activity limitation is confirmed by way of 
examination, assessment and observation."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
minimal impairment

There is a contradiction between 3.2 "The 
assessment of minimal impairment MUST 
include Observation" and the comment  in the 
italic  which states " In some cases...observation 
may not be required"

Requires re wording.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

Non-competitive assessment includes medical 
and technical assessments. This needs to be 
clear in this section.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It states that the assessment must include a non-
competitive assessment and observation in 
competition but within the comments it states 
that observation in competition may not be 
required under certain circumstances.  

Either the section or the comments need to be fixed so 
that they match.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

"The assessment of minimum impairment must 
include...observation in competition"

Assessment of minimum impairment doesn't 
need to include observation in competition, as 
stated in the comments of this article.

Recommend rewrite:

"3.2 The assessment of minimum impairment can 
include...observation in competition"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

2nd bullet - Do all sports need observation in 
competition? As an athletics example - Visually 
impaired athletes never go through observation 
in competition as far as I know. I didn't think this 
comes under a decision made by the Panel.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 This section should be deleted and the issues 
can be combined with 4 OR it can be changed to 
provide flexibility for each IF

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 &4.2  In AS we started to make a observation protocol. 
During a race, you can observe, it is only a short 
time and not always a difficult course (mostly 
observation at lowest level race ) solution?is not 
directly a comment for the review, more for us.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 This section should be deleted and the IF be 
allowed to have its own process for determining 
minimum eligibility.

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 MDC delete italics, in sports classification the 
equipment may be an essential element of the 
assessment so not sure why the comments 
include the comments should be conducted 
without taking into account the impact of the 
equipment 

delete comments

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First paragraph of the comment: do we have 
enough tools to control impact of training to use 
the words "should exclude impact of training"?

Just a reflection needed here.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Comment Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

What is meant by "the other components" in the 
second sentence?

Clarification needed.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 3.2 This is operational Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Assessment of 
Minimum 
Impairment

"The assessment of minimum impairment must 
include...observation in competition"

Assessment of minimum impairment doesn't 
need to include observation in competition, as 
stated in the comments of this article.

Recommend rewrite:

"3.2 The assessment of minimum impairment can 
include...observation in competition"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.3 Classification Rules 
(Comment)

The comment "awaiting they meet" is not good 
English, it could read: "while they wait"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4 Allocation of Sport 
Class

The athlete should have the right to submit 
evidence to support their inclusion in a specific 
Sport Class.

Additional Article: 
4.6 The athlete has a right to submit evidence to support 
their inclusion in a specific Sport Class.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Suggestion to implement a hold period be 
placed for athlete with Review status. i.e. 1 
month from games if "R" status no classification 
is done. 

This will eliminate  impact of athletes, and decreases 
Games Time Classification

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

I.E: need to be discussed  if it should be a status 
or and sport class??.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 The last few words are not required as it either 
results from a disability or not

Delete "in accordance with the code"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 Allocation of a Sport 
Class

Delete (repetition)



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 This clause could be deleted as the principle is 
covered in several other places.

Delete 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Activity limitation should be capitalised as this is 
a defined term in the Code.  

Amend "activity limitation" to "Activity Limitation".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 Sport Class Code 4.1:  is already described in the code 
earlier

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It apperas too general the Non-competitive 
assessment.

In the non-competitive assessment could be included the 
recording of the sport history and training, or evaluation 
of the impairment for elegibility and/or the devices used 
for competition.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Sport Class The bullet points here are not relevant to all 
sports as IFs have their own procedures 

Change to "During an athlete evaluation, a classifier may 
allocate a sports class and sport class status if an activity 
limitation is confirmed by way of examination, 
assessment and observation."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Sport Class Observation in competition taking place during 
'First Appearance' is an unnecessary barrier 
when we have 160 tournaments 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

What happens when the evaluation cannot take 
place after a competition due to fatigue or 
athlete's condition once the chief classifier has 
called for completion of assessment after 
observation in competition, re-evaluation or a 
protest?

It can be that Results need to be posted, Medals 
awarded, etc.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 / 4.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Contradictory requirements (or lack thereof) for 
observation during competition

4.2 - "must include non-competitive assessment and 
MAY include observation during competition"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 methodology and 
criteria

this is a procedure and should not be in the IF 
rules unless what is actually being referred to are 
the two bullet points

delete whole section

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2, 4.4 Allocation of Sport 
Class

"Observation in Competition" is used as a 
defined term - it is not defined in this document 
or the Code.  

Define "Observation in Competition Assessment" in the 
Code.  (See also the comment in relation to Appendix 2 of 
the Code and the definition of "Athlete Evaluation").  

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Comment: line 3 allocate' not allocated'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Again IFs have different procedures Change to "During an athlete evaluation, a classifier may 
allocate a sports class and sport class status if an activity 
limitation is confirmed by way of examination, 
assessment and observation."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2, (top of page 
7, 3rd line down).

Allocation ofSport 
Class

...the option to allocated a Sport......... ...the option to allocate a Sport...

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2. (comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

About the impacts of the adaptive equipment 
and TRAINING.

In the comment to article 3.2. says that "…in the specific 
sport should exclude impacts on training". Could be 
confuse if training history and impact of the impairment 
during training is considered in classification or not. 
Sometimes the activity limitation in competition comes 
also from the impact on training and how the athlete is 
able to train.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Comment Observation in 
competition

This comment is so important that it is surprising 
that it is addressed only vaguely in a comment.

The fundamental impact of adaptive equipment and 
training on the impairment-performance relationship 
should be explained. Also, the role of Observation in 
Competition should be clarified.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2. (comment) Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

About the impacts of the adaptive equipment 
and TRAINING. In the comment to article 3.2. 
says that "…in the specific sport should exclude 
impacts on training". Could be confuse if training 
history and impact of the impairment during 
training is considered in classification or not. 
Sometimes the activity limitation in competition 
comes also from the impact on training and how 
the athlete is able to train.

There would be between been considered sport related 
injury, and/or activity limitation linked to training.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 4.2 This is not necessary Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 Sport Class The decision cannot be final if it is subject to 
protest and appeal

Change to "The athlete may submit a protest against a 
sport class allocated or, if the procedures followed 
apparently incorrect, an appeal in line with the IF's 
procedures."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 By definition in this clause, it is not final as it is 
subject to appeal and protest!

Change to "The athlete may submit a protest against a 
sport class allocated or, if the procedures followed 
apparently incorrect, an appeal in line with the IF's 
procedures."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 ineligibility change to NE change  to NE

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 By definition in this clause, it is not final as it is 
subject to appeal and protest

Change to "The athlete may submit a protest against a 
sport class allocated or, if the procedures followed 
apparently incorrect, an appeal in line with the IF's 
procedures."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 Sport Class In some sports there is a limit of sport entries by 
event. Head Coach /CdM could be in a difficult 
position to chose to leave a potential medalist 
out of the event because he/she needs to enter 
an athlete to complete classification. Would it be 
possible the athlete to compete of competition 
or give an extra slot for this classification 
completition purpose?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 Athlete Evaluation, 
Sport Class and 
Sport Class 
Allocation

It would be helpful to make clear that this is a 
step by step process in which an athlete must 
satisfy each test in turn - i.e. Must have an 
Eligible Impairment before being assessed for 
extent of Activity Limitation.  This should prevent 
situations where an athlete is assessed for 
Activity Limitation even though they do not have 
an Eligible Impairment and the reasons for their 
classification as Ineligible are therefore unclear 
and confusing,

Clarify that assessment for Activity Limitation should only 
take place if the athlete has an Eligible Impairment.
Include a flow chart to make to step by step process 
clear.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Neutrality in Panels must be ensured during 
Observation in competition assessment.  Other 
panels can not be involved or assist in the 
observation in competition assessment to avoid 
a situation where protests occur.

Add a line to include "same panel must be independently 
involved from other classification panels throughout the 
entirety of the classification process to ensure neutrality 
in the event of protests"



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 The second part of the clause is confusing.  For 
us it will depend on timing.  All players are 
observed in competition

Change to "If a classification panel requires an athlete to 
complete observation in competition, the athlete will be 
entered in that particular competition in line with the IF's 
rules." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Include the comment to article 4.4 Include Comment
4.4.1 "In case of double between two sport classes to 
enter competition, an athlete must be allocated the Sport 
Class with the least impact of impairment on sport 
specific activity (the less impaired class). If no such class 
exists, the provision of Article 12 of this Standard, Rules 
for Athlete who are not Eligible, apply.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 (brackets) Allocation of Sport 
Class

End of brackets: ...If no such class exists. I don't 
understand why this would apply here. The 
comment appears to be saying what to do if the 
athlete is eligible but between 2 class profiles.

Consider omitting the last sentence.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 First Appearance will be different in team sports 
from in individual sports. Comment: This 
decision should be the IFs 

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 The second part of the clause is confusing.    All 
athletes are observed in competition

Change to "If a classification panel requires an athlete to 
complete observation in competition, the athlete will be 
entered in that particular competition in line with the IF's 
rules." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 4.4 This should be covered in the IF's rules Delete



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Similar to the comments given in relation to 
Article 4.8 of the Code it would be helpful to 
clarify the consequences of ineligibility, 
including cross referring to the right to rebut 
(Art. 2.5) and automatic re-assessment (Art 12) 
(see also comments below re Article 12). This 
Article should refer to Article 12 and not Article 
11.  

Amend the last two sentences of Article 4.5 as follows: 
"This Athlete will be allocated Sport Class 'Ineligible to 
Compete' (IE).  In such cases, the procedures relating to 
a re-assessment at Article 12 or to the right to rebut at 
Article 2.5 (as relevant) will apply." 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

incorrect article reference "…in accordance with article 12 of this Standard."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Sport Class 4.5 If an Athlete does not have an Eligible 
Impairment as defined in article 2 of this 
Standard, or has an Eligible Impairment that 
does not comply with the Minimum Impairment 
criteria as defined in article 3 of this Standard, 
the Athlete will not be eligible to compete within 
the sport. This Athlete will be allocated Sport 
Class “Ineligible to Compete” (IE). In such cases, 
further procedures should be in accordance with 
article 11 of this Standard.

“Not eligibility to Compete”

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 NE prefered

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Change  'Ineligibile to Compete - IE' Referred to in IPC Athletics as NE



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 This clause should be simplified Change to "If an athlete does not have an eligible 
impairment or has an eligible impairment which does not 
comply with the minimum impairment criteria as defined 
by the IF, the athlete will be allocated a sport class 
"ineligible to compete" and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Sport Class Was there a consensus at the August 2013 HoC 
Meeting to use the code "NE" for ineligibility?

NE used in the IS on Protests and Appeals

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Article reference to be updated for IE athletes Needs to reflect article 12 of the standard (not 11) - 
"Ineligible to compete"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 Allocation of Sport 
Class

Refers to article 11 when it should refer to article 
12.

Recommend rewrite:

"If an Athlete does not have an Eligible Impairment as 
defined in article 2 of this Standard, or has an Eligible 
Impairment that does not comply with the Minimum 
Impairment criteria as defined in article 3 of this 
Standard, the Athlete will not be eligible to compete 
within the sport. This Athlete will be allocated Sport Class 
“Ineligible to Compete” (IE). In such cases, further 
procedures should be in accordance with article 12 of 
this Standard."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.5 ineligibility change to NE change  to NE

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Instead of "IE" it should "NE"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 keep same as 9.6 Include CNC 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Sport Class Status This article is very difficult to read. Recommend rewrite:

"5.1  Sport Class Status indicates whether an Athlete is 
required to undertake Athlete Evaluation prior to 
competition and what protest opportunities may be 
available to the Athlete or others."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 needs to include reference to IF Rules and IF Rules'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Sport Class Status This Article does not read very clearly.  Amend to clarify.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Please use the definition in the glossary - it is 
clear, concise and would provide consistency

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Sport Class Status This article needs to be clearer Recommendation:

5.1  A Sport Class Status indicates:

•     Evaluation requirements - whether or not an Athlete 
will be required to undertake Athlete Evaluation again in 
the future; and 
•      Protest opportunities - whether (and by which party) 
the Athlete’s Sport Class may be subject to Protest in 
accordance with the International Standard for Protest 
and Appeals.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Sport Class Status The wording here doesn't read well to me. This took me a while to get but after reading the code 
(4.15) as well , I understand what it means. I think it just 
needs the right punctuation after ..evaluation 
requirements  



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Review can also include with a fixed date - we 
already have this included in our R status

Delete RFD

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Sport Class The sports class status in some sports are 
different, e.g. In WCR they  are N (new) R 
(review) or P (permanent). The use of these 
sports classes have some differences to what is 
documented in this section.

 Perhaps this can be covered by a comment underneath 
to the effect that different sports may use different sports 
class status terminology, and be specific to the 
individuals particuipating in the sport?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Sport Class Status Review with a fixed review date (RFD). Change to: Review with a Fixed Date (RFD) - as per 5.4 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 There should be a record on the database of an 
athlete not completing the Evaluation process, in 
case this occurs again and is subject to IF Rules 

add CNC

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Sport Class Status 'Review with a fixed review date (RFD)' Remove the second review ''Review with a fixed date 
(RFD)'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Should CNC from 9.6 be included here - refer 
9.6.  For us it is not required as the athlete will 
remain either N or R

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Review can also include with a fixed date

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Should CNC from 9.6 be included???



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Sport Class Status This article with the comment alongside is 
unnecessarily complicated and introduces a 5th 
sport class status of "provisional". It could be 
easily simplified by saying until the athlete has 
been internationally classified they have a Sport 
Class Status of New. 

The comment that accompanies this article also 
contradicts the International Standard for 
National Classification which states that athletes 
must be nationally classified before they are 
internationally classified.

Recommend rewrite: 

"5.3 If an Athlete has not yet undergone Athlete 
Evaluation by the IF, the Athlete will be assigned Sport 
Class Status New (N). An Athlete with Sport Class Status 
N must complete Athlete Evaluation by the IF prior to 
competing for international competition results to be 
recognized. Athletes that have undergone national 
classification will be consider N by their IF until they have 
undergone international classification."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Simplify the sentence Change "…. assigned sport class status new (N) and 
must complete …"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Sport class status Needs a commar to read easier (bottom line)..prior to competing, for international 
competition results to be recognised.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Should this read …"allocated a sport class by an 
National Federation" instead of International

Change wording?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Sport Class Does this mean that the IF should include in the 
Master List athletes who have had a National 
Classification with a sport class status "N"?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 It is presumed line two refers to another IF where 
the sport requirement may be different. If not, 
should it read 'National Federation'?

Clarify. Line 2: possibly change 'an' to 'another'



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

comment to 5.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

unnecessary to mandate provisional sport class 
for not yet classified athletes

"…in international competition, the IF may allocate…"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 5.3 Operational and should be deleted Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 Sport Class Status This article with the comment alongside is 
unnecessarily complicated and introduces a 5th 
sport class status of "provisional". It could be 
easily simplified by saying until the athlete has 
been internationally classified they have a Sport 
Class Status of New. 

The comment that accompanies this article also 
contradicts the International Standard for 
National Classification which states that athletes 
must be nationally classified before they are 
internationally classified.

Recommend rewrite: 

"5.3 If an Athlete has not yet undergone Athlete 
Evaluation by the IF, the Athlete will be assigned Sport 
Class Status New (N). An Athlete with Sport Class Status 
N must complete Athlete Evaluation by the IF prior to 
competing for international competition results to be 
recognized. Athletes that have undergone national 
classification will be considered N by their IF until they 
have undergone international classification."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Comment to Art. 5.4. says "Confirmed(C)" Confirmed (C)

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Sport Class Status In relation to the sentence "An Athlete with 
Sport Class Status Review (R) must complete 
Athlete Evaluation prior to competing at an 
international competition."  For clarity, should 
this read "prior to competing at every 
international competition while their status R"?

Amend if/as appropriate.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Sport Class Is of a young age and still undergoing 
development' & 'has recently acquired 
Impairment that has not yet stabilized' - Has the 
IPC done research on age and time post-injury?

Research required here

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 This can be shortened as the majority is 
operational and will be included in IF procedures

Delete all but the first sentence

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 comments section explains section better and should be contained 
in the section

add comments to this section

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Last Paragraph. Why 'after' the fixed date? IFs 
decide whether it should be at the next 
competition, sometimes the date will not be 
known.First paragraph is clear

Delete fixed date and include last line of comment earlier 
in the comment.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Sport Class Status In the comment section there is a typo; it should 
read - "Athlete Evaluations prior to being 
allocated Sport Class Status Confirmed..."

Correct typo.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 (Comment) Sports Class Status It is been recommended that all athletes are 
reviewed on a 4 yearly basis to ensure all 
athletes still present with the minimal 
impairment and activity limitation required for 
class allocated.This will mitigate the risk of 
athletes whose health condition improves and 
does not declare a change in impairment and 
activity limitation with the prospect of being in a 
higher or NE class.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 (Comment) Sports Class Status Why is it recommended good practice to have all 
New athletes receive evaluation on more than 
one occassion as a review in order to assess the 
full extent of activity limitation. Evaluation of 
activity limitation should be possible through 
assessment and observation during the 
evaluation period unless it is because of one of 
the 4 reasons given:new to sport, new injury, 
fluctuating condition, maturity  etc.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.5, 5.7 Sport Class Status The term "IF Classification System" is not 
defined.  Should this just refer to changes in the 
IF Classification Rules and Regulations?

Change "IF Classification System" to "IF Classification 
Rules and Regulations".  

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.5 This can be simplified and include flexibility for 
IF procedures

Change to "…. An athlete with sport class status 
confirmed will be required to undergo evaluation only if 
there is …." and in the bullets take out references to 
other articles.  In the last bullet, change to "IF protests in 
accordance with the IF's rules"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.5 Sports Class Status Should state that a Confirmed class can not be 
allocated until after 1st appearance, and the 
immediate protest period has finished .

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.5 Last bullet neglects IF Rules add 'and IF Rules'



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Looked after in in 
the reviewed  
code chapter 5.5. 
NIF applaud this.

Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It needs to be emprises that  not all disabilities 
cant get the status C, or there needs to be 
developed a system where certain disabilities 
will never get the status C.

See the comment.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 , panel with only one classifier is only in special 
occasions, say travel problems of the second 
classifier. Sport class thn not C , but R

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 Classification Panels No reference to panels of one - section 3.14 of 
the code mandates a minimum of 2 classifiers on 
a panel

delete section - not aligned with Code 3.14

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 In the case of Sitting Volleyball an amputee can 
be classified by one International Classifier. Is 
this no longer to be permitted? It allows for 
quicker processing of Athletes. Decision should 
be with the IF which has the greater knowledge 
of its sport.

add provision for this

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 Sport Class The IFs should be left to decide this Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 While this may be the case, this should be left to 
the IF to decide

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 Sport Class Status This article contradicts the Code which states 
that "Classification Panels must include a 
minimum of two Classifiers"

Delete Article

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 While this may be the case, this should be left to 
the IF to decide subject to its own rules.

Delete



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.7 Sport Class Ifs cannot provide notice to NPCs as they are not 
the members of the IFs. 

What would work best here as wording is for IFs  to 
communicate this to NFs and IPC and IPC communicates 
to the NPCs and/or NFs should to their best capacity do 
this as well within their territory.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.7 Sport Class status Include the comment to Article 5.7 as an article 
(5.8)  to provide clarity around rule changes, 
timeframes  and communication with National 
Bodies and athletes

Add comment as an article:
Article 5.8: "The IF must notify in writing NFs, NPCs and 
the IPC of anticipated changes to classification rules or 
methods in accordance with the Code. Such notice must 
include a list of Sport Classes that may be impacted by a 
change and should include the procedures, timeframes 
and methods for informing the athletes when the change 
in Sport Class Status takes affect"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

I think all the athletes should be allowed 
undergoes at 2 classifications international 
pannels before assigning CONFIERMED status. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Sport Class We would like to be assure that even an IF allows 
an athlete to enter a competition with a N status 
the athlete has to complete the Athlete 
Evaluation and be allocated a sport class 
different from N before the competition starts to 
have the results from this competition 
recognised

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

the sport class status CONFIRMED, may be 
allocated if the classification Panel consist in two 
certificated international classifiers.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.7 Classification Rules Comment art. 5.7. It should be specify the minimal time to communicate the 
intention of rules change.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.7 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment5.7 This is linked to 8.7 of the code and is not linked 
to clause 5.7

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

policy for first appearance is too strict for some 
sports where multiple first appearances at the 
same time are required.  Example is if there are 
multiple first appearances in a 100m race.  
There is not enough time to gain a thorough 
evaluation of the athletes competition 
performance.

Amend strict only first competitive appearance policy to 
allow first appearance to occur over a whole competition 
so that classifiers have more time to assess athletes 
competing and provide a thorough evaluation.  Other 
proposals could be accpetable as well.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First apperance can be challenging for the 
classifiers and it should be pointed out a 
maximum number of atletes that a classifier can 
observe contemporary during the first 
apperance. 

Maximum of 3-5 athletes.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6 First appearance For swimming, if the first race performed in a 
class is not the athletes prefered stroke or 
distance it can affect performance and influence 
the confirmation of class.

The first appearance relates to the whole of the first 
competition that the athlete attends following 
classification. At the classifiers discression they may 
chose to nominate a different race than the first race the 
athlete is entered in as the best opportunity to assess the 
athletes true performance in competition. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First Appearance should be the whole 
competition, not only one event. Swimmer's 
ability/function may not be shown in heats, 
400m Fr, not their style on stroke etc.

First Appearance for swimming should be the whole 
competition

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6 Observation in 
competition

Tennis needs its own definition of 'First 
Appearance' - Super Series, Regional Games or 
similar could be considered 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 For many sports, observation is required Change to "Observation in competition is necessary to 
complete athlete evaluation and this is conducted during 
the first appearance"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 and 6.3 If first appearance is included in the code 
glossary, 6.2 and 6.3 are not required

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 First Appearance In some individual sports it is possible for 
athletes to enter into an event which they have 
not specifically trained for (or is not their main 
event) as their first appearance. This may not 
always provide a true indication of the athletes 
capabilities. 
To make an athlete a confirmed class based on 
an event which is not their primary event risks an 
incorrect class, especially in the case of 
borderline athletes. 
Classifiers require an opportunity to fully and 
meaningfully observe athletes to make the best 
decision of class allocation. 

Considerations around sport class status allocation where 
first appearance is not the athletes primary event.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First appearance should be inclusive of 
competition in Finals as well as heats if the IF 
outlines this in their rules.

Add wording "An IF may choose to include in their rules 
the provision that first appearance includes First 
Appearance in Finals and not just heats."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in 
competition

Unnecessary if First Appearance is in the 
Glossary

Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in 
competition

First Appearance should take place during the 
entire competition (only if required in difficult 
cases) to ensure that the athlete is allocated the 
appropriate class.  This means that a sport class 
could be determined after multiple events in one 
competition.  This is to ensure that the process is 
not only fair to the athletes being classified but 
also the athletes already in the system. 

"First Appearance is denifed as the first time an athlete 
competes in a competition in one or more events in a 
particular sport class."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

 6.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First appearance; there should be a possibility 
that FA could be a whole competition itself, if 
needed. It should be up to the classifiers to 
decide if there's a need to observe athlete more 
than just one race. Example from real life; in 
swimming FA could be 50m freestyle and in the 
same heat there could be up to 8 swimmers. Or 
the FA is a stroke that is not athlete's best 
stroke, and the decision should be made based 
on that (which could go totally wrong) OR the FA 
is during heats and athlete doesn't necessarily 
have to swim at full speed in order to get to the 
finals (which is normal swimming race strategy) 
and again the decision might go wrong. And to 
avoid problems in major competition, there 
should not be classification in those.

There's a different definition for team sports FA in 6.3, 
why not add one for swimming (if that's the ony sport 
where current FA is a problem). "For swimming FA is the 
whole competition if necessary based on the classifiers 
decision." 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

First appearance in team sports must take place 
in preliminary rounds.

This time could be modified at dicretion of the IF, 
because some torunamentes could have a short 
preliminary round because areduce number of teams 
took part in this competition. Teams could not use some 
players in theses pleniminary round in order to have the 
best options to qualify to next round. Time for observation 
and "First Appearance" should be communicated to the 
teams managers by the chief classifier for each 
competition. Include this "flexibility" in this rule.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

In teams sports, like sailing, there is no 
preliminary round

Wording must be more open to all sports

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 Good. This approach should be much more 
prevalent in the documents. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 Observation in 
competition

Unnecessary if First Appearance is in the 
Glossary

Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 First appearance Does not specify time – for those athletes who 
clearly will meet (i.e. as in 3.2)  good to identify 
full 30 mins may not be required.

Are we happy that full half game = 30 mins is good with 
exceptions possible?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Some countries could be difficult to develop this 
kind of classification if requires athletes 
presence. IPC should guarantee the presence of 
this kind of centers in different 
regions/continents, and never remove 
classification from tournaments or 
championships. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Remote Athlete 
Evaluation

The remote athlete evaluation process is vague 
and may not support consistency with the full 
athlete evaluation process as athletes expect 
with in-competition classification.  

Whilst we support classification development, 
enabling flexiblity in this area has the potential to 
result in classification errors, abuses of the 
system,  or increased issues. 
Clarity about the sport class status that can be 
allocated at this type of evaluation is crucial.
 
We recommend that only a review status can be 
allocated following remote athlete evaluation, to 
enable athletes to be seen in the future in 
conjunction with relevant competition if required 
and to allow for protests. Athletes should not be 
allocated a confirmed status or a review (fixed 
future date) through Remote Athlete Evaluation, 
unless a decision is made by IPC to enable this 
to specific impairment types only (eg limb 
loss/deficiency) . 

Addition of 
7.3  Athletes undergoing a Remote Athlete Evaluation will 
be assigned a Sport Class Status Review (R)



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remote Athlete Evaluation is a good  new 
practice to implement.  For NPC Canada it 
means Out of Competition Classification. So the 
importance to clairfy definition around this will 
be important. We are in support of inclusion of 
technology in some of the provision around 
Remote Athlete Evaluation, however, 
parameters around process will be very 
important to ensure transparency. We also feel 
no Confirmed Classification should be done via 
Remote Athlete Classification and that only 
Reviewed Status be given. We do not want to see 
face to face classification disappear as they are 
necessary to confirm status and in some sports 
for example Equestrian,  in addition to 
classifying, Equestrian Classifiers also 
recommend the compensatory (adaptive) aids 
which riders can use to allow them to compete 
and work with coaches to develop and 
implement  these. 

Include a definiton of Remote Athlete Evaluation and the 
meaning of it or different interpretation of what is 
acceptable for IF to implement.  Include provisions on 
use of technology for Athlete Remote Evaluation and add 
provisions around status within this article. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

It should not be possible to obtain a confirmed 
class status in a remote classification as there is 
no observation during competition.

Define possible sport class status obtainable in remote 
athlete evaluation. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Remote evaluation this cannot replace actual classification and can 
only grant a provisional classification to a 
national athlete with access to classifiers.  
change the name to provisional or screening and 
not include the word evaluation.  maybe 
permitted is a bit too strong and the word may is 
better or it they choose to 

change word remote to provisional and the word 
permitted to may

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Athlete Evaluation-
Remote

Needs to have clear definition and guidelines 
how it's done. For me it's very difficult to see 
how this would work in swimming, because 
observation in competition is an important part 
of athlete evaluation. At least it should be 
organized so that same classification panel 
could observe the athlete in competition and I 
think that is not very easy to organize.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Athlete Evaluation-
Remote

I cannot have an image how…
I do not agree if it is done via internet with movie 
is not suitable, as I think swimmers need to be 
evaluated hands on their body.
Outside competition, there may be possibility. 
But then I think same classifiers need to observe 
swimmers.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Remote Athlete 
Evaluation 

Clarity is required around remote athlete 
evaluation, including what will be considered 
remote classification, how IFs can ensure all 
components of the athlete evaluation be 
covered, consistency of the assessment being 
conducted by one classification panel, and if 
protests can occur.

Further clarity is required around this area

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 Remote Evaluation If there is no competition, how can all necessary 
components of classification be completed 
including observations (to ensure what was 
evaluated through non competitive assessment) 
reflects what is seen during full effort in 
competition and the opportunity for protests. 
This art. seems to contradict and undermine the 
process outlined in the previous article, 4.4. It 
would mean all classifications would need to be 
a CNC as the process has not been 
completed,and require re classification which 
defeats the purpose of having Remote 
Evaluation.Unless it was the same classification 
panel and the athlete made a Review, 
observations at another event would not be 
possible and the athlete would need to be 
reclassified according to a CNC.

Remote classification does have a role where it is not 
possible for a classification panel to be in attendance and 
a New  athlete needs an entry class. This could be given 
the term "provisional" or "temporary" as used in some 
sports already but this classification would be valid only 
for  a set time frame until full classification can take place 
within that season.This is a "paper exercise" and does 
not need face to face assessment.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 Most of this section is irrelevant as it is an 
explanation rather than policy

Change to "IFs may implement athlete evaluation out of 
competition." and delete the rest



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 This is an explanation rather than policy. Having 
a definition in the glossary would be better

Change to "IFs may implement athlete evaluation out of 
competition." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The code highlights the opportunity for IFs to 
remote athlete evaluation. Observation in 
competition being a part of the methodology for 
the allocation of a sport class.

We would like to be more informed about the conditions 
that this kind of evaluation will imply. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1-7.2 Athlete Evaluation- 
Suspension

The use of new communication tools does not 
seem to be comfortable for a classification 
quality. For classification it seems important that 
the Panel is in direct contact with the athlete 
and his environment.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 This clause should be deleted as each IF will 
define what it requires to make this happen.  It 
can be replaced by a new clause

Delete the current clause and comment and replace with 
"An IF should define the requirements for out of 
competition evaluation as a result of which the athlete 
will have a "N" status until assessed at an international 
event with a panel of international classifiers."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 Remote Evaluation 
Comment)

According to article 7.2 all necessary aspects of 
AE must be dealt with. These are outlined in 
ISAE 1.2 making  this article contradictory.All 
aspects of AE should surely be done by one (the 
same) classification panel to mitigate the risk of 
different interpretation and difference of 
opinion. How can protests be submitted if not all 
components of AE are completed?



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 (Comment) Observation in 
competition

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 7.2 Delete Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Need to add situation where a 'Minor' attends 
but without a member of the National Body, this 
constituting a non-appearance. Would be better 
if IPC stated age for a 'Minor' or allowed the IF to 
do so, not the National body.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This article does not include the mandatory 
about attandance to evaluation with all the 
equipment used in competition.

Add in the sentence "…and sport equipment"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1 Failure to attend It may happen that an athlete fails to attend 
observation assessment (e.g. due to injury), and 
it should be stated which sport class and status 
the athlete will be given then.

In case an Athlete completed the Non-competitive 
assessment, but is unable to complete Observation in 
Competition during a Competition, the Athlete shall 
retain the Sport Class he or she entered the Competition 
with and be given Sport Class Status Review.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1 Failure to attend that the Athlete attends Athlete Evaluation AS 
INDICATED BY THE ATHLETES SPORT CLASS STATUS / 
AS REQUIRED BY THE IF



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1 Failure to Attend 
Athlete Evaluation

We suggest that this Article be wider, so rather 
than just the obligation to "attend Athlete 
Evaluation" the obligation should be to fully 
participate in, and cooperate with the Athlete 
Evaluation process.  The obligation to "attend" 
should only apply in relation to the "Non-
Competitive Assessment" and "Observation in 
Competition" stages of Athlete Evaluations. 
Similar amendments to Articles 8.2 and 8.3 
(which is currently numbered wrongly) are also 
required.  

Amend as suggested.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 Failure to Attend 
Athlete Evaluation

There are two 8.2s! The second 8.2 needs to become 8.3.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 failure to attend the CC should already now as they are 
responsible for the scheduling and oversight of 
the administration

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 This is something that will vary from IF to IF as 
for some classes are required before the draw

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 This is something that will vary from IF to IF as 
for us classes are required before the draw

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 Failure to Attend 
Athlete Evaluation

There are two article 8.2 Second article 8.2 becomes article 8.3 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 This should be numbered 8.3



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 Observation in 
competition

In tennis Class is required before the draw

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 This is something that will vary from IF to IF and 
is best left the each If's rules

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.3 On the basis of giving the athlete all 
opportunities and that this has not been our 
experience, our approach is for the HoC to 
address this and the player may be allowed to 
compete in their current class. Again flexibility 
for the IF is required

Change to "If the athlete failes to attend athlete 
evaluation on this second occasion for whatever reason, 
the Chief Classifier will decide whether the athlete may 
compete or not in consultation with the TD."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.1 Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation

The obligation to perform to the best of the 
Athlete's capacity during Athlete Evaluation 
should be clarified so that this only applies to 
non-competitive assessment.  In relation to 
observation in competition, as this will be taking 
place in early rounds of competition, it is not 
always appropriate for the Athlete to have to 
perform to the best  of their ability.  In relation to 
observation in competition, we would suggest 
the standard be such that the Athlete must not 
in any way misrepresent their capabilities.  

Amend Article to distinguish between the different stages 
of Athlete Evaluation and to reduce the standard required 
in relation to observation in competition to an obligation 
not to misrepresent capabilities.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

This article does not include provisions in case 
that the athlete use some substances to alter 
his/her motor performance. For example, an 
athlete with an impairment of ataxia could come 
to evaluation after drink alcohol and increase 
his/her motor symptoms.

Include a provision about the use of substances that 
could alter motor performance or impairment symptoms. 
Provision should be  included and the athlete should 
know well in advance what a classification panel expect 
from him/her



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation

This Article gives the Classification Panel a right 
to suspend Athlete Evaluation in various 
circumstances, including where their ability to 
conduct the Athlete Evaluation in "a fair manner 
(for example, pain)" is affected.  It would be 
helpful to add some examples in a comment 
section, particularly in relation to pain.  Many 
Para-athletes suffer pain and this can be 
constant, but this should not prohibit them from 
they being classified.  Further, it is unclear who 
determines whether the Athlete is suffering too 
much pain in the Classification . The BAC would 
welcome a discussion with the IPC in relation to 
pain related disabilities following the 
experiences of Danielle Brown, an archer who 
suffers from chronic regional pain syndrome.  

Add examples in a comment section of what would affect 
the ability of a Classification Panel to conduct Athlete 
Evaluation in a fair manner and in particular, expand on 
the issue of pain.  

Add a right for an Athlete and/or their National Body 
representative to suspend an Athlete Evaluation in 
appropriate circumstances and provide for relevant 
procedures.  

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

A panel may suspend classification if during 
observation in competition assessment if the 
athlete does not give best effort.  Best effort is 
not limited only to physical and technical 
assessment.

Add bullet which includes "suspension of classification if 
athlete does not give best effort during observation in 
competition assessment" in addition to the current points

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 This can be shortened and made flexible Change to "A classification panel may suspend athlete 
evaluation in terms of the IF rules at any time."  Delete 
the rest including the bullets



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation

The wording of the fourth bullet forces the 
classifiers to make a judgement that the athlete 
is refusing to comply with their instructions - it 
could just be a misunderstanding.

Recommend rewrite (additional words in italics):

"9.2 A Classification Panel may suspend Athlete 
Evaluation in circumstances such as follows:

[4th bullet] Athlete refuses to comply with or cannot 
follow  any reasonable instructions given by the IF 
(Classification Panel, Chief Classifier or IF Head of 
Classification) during the course of Athlete Evaluation to 
such an extent that Athlete Evaluation cannot be 
conducted in a fair manner."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 add refusal or failure to sign the Consent Form

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

Bullet point 2: medication Are classifiers appropriately trained to perform what is 
written here?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

Last bullet point: what other information can be 
available?

Just a clarification needed.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation

3rd bullet - It says 'any health condition' and 
gives the example 'pain' (which is an 
impairment)

Consider changing to: Athlete has any Health Condition / 
Impairment that may limit... 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.2 Suspension of AE bullet 4 - HoC does not attend competitions as 
such and this needs to be changed to CC

change HoC to CC

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.3 This issue will be covered in the IFs rules 
primarily - it is a very difficult issue to prove.  
Suspension here can be interpreted as 
suspension of the athlete not suspension of the 
evaluation process

Change to "Suspension of athlete evaluation may be 
subject to further investigation regarding alleged 
intentional misrepresentation in terms of the IFs rules.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.3 This issue will be covered in the IFs rules 
primarily - it is a very difficult issue to prove.  
Suspension here can be interpreted as 
suspension of the athlete not suspension of the 
evaluation process

Change to "Suspension of athlete evaluation may be 
subject to further investigation regarding alleged 
intentional misrepresentation in terms of the IFs rules.!

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.4 The HoC is often not at the event so explanations 
should be done by a designated member of the 
panel

Include "chief classifier or nominee" and remove Head of 
Classification

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.4 Hoc does not attend competitions as such and 
this needs to be changed to CC

change HoC to CC

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.4 The HoC is often not at the event so explanations 
should be done by a designated member of the 
panel

Include "chief classifier or nominee"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.5 Observation in 
competition

Amend second sentence: "This procedure will be subject 
to the IFs right to suspend athlete evaluation again."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.5 Hoc does not attend competitions as such and 
this needs to be changed to CC

change HoC to CC

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.5 Add the case of an unaccompanied Minor

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.5 Again HoC to be removed and change last 
sentence to allow for IFs procedures to be 
followed

Delete Head of Classification and change second 
sentence to "This procedure will be subject to the IFs 
right to suspend athlete evaluation again."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.6 Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation

In relation to the last sentence of this Article, 
"The designation 'Classification not Completed 
(CNC)' will preclude the Athlete from competing 
at any competition until Athlete Evaluation is 
completed and a Sport Class is allocated."  It 
would be helpful to clarify when/if the Athlete will 
be given another opportunity to undergo a 
further Athlete Evaluation and/or how/when the 
further Athlete Evaluation can be requested.  A 
clear timescale should be indicated to give 
athletes certainty.

Amend as suggested.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.6 It is always possible that the evaluation is not 
possible because a classifier is sick or 
unavailable so this should be re-worded

Change to "If an athlete fails or is unable to take 
satisfactory remedial action in accordance with 9.4 
above, the chief classifier may decide, in consultation 
with the TD, to allow the player to compete with a R 
status.  If the athlete has a N status, the chief classifier 
may allow the athlete to compete if the IF was not able to 
complete the evaluation." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.6 Sport Class This assignment of CNC on the Master List will 
go in the column of sport class and an empty 
value for the sport class status?

clarrification needed

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.6 See 5.2

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 Sport Class This does not fit for the sport of sailing and maybe other 
sports, too. Just 10.2 is enough. 10.1 could be put in best 
practise.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 Sport Class Why should an athlete that is eligible for different 
Sport Classes be limited to just one?

Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 This is something that will be decided by the IF 
in terms of its sport specific rules as indicated in 
10.2

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

If the Sport Rules allow, could someone with two 
impairments be allowed to be given a sport class 
in relation to the impact both impairments have 
on the pperformance of the athlete, that is, if 
hypertonic and blind why can't the impact of 
both impairments be considered where 
applicable

Allow flexibility within the IF Classification Rules

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 Assessment of 
Multiple Eligible 
Impairments

Eligible impairments should have a capital E and 
I in this Article.

Change "eligible impairments" to "Eligible Impairments".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Again the multiple impairment issue: see 
comment 2.6 in IS on Athlete Evaluation

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 10.2 Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 11.3 Delete Delete



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11 Medical Review 11.2 states that a Medical Review Request 
"may" be initiated by an Athlete when their 
Health Condition changes such that it would 
impact their Sport Class, and 11.6 states that 
the Athlete "must" initiate a Medical Review 
Request if their Health Condition has changed 
for the better - 11.2 should be clarified so as to 
apply only where the Athlete's Health Condition 
has deteriorated. 
11.3 states that a Medical Review Request 
cannot be made by an Athlete, only by a 
National Body. There is concern that a National 
Body may choose not to request a Medical 
Review Request for a variety of reasons, some 
which may not be in the interests of the Athlete. 
Also, in circumstance where the Athlete must 
report and improvement in their condition under 
11.6, they are reliant on the National Body 
submitting the Medical Review Request. As 
such, there should be an obligation on the 
National Body to considers the Athlete's request 
for the commencement of a Medical Review 
Request, and that they may only refuse to 
submit an Medical Review Request on behalf of 
h  A hl  if i  l    i  di i  

Review Article 11 in general to clarify distinction between 
situations where a Health Condition has improved or 
worsened, and place obligations on National Bodies to 
submit a Medical Review Request at the request of an 
Athlete, unless it is the case of a worsening condition and 
in all the  all the circumstance it is reasonable to reject a 
request. Put in place safeguards to protect the Athlete in 
situation where the National Body unreasonably refuses 
to submit a Medical Review Request. (Note that if this is 
changed consequential changes will be needed at Article 
12.5 too.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11 Other Medical Review section. Is it worth mentioning 
this process may have a fee associated to be 
paid to the IF fo radmin purposes?



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11 IWBF does not have medical reviews of our 
athltese - the only time a medical review is done 
is for confirmation of Minimal Disability status. 
This section needs to be worded to recognize 
that not all IF have Medical Review processess

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 A "belief" is neither factual nor scientific so this 
should be deleted.  This process is also managed 
in good faith by the team management and 
classifiers through the protest process and 
request for a review.  Thus  this is separate from 
the review process

Delete and include in the code glossary but replace 
"belief" with "need for a review"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 Medical Review In this Article "health condition" should be 
"Health Condition" as it is a defined term.  

Change "health condition" to "Health Condition".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 Sport Class A "belief" is neither factual nor scientific. Remove from here and add to the glossary - however, 
replacing "belief" with "need for a review"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 A "belief" is neither factual nor scientific so this 
should be deleted.  This process is also managed 
in good faith by the team management and 
classifiers through the protest process and 
request for a review.  Thus we do not believe that 
this is separate from the review process

Delete and include in the code glossary but replace 
"belief" with "need for a review"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 11.3 medical review change order put 11.3 first change order



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 The process should include theNF and 
classifiers

Change to "a review may be initiated by an NF. chief 
classifier or head of classification if an athlete with a sport 
class status confirmed or review believes that changes in 
his or her health condition or to the extent of his or her 
activity limitation have an impact on the fundamental 
activities of the sport so that the sport class allocated is 
no longer accurate."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 Not clearly stated that the IF may call for the 
Medical Review. Is this intentional?

add Medical Review to the Glossary.Add,  A Medical 
review may be initiated my a, National Body or the IF 
Head of Classification or Chief Classifer

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 Medical Review This gives a right for Athletes with Sport Class 
Status Confirmed (C) or Review with a Fixed 
Review Date (RFD) a right to request a Medical 
Review Request. Medical Review Request is not 
defined and should be added to the Glossary of 
the Code.

Add definition of "Medical Review Request" to the Code.  

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 Medical review CC and HOC – recognize situation where 
National Body ‘supports’ an athlete’s medical 
review rather than requests it

Put in rules that this sort of request will not occur at a 
competition – these should be run as a RAE – remote 
athlete evaluation.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 Other the athlete himself should be able make a 
Medical Request

The regulation should be up to the sport

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 Becomes superfluous when 11.2 is re-worded Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3/11.4 contradictory having the national body make the review request and 
have the request accompanied by documentation 
completed by a qualified health professional



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 Covered in the above if amended Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Not information about the lenguage of the 
medical reports.

Medical reports must be provided in english.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.4 Other Not necessary, as no Medical person, if not an 
experienced classifier itself, is able to judge if an 
impairment has significantly changed

Delete this paragraph or put it in best practise for sports 
where it is apropriate

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.4 Medical Review Addition to article that Medical Reviews should 
not be subject to a Medical Review Fee

Addition of:
11.4.1 Medical review requests are not subject to a fee 
for submission

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.4 medical review this could also be an international medical 
classifier

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.5 add Chief Classifier

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.5 There must be an assessment done face to face 
not only on the basis of paperword

Change to "Upon receipt of a review request, the Head of 
Classification will add the athlete to the list of evaluations 
to be done at the next possible event." and delete the 
rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.5 Other see 11,4

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.6 Medical Review There are two articles 11.6 Second article 11.6 becomes article 11.7

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.6 Medical Review There are two 11.6s! The second 11.6 needs to become 11.7.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.6 This is superfluous with the new 11.5 - or 11.3 
now

Delete



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.6 See 11.2

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.7 (11.6) This is superfluous with the new 11.1 now

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Athletes who are 
ineligible to 
compete

12.1 talks about athletes with eligible 
impairments but should there be a sentence 
about althletes who are found not to have an 
eligible impairment?

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 NE prefered

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Athletes who are 
ineligible to 
compete

Change title Athletes who are Not Eligible to compete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Was there a consensus at the August 2013 HoC 
Meeting to use the code "NE" for ineligibility?

NE used in the IS on Protests and Appeals

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Ineligible to 
compete

Change reference to NE change to NE

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12-12.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Ineligible to Compete Not eligibility

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.1 Athletes who are 
ineligible to 
compete

Change  'Ineligibile to Compete - IE' Referred to in IPC Athletics as NE

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

 12.1 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

The definition: Non-eligible or Ineligible, in the 
HoCl meeting the suggestion was to use "old" 
NE

Use NE in stead of IE



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

How is this managed for Remote Classification? 
Offering classification by a second (and 
different) panel would be extremely difficult 
during "remote" classification. The reason the 
classification is being done "remotely" in the first 
instance may be because classification is not 
readily available due to the athlete. For sports 
such as Equestrian this is very much the case 
away from Europe or the USA. For the IF to 
provide a second classification  as soon as 
practicable would be extremly difficult and 
costly

remote evaluation to be taken into consideration



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

This Article provides an automatic second 
Athlete Evaluation/re-assessment for Athletes 
who are determined not to meet the Minimum 
Impairment criteria. Reading between the lines, 
it is presumed that this ‘second Athlete 
Evaluation’ would not involve a further review of 
whether the Athlete has a Health Condition 
leading to an Eligible Impairment (this should 
already have been determined), and only 
requires a further Non-competitive assessment 
and, if necessary, Observation in competition. In 
this way the Article 12 process is distinguished 
from the Article 2.5 “right to rebut” process for 
athletes who are determined not to have a 
Health Condition leading to an Eligible 
Impairment.  Is this correct?
It should also be clarified that the "second 
Classification Panel" should consist of different 
people etc.

Refer to “second Non-competitive assessment and, if 
necessary, Observation in competition” (or whatever 
words are adopted to define these stages) rather than 
“second Athlete Evaluation”. 
Clarify that the second Classification Panel should consist 
of, (i) at minimum, an equal number of Classifiers as 
constituted the original Classification Panel (ii) different 
Classifiers to the Classifiers on the original Classification 
Panel; and (iii) Classifiers of equal or greater qualification 
than the Classifiers on the original Classification Panel"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

as well the previous classification should be 
passed to the second panel

add: all papers including medical repords, previous 
classificaton reports, etc. will be passed to the second 
panel

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Sport Class Automatic second classification is not necessary 
after being deemed IE. Should the athlete 
appeal, then they should be re-assessed, but not 
unless they do so.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 word practicable seems a difficult word change to 
practical, delete comments

delete comments



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Protests Automatic second classification is not necessary 
after being deemed NE. If the athlete is 
convinced that the result of this classification is 
correct, a second classification is not necessary.

reword accordingly

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

No reference to the make-up to the protest 
panel.

Addition of:
"The second panel should be made up of an equal 
number of Classifiers as the first panel, with equal or 
greater level of Classification experience. Members of the 
second panel should have had no direct involvement in 
the Evaluation which led to the most recent allocation of 
the Athletes Sport Class, unless the most recent 
evaluation took place more than twelve (12) months 
prior."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

The second panel should have a similar make-up  
to a protest panel.

Recommend amending article (additional wording in 
Italics):

"12.2 If a Classification Panel allocates a Sport Class IE, 
the Athlete will be required to undergo a second Athlete 
Evaluation by a second Classification Panel either at that 
competition or as soon as practicable hereafter. The 
second panel should be made up of an equal number of 
Classifiers as the first panel, with equal or greater level of 
Classification experience. The second panel should not 
contain a member of who was on the first panel or have 
conducted any Athlete Evaluation in respect of the athlete 
concerned within a period of twelve (12) months prior to 
the date of the decision of the first panel. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

The second panel should have a similar make-up  
to a protest panel.

Recommend amending article (additional wording in 
Italics):

"12.2 If a Classification Panel allocates a Sport Class IE, 
the Athlete will be required to undergo a second Athlete 
Evaluation by a second Classification Panel either at that 
competition or as soon as practicable hereafter. The 
second panel should be made up of an equal number of 
Classifiers as the first panel, with equal or greater level of 
Classification experience. The second panel should 
ideally not contain a member who was on the first panel 
or have conducted any Athlete Evaluation in respect of 
the athlete concerned within a period of twelve (12) 
months prior to the date of the decision of the first 
panel." 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.2 (Comment) Sport Class Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment12.2 This is obvious and should be deleted Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.3 change words the not this pending the second assessment



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.3 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

Given the gravity of being declared Ineligible to 
Compete (IE), we find it unusual that the athlete 
has no specified right to direct the second panel 
towards errors that the first panel may have 
made in reaching their decision. 

Considering athletes given any other class apart 
from IE are given that right through the Protest 
procedure we view it as common sense to extend 
that right to athletes being declared IE. 

Recommend amending Article 12.3 (amendment in 
italics):

"12.3 Pending this second assessment, the Athlete will 
be allocated Sport Class IE and Sport Class Status Review 
(R). The Athlete will not be permitted to compete before 
such re-assessment. The athlete has the right to rebut 
the first panel's decision to declare them IE and submit to 
the IF in writing a direction towards errors that they 
consider the first panel may have made in reaching their 
decision. The second panel must review this direction 
prior to carrying out the second assessment."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 If in 12.3 we have IE and R, in 12.4 it is really 
only necessary to have IE

Delete "with sport class status C"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

The second Panel has not always been in place 
for key competitions for some sports.  There 
should be a provision making it mandatory for a 
second panel to be present at certain 
competitions (to be defined).

Recommendations to add provisions around 2nd panel 
being mandatory or add any provisions around 2nd panel 
being gathered via technology to ensure athletes are able 
to have an alternative process. We would remove the 
words in section 12.2 ….or as soon as practicable 
thereafter. If we cannot have any 2nd panel, we 
recommend a process on how an ahtlete can appeal the 
first panel decision at a certain competition. 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 Must be shown on Master List.



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 Athletes who are 
Ineligible to 
Compete

This Article sounds very absolute - ie "will not be 
permitted to compete at that Competition or any 
future Competitions… There is no further right 
to protest by the Athlete". This should be 
softened and reflect the Athlete's right to appeal 
and the Medical Review Request process.

The language in this Article should be softened and 
amended to refer to the right for an Appeal and/or a 
Medical Review Request.  (Note also that the use in this 
Article of ineligible to compete should be "Ineligible to 
Compete".)
Also Suggest title of Article 12 be changed to “Athletes 
who are determined Ineligible to Compete due to not 
meeting Minimum Impairment”.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.5 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

I suggest that need to be added : " or if the 
eligible criteria changes".

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.5 Again, this is subject to the flexibility required for 
IFs as this is covered in an IFs rules as some may 
allow a further evaluation and some not

Change to "An NF may only request a further evaluation 
of an athlete with a sport class status IE in terms of the 
IFs rules." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 and 12.7 Duplication with the code Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 change words remove subject to IF rules delete subject to IF rules.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 add 'relevant' before IF

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 Sport Class This is already covered in the Code Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.7 Sport Class This is already covered in the Code Remove



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13 Notification of 
Outcomes of Athlete 
Evaluation

This article omits the responsibility of the 
classifier to inform the athlete of the outcome of 
the Athlete Evaluation. It lists instead:

13.1 - making the outcome public
13.2 - informing Technical Delegate and Event 
Organising Committee
13.3 - managing changes in Sport Class made 
following Observation Assessment
13.4 - IF Classification Master List

We assume that this is an oversight and that the 
athlete and their support personnel  are the first 
to be informed of the outcome of the Athlete 
Evaluation. We also expect IFs to standardise 
how the athlete is informed of the outcome.

Insert new article at 13.1 (Article 13.1 to become 13.2 
etc.)

"13.1 Written notification must be provided to the Athlete 
in the format of a standardised form developed by the IF, 
including:

- The Athlete’s assigned Sport Class
- The Athlete’s updated Sport Class Status
- A summary of the assessments carried out that 
contributed to the decision

The Chief Classifier should take the opportunity to 
verbally explain the completed form to the athlete at the 
conclusion of the Athlete Evaluation."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Notifications of 
Outcomes

Classification outcomes should be published 
after the non-competitive assessment and after 
observation assessment at a defined place and 
time; after the non-competitive assessment it 
must be indicated if the athlete needs to 
undergo observation assessment 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Outcomes must be documented in some way by 
the IF - not simply verbal.

"The IF shall identify the written or digial means by which 
such notification will be made."



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Making public is different from publishing at the 
event which is what most IFs do

Change to "Outcomes of athlete evaluation should be 
published as soon as possible after the athlete evaluation 
in terms of the IFs rules" and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Outcomes are normally 'published' at the event, 
not 'made public'

replace 'public' with 'published'. Add'…….and the 
extent of the publication'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 This is procedural and is done in terms of the IFs 
procedures which will vary.  If the results are 
published as in 13.1, then this will include the 
TD, referee and organisers as required

Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13,2 and 13,3 Other procedures and whom to notify should be up to 
the IFs

e.g. in sailing there is an official notice board

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 Sport Class This is operational and therefore not necessary Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 cg 13.1 This is handled according to IF Rules, 
which will vary across sports and whether they 
are individual or team. 

Following the period(s) of Athlete Evaluation the Chief 
Classifier must convey the outcomes according to IF 
procedures and timetines'.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.3 Sport Class 3.1 covers this already Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.3 This is covered in 13.1 as amended Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.4 Sport Class This is operational and therefore not necessary Remove

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.4 This is operational and not required here Delete

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

14 Protests and 
Appeals

Delete (repetition)



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.1 This will be in line with the IFs rules Change to "Protests and appeals will be conducted in 
accordance with the IF's rules." and delete the rest

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.1 Protests This will be in line with the IFs rules Amend to "Protests and appeals will be conducted in 
accordance with the IF's rules." 

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.1 and IF Rules'

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15 Ad hoc is not appropriate so just delete Delete "Ad Hoc"

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15 Sport Class Is this specific to Winter Paralympic Games only 
as it says?

Use Code Glossary defined reference to Paralympic 
Games to mean both summer and winter unless this is 
specific to winter only.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15 Governance and 
Scope

The term 'Ad Hoc Rules' needs to be revised To revise

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.1 Ad Hoc Summer Paralympic Gamess should be in here 
also.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.1 Ad Hoc rules last sentence - ...in a timely manner

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 Ad hoc for 
Paralympic 

Remote classification should allow for this to not 
really be an issue.

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 Ad Hoc Rules for 
Paralympic Games 
and Major Multi 
sport events

Athletes with a Sport Class Status New (N)  entry 
for Winter Games is mentioned but not Summer 
Games. 

Athletes with a Sport Class Status New (N) prior to the 
Paralympic Winter Games and  Paralympic Summer 
Games will not be allowed to compete at the Paralympic 
Games. The IPC Governing Board will deal with 
exceptions on a case by case basis. 



IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 Other Athletes with a Sport Class Status New (N) prior 
to the Paralympic (Winter) Games will not be 
allowed to compete at the Paralympic (Winter) 
Games.
The IPC Governing Board will deal with 
exceptions on a case-by-case basis.

Remove"The IPC Governing Board will deal with 
exceptions on a case-by-case basis."

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 Athlete Evaluation - 
Suspension

This policy is also transitioning to Summer 
games

Remove the word "Winter" twice from this line

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 Governance and 
Scope

Why are the Winter Games different? IPC to explain/clarify this

IS for Athlete 
Evaluation

15.2 In the code glossary, Paralympic Games includes 
both summer and winter

Delete "(Winter)" as it is not necessary

IS for Classifier 
Training

IF training and 
certification

We suggest to develop a new IS about classifiers 
training and certification

IS for Classifier 
Training

All Other Great to have a more user friendly Classification 
Code and Standards to provide a clear 
framework and expectations for sports. The 
standards will provide very clear parameters 
within which classification must be carried out.  
Concern that recruitment and retention of 
Classifiers in a volunteer role will be impacted 
over time given the increased accountability and 
expectations of them. 

Volunteer Classifiers need to be taken into consideration

IS for Classifier 
Training

Classification 
Personnel

There should be a IS on classifier training and 
certification 

Add IS on classifier training and certification



IS for Classifier 
Training

Other Classification 
Personnel

We would like to recommend Classifier 
Evaluation  is part of the overall process of 
maintaining   certification up to date within a 
sport. Establish certification process with 
evaluation period required for classifier in order 
to maintain accountability , quality and 
continuous improvement of classifiers.

To include a section on Classifier Evaluation in order to 
maintain certification. The model used to do this  could 
come from best practice Judges Evaluation in Figure 
Skating, Referee Evaluation from Rugby ( IRB)  or 
Coaching Certification Process  ( NCCP) in Canada. 

IS for Classifier 
Training

Other National Classification : 1) How? Who? What? 
Budget? 2) What will become of international 
classifiers? What are their roles?3) For II : that is 
currently managed by the INAS eligibility? 
Eligibility is part of the classification ... When the 
classification will be managed at the national 
level, how is managed the eligibility of II Athlete?

IS for Classifier 
Training

???? Classifier Training and Certification is the sole 
responsibility of the IF 

Do not produce this!

IS for Classifier 
Training

3 Classification 
Personnel

In sailing we have International Classifiers (these 
are certified by the IF) as opposed to National 
Classifiers with different (less) reqirements 
(certified by the NF); Chief National Classifier 
has to be approved by the IF, too

Classifer pathways to be reentered



IS for Data 
Protection

Definition and 
Purpose

IPC IS for Data Protection Why has IPC included the concept of classification 
organization in the “purpose? Who is under this name? 
Why doesn’t the Code say IF as usual as they are the ones 
who appoint the classification panels and the responsible 
bodies of classification? Should un NPC also assume the 
roles and work in classification matters, would we also be 
a classification organization? Does it has to do with the 
need of having a strong classification body to apply and 
care for the laws on data protection? 

IS for Data 
Protection

IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

IS Data Protection is really useful for IFs and 
potentially also for NPCs

IS for Data 
Protection

ISDP In principle the only reason to have this is where 
there is no national legislation in place covering 
data protection. Therefore it is covered in the 
code section 7 and not necessary to repeat in a 
separate IS

Do not proceed with this.  On the assumption that the 
Classification Committee will continue, the following 
comments are submitted

IS for Data 
Protection

IS for Data 
Protection

Other There is a number of IFs that have a number of 
various practices around access to assessment 
information from athlete's themselves.

We would like to see assessment information included in 
the Data for Classification and ensure that athletes being 
assessed have access to this. This would be similar to the 
access they may have to a medical file. 



IS for Data 
Protection

Comment to IS for 
Data Protection

IF Responsibilities 
for Classification

We think the handling of the Medical Diagnostics 
Form is missing. Due to the Danish legislation, 
we are actually not allowed to send this kind of 
information by email - unless it is a "safe" email. 
However, we have been sending the MDF's eg. 
to IBSA. Maybe this is also the case for other 
International Federations?

Consider a passage about "transport" of data containing 
personal data.

IS for Data 
Protection

Throughout I'm suprised in this document that 'Process' 
always has a Capital 'P'. I assume it's meant to 
be there as it's everytime but it doesn't look right 
to me. No other comments for this standard

IS for Data 
Protection

In principle the only reason to have this is where 
there is no national legislation in place covering 
data protection. Therefore it is covered in the 
code section 7 and not necessary to repeat in a 
separate IS

The IF has the responsibility for keeping safe the personal 
details of all the athletes. The Data Protection IS gives 
little or no information about how any breaches might be 
assessed by IPC, what sanctions it might apply. The 
national country laws should be applied unless they are of 
a lesser standard thatn this proposal.

IS for Data 
Protection

General Include in the consent form that "that this type of 
disclosure must be pointed out to all athletes and be 
included on any consent form an athlete is required to 
sign before entering the classification process."

IS for Data 
Protection

Other What can be processed: Access to data for research purposes is not clear at all. 
Only in the comment to point 2 it is mentioned as an 
example. But what is possible or not remains a question.



IS for Data 
Protection

General Governance and 
Scope

This document is unnecessary as national 
legislation on data protection should take 
precedence

Ideally remove this document

IS for Data 
Protection

General Broaden the document to include storage of all data 
collected or submitted during the classification process.

IS for Data 
Protection

Intro Again not necessary as all documents should be 
read as one.  Signatory appears again and 
should be replaced by IF.  Second para not 
required

Replace signatory with IF and delete the second para

IS for Data 
Protection

Intro Governance and 
Scope

Signatory' should be replaced by International 
Federation                                                                                 
*No need for the 2nd paragraph as it is repeated 
from the Code

*Replace signatory with IF                                             
*Remove second paragrah

IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Purpose This Standard should support the athletes rights 
in relation to their classification data. The 
standard should reflect that every athlete who 
undergoes classification evaluation  is entitled to 
receive the full results of each assessment that 
makes up the athlete evaluation process in 
addition to the classification outcome. The 
athlete should also be given access to any video 
footage taken of them undergoing the 
classification process.
There are a number of IFs that currently do not 
provide this information to athletes, even once 
requested. 

The IPC take steps to clearly communicate the purpose 
of this Standard and rights of the athlete to have access 
to their data to the IFs.



IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Purpose We understand that the purpose of this Standard 
is to ensure that every athlete that undergoes 
classification evaluation at national or 
international level is entitled to receive not only 
the outcome of that classification evaluation, but 
the results of each assessment that makes up 
the athlete evaluation process. The athlete 
should also be given access to any video footage 
taken of them undergoing the classification 
process.

There are a number of IFs that currently do not 
provide this information to athletes, even once 
requested, and we are aware of at least one 
athlete that was refused a copy of their videoed 
assessment. This Standard represents a 
significant change in certain IFs practices - the 
purpose of this Standard needs to be clearly 
communicated  to all IFs and the Paralympic 
Movement. 

Strongly recommend that a glossary is added to this 
Standard and that "Classification Data" is clearly defined 
within that glossary.

The definition of "Classification Data" should include the 
results of each assessment that makes up the athlete 
evaluation process and any images or video footage taken 
of the athlete during the classification evaluation process. 
Athletes should be granted access to their own 
Classification Data on request.

Also strongly recommend that IPC take steps to clearly 
communicate the purpose of this Standard to the IFs.

IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Why Classification Organisations? If not only the 
IF it should state which relevant organisations

add IFs. NPCs and NFs here and whereever 
'Classification Organisations occurs, or add a definition 
which includes the organisations

IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Classification Organisation' should be replaced 
by International Federation wherever it appears

Classification Organisation' should be replaced by 
International Federation wherever it appears



IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Has classification organisation again Replace classification organisation with IF wherever it 
may appear

IS for Data 
Protection

Purpose Purpose Term "Classification Data" needs to be defined. 
Needs to include the results of each assessment 
that makes up the athlete evaluation process 
and any images or video footage taken of the 
athlete during the classification evaluation 
process. Athletes should be granted full access 
to their own Classification Data.

"Classification Data" is clearly defined within a glossary 
or elsewhere within the Code. 

IS for Data 
Protection

IS Data 
Protection, art. 1

"Classification Organization" Include definition/explanation of "Classification 
Organization" - is that both the IF's, the IPC and the 
NPC's?

IS for Data 
Protection

Art 1 Comment With a group of athletes at an event, they may 
each have different national standards for data 
protection. Problematic! Athlete consent form 
must be mandatory for Classification and 
research..

Possibly add, "If an athlete does not provide consent for 
personal data to be used for research or marketing 
purposes, then his/her data will not be used for that 
purpose".

IS for Data 
Protection

1 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove

IS for Data 
Protection

1.1 Not required. Surely covered by 1.2 and 1.3 Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

1.1 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

This is covered by 1.2 and 1.3 Remove 1.1

IS for Data 
Protection

1.1 This is superfluous if 1.2 and 1.3 remain as it is 
covered by them

Delete



IS for Data 
Protection

1.1 obligations this term classification organizations is not 
appropriate , classification is under the 
jurisdiction of the IF , the IF needs to be 
responsible for data protection

change term classification organizations to IF throughout 
the standard

IS for Data 
Protection

1.3 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Data Protection Standard- how would this be 
enforced in countries where the National Laws 
are less than the IPC Standard

Nil

IS for Data 
Protection

2 What can be 
Processed

Modify article and add into this section. 
Make reference about consent of the athlete 
with this process.

Addition of:
2.4 Classification organisations must be considerate of 
the sensitive and personal nature of data taken from 
athletes. Classification organisations shall process only 
personal information that is appropriate and relevant for 
classification purposes.
2.4.1 Classification organisations must seek the consent 
of the athlete for any use of personal information and 
classification data for classification purposes that is in 
addition to the athlete evaluation, such as research or 
educational purposes.
2.4.2 In appropriate circumstances, Classification 
purposes will include the processing of classification data 
in order to engage in investigations and associated 
disciplinary hearings, including allegations of 
misconduct.  

IS for Data 
Protection

Comment 2 This comment reinforces what has been said 
before

Delete



IS for Data 
Protection

2 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove

IS for Data 
Protection

3 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

need to be included in this document a standard 
form of consent to be  adhered at the IPC data 
base, and be informed about article 1.7 IS for 
Athlete Evaluation.

IS for Data 
Protection

3 Basis of processing Addition of Comment to Article 3 as Article 3.4 - 
relating to written consent of data use

Inclusion of article 3.4:
"Written consent for use of classification data will be 
provided either by the athlete or on behalf of the athlete 
by the signing of the Athlete Evaluation Consent Form. If 
an athlete does not provide consent in these 
circumstances then the consequence will be that the 
athlete cannot be evaluated or given a sport class"

IS for Data 
Protection

3 Basis of processing Additional comment to 3 relating to use of 
personal information or classification data for 
other purposes such as research or education.

Inclusion of article 3.5:
"Written consent for use of classification data for 
classification purposes of education or research will be 
provided either by the athlete, or on behalf of the athlete, 
by the signing of the Athlete Evaluation Consent form. 
The IF shall ensure that there is clarity about what 
constitutes classification purposes on the Athlete 
Evaluation Consent form"



IS for Data 
Protection

3 Basis of processing Addition of Comment to Article 3 as Article 3.5 - 
relating to instances where consent will not be 
sought

Inclusion of article 3.5:
"Classification oganisations must ensure that the 
processing of classification data with consent is 
consistent with national laws should an instance occur 
where consent will not be sought, such as investigation 
into potential misconduct"

IS for Data 
Protection

3.1 Should be consent in writing Change to "..with the written consent of …"

IS for Data 
Protection

3.1 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Consent ought to be given by the Athlete in 
writing

Change to "..with the written consent of the Athlete…."

IS for Data 
Protection

3.1 Basis of processing Addition of written consent of the athlete to this 
paragraph.

"Classification organisations should only process 
classification data with the written consent of the athlete 
to whom the classification data relates."

IS for Data 
Protection

3.2 What constitutes 'informed consent'? Verbal or 
written. Must be clear. No consent = no Athlete 
Evaluation. There should be no exceptions. 
Classifiers and IF need to be protected. 

IS for Data 
Protection

3.2 It would seem that if national legislation does not 
allow a guardian to give permission then the 
athlete cannot be classified.  It is probable that 
there is other national legislation, not data 
protection legislation, which sets out the 
obligations of a legal guardian

Change to "If an athlete cannot provide informed consent 
as he or she is a minor or as a result of intellectual 
disability, the athelte's legal guardian must given written 
consent for the athlete's data to be held by the IF." and 
delete the rest

IS for Data 
Protection

3.2 Other Language edit add a "," after parenthesis



IS for Data 
Protection

3.3 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

We do not agree with this as it could set a bad 
precedent

Remove 3.3

IS for Data 
Protection

3.3 processing athlete data without consent for 
investigative purposes is sloppy. 

Include that consent forms "specifically stipulate that the 
athlete authorizes the IF or NPC that is processing the 
classification to release such information if it is needed as 
part of a disciplinary or other investigation relating to the 
specific athlete"

IS for Data 
Protection

3.3 This will set a very dangerous precedent Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

3.3 Not at all happy with this. Extremely dangerous 
and could result in legal action

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

3.3 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Data 
Protection

Comment 3.3 Delete Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

4.1 This needs some clarity Change to "IFs must inform athletes or relevant athlete 
support personnel (for minors and ID athletes if 
appointed in writing) about what data is to be 
processed."

IS for Data 
Protection

4.1 Add as stated in response to 'Purpose' 

IS for Data 
Protection

4.1.1 As the IF is collecting the data and discussing 
with the athlete, this is probably not required

Delete



IS for Data 
Protection

4.1.2 The data should be explicit Change to "the data which will be processed"

IS for Data 
Protection

4.2 The reason for this is not clear.  4.1 currently 
states "must" and 4.2 allows for an exception.  
Data protection legislation would say "must"

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

4.3 The information must be provided and in a face 
to face discussion prior to evaluation, 
explanations can be provided. This is obvious 
and unnecessary

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

4.3 must not shall?

IS for Data 
Protection

Comment 4.3 If the information is included in the classification 
forms signed prior to evaluation, this becomes 
unnecessary and may contravene legislation

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

5 No personal data should be shared with any 
third party without the written consent of the 
athlete

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

5.1 This is dependent on how 'Classification 
Organisations' is interpreted, and what data is 
being referred to. Whilst Class and status may be 
shared, medical records should certainly not. No 
data should be disclosed unless the athlete has 
given written consent.



IS for Data 
Protection

5.1 & 5.2 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Personal data should not be shared with any 
third party unless they have written consent from 
the Athlete.                      Also, what does the IPC 
mean by other Classification Organizations?

Remove 5

IS for Data 
Protection

5.1 Comment three lines from end ' should only do so if this if 
either

Correct English

IS for Data 
Protection

IS on Data 
Protection - 
comment to 5.1

"it should only do so if this if either the Athlete 
has consented…"

Wrong wording: "if this"

IS for Data 
Protection

5.1 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Data 
Protection

6 Retaining 
Classification Data - 
Comment to Article 
6.2

'If an athlete has an impairment that will not 
change over time there will be no need to retain 
detailed medical records supplied by the 
athlete'.
Why not? The MDF was introduced to capture 
such information. Why should it be deleted 
following classfication of the athlete? This is 
valuable information to the IF, especially when 
there may be a rule change and further medical 
information may be necessary to determine the 
impact of the change.



IS for Data 
Protection

6 mmediate destruction of the material may not be 
appropriate in some cases. What happens, for 
example, if an athlete knowingly misrepresents 
her abilities, sets a world record and 
immediately retires.

Immediate destruction requests should have 2 year 
retention after retirement. This can be built into a draft 
consent form

IS for Data 
Protection

6 Retaining Data Some best practice guidelines would be helpful  
here on what is best practice for retaining 
medical inmformation regards its validity.e.g. 
Retired athletes, athletes who may transfer from 
one sport to another, how valid is medical 
information after 1yr, 5 yrs etc.

IS for Data 
Protection

6 Retaining 
Classification Data

There are concerns about retention of data and 
destroying or permanently deleting information 
where records of previous classifications are 
destroyed.

There have been examples of athletes retiring 
from the sport and then wishing to re-enter, only 
to find that there is no record of their 
classification (only  previous competition 
results). This may need to be considered as 
athletes who may not need to go through 
classification then need to go through an 
addition time  if their data is destroyed. 

Further consideration be made about timeframes for 
destroying data. No final recommendation just wanting to 
open up the discussion about this. 

IS for Data 
Protection

6.1 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Classification data may be needed for 
comparison/research, therefore we do not feel it 
should be deleted/destroyed/anonymised



IS for Data 
Protection

6.1 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Data 
Protection

Comments 6.1 
and 6.2

These comments repeat what has been written 
before but just in a different way

Delete

IS for Data 
Protection

6.1 Comment Again, not happy with the free use of 
'Classification Organisations. Open to abuse.

Specify organisations

IS for Data 
Protection

6.2 Other IPC IS for Data Protection Why does IPC think classification organizations will 
receive more information than the strictly needed for the 
classification? How will IPC organise for the athlete to 
demand about the information the IFs have filed and 
received and the one really used for his/her classification? 
In case of doubt about not using all and the right 
information for the classification the athlete should 
directly protests and/or appeal without any delay.

IS for Data 
Protection

6.2 Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Data Protection Standard-some National law 
requires medical information obtained for people 
under 21 to be held for seven years after the 
person turns 21. This again would be dependent 
on National laws

Nil



IS for Data 
Protection

6.2 Other IPC IS for Data Protection Impairments that will not change along the time in 
principle (for instance an amputation) can associate to 
new impairments that as a whole could impact on the 
athlete evaluation and classification. Maybe the best 
would be to keep all medical reports as long as the 
athlete has an active career in the same or any sport(?)

IS for Data 
Protection

6.2 Other IPC IS for Data Protection It would be important IPC sets a time for data storage. 
For instance, at present, NPCs are uploading a lot of 
private and personal medical info onto the SDMS and 
some IPC sports are starting to have and historical 
database in this sense. How many years should IF/IPC 
storage this kind of info and data?

IS for Data 
Protection

6.2 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

How can we judge how an impairment has 
changed over time without previous paperwork 
to compare? E.g. if an athlete presents a change 
of circumstances, how can the IF judge if we do 
not have the original data? 

Remove comment



IS for Data 
Protection

7 Access rights to 
Classification Data

Athletes generally wouldn't contact the IF 
directly to obtain this infomation. 
An NPC or NF usually requests this information 
on behalf of the athlete - through the athlete 
representative at competitions or through the 
administator following competitions. 
This should be reflected in this section, 
acknowledging the athlete must consent to this 
(this may be done through agreement with NF or 
NPC, and may also be done through the Athlete 
Evaluation Consent form). 

Addition of article 
7.2
"The process for requesting classification data from the 
IF should be directed through the NPC or NF. In doing so, 
the athlete may consents to their NPC or NF to request 
the classification data on their behalf, both during and 
out of competition"

IS for Data 
Protection

7 Other Comment to Article 7 - set a timeframe for 
classification organization response as opposed 
to "reasonable"

"must respond within 4 weeks"

IS for Data 
Protection

7 Access rights to 
Classification Data

Comment to article 7.1 should be incorporated 
into this section.  4 weeks is a more reasonable 
timeframe for an athlete to receive paperwork.

Addition of: 
7.2 Classification organisations shall provide athletes 
with the classification data they have documented as a 
part of the athlete evaluation. The information can be 
provided in any reasonable format. Classification 
organisations shall provide this data no later than 4 
weeks following the athlete assessment. "

IS for Data 
Protection

7.1. Process for amending the records?

IS for Data 
Protection

7.1.1 This is a duplication of 4 Delete



IS for Data 
Protection

7.1.2 Other Data protection Standard - a copy of relevant 
data for the athlete

Suggest this is only upon written request from the NF to 
the F

IS for Data 
Protection

7.1.2 Access rights to 
Classification Data

The article isn't clear in that the athlete has the 
right to access all the classification data relating 
to their classification assessment.

Athletes have a right to full copies of 
classification paperwork. IFs must provide full 
copies to the athletes (or athlete 
representatives) of the athlete assessment at the 
conclusion of the competition. 

Amend to:
"a copy of the full classification data held by the 
classification organisation within a reasonable 
timeframe"

IS for Data 
Protection

7.1.3 The athlete is also entitled to correct any 
information held, to request the information to 
be deleted at any time and probably advised of 
consequences if any

Add a new clause

IS for Data 
Protection

7.1 (Comment) Classification Data 
and Personal 
Information

Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Data 
Protection

7,1,2 Other IS on data protection: "relevant classification 
data" should be defined more precisely

IS for Data 
Protection

Appendix 1 Consider drafting a model consent form to have in the 
appendix

IS for Data 
Protection

Other Purpose: Define Classification Organizations?



IS for National 
Classification

Definition and 
Purpose

IPC IS for National Classification We know IPC is aware of the different challenges for the 
different NPCs in each nation and the need of flexibility 
and / or of a transition period. For instance, for this NPC 
our obligation in regards to classification is just to confirm 
the athletes to be entered for the Games and IPC 
International Competitions we act as NF for to be 
international classified and have the status required in 
the criteria for the relevant sport. Should be have to really 
care for classification matters as IPC describes in the IS 
we would have a really serious work to be done along 
some years before we could meet the requirements in the 
IS. 

IS for National 
Classification

General - There is no glossary or definition section for any 
of the International Standards but I presume that 
the intention is to adopt the definitions set out in 
the Glossary of the IPC Classification Code.  It 
would be helpful to set this out in the 
introductory sections of the International 
Standards and there should also be a general 
check of consistency in the use of definitions.  

Add statement that terms defined in the Code are 
adopted in the International Standards.  Check use of 
defined terms for consistency.



IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Purpose While we would be in a position to be in 
compliance with the majority of this Standard by 
the implementation date of 1 January 2017, the 
vast majority of NPCs would not be in a position 
of compliance by this date.

We view it as highly improbable that IPC would 
block an NPC's participation at the 2018 and 
2020 Games because of non-compliance with 
this Standard.

IPC should only put articles into the Code and 
International Standards that it is willing to 
enforce. That said, it is welcome to have a 
published document that spells out what an 
NPCs' and NFs' responsibilities are when it 
comes to classification.  

This entire Standard should become a Model of Best 
Practice.

IS for National 
Classification

This appears not to be distributed with the other 
material so WA  cannot comment except to say 
that this is the responsibility of the relevant IF

IS for National 
Classification

Other IS National Classification is brilliant  ito giving 
the NPCs a heads up on developing a co-
ordinated classification strategy, but I think is 
probably more a Model of Best Practice - many 
countries lack the resources and if can't comply, 
what is the consequence? I really like the 
document!



IS for National 
Classification

General All Classification is sport specific and needs to 
comply with each sports' rules. This document 
should therefore be removed

Remove IS for National Classification

IS for National 
Classification

ISNC Classification is sport specific and needs to 
comply with the sports rules. In general, this IS is 
not required as the procedures of the IF should 
apply

Ideally do not proceed with this.  However feedback 
below is made if the Classification Committee proceeds

IS for National 
Classification

Recommendation ISNC become a Model of Best Practice as it is 
less prescriptive and not mandatory. This will 
benefit developing nations who do not have a 
Classification manager or Classification 
Committee to develop and coordinate this.



IS for National 
Classification

5 Governance and 
Scope

We note the introduction of an international 
standard for national classification in order to 
guide National Paralympic Committees in their 
responsibilities. It will certainly help us to be in 
compliance with the code and to increase the 
participation opportunities for athletes from 
grassroots to elite level. However, we want to 
highlight the difficulties that a national 
classification strategy will involve. Coordinate 
means that specific personnel must be 
dedicated to classification within the Paralympic 
Committee and national federations. As of today, 
this job is part of the national federations’ 
technical personnel duties and we see as a big 
difficulty to convince them to change their 
organization without any consideration. The lack 
of personnel is also a reason for Paralympic 
Committee. 
Furthermore, developing a national classification 
plan is rather expensive and as you may know, it 
is a real challenge for many NPCs to build up a 
sustainable financial model.

Consequently, the French Paralympic Committee wants 
the IPC support in all level regarding classification and 
the means to achieve the objectives.



IS for National 
Classification

IS for National 
Classification

Other Delete IS for National Classification - let 
NPCs/NFs develop national systems that are 
both Code compliant and IF compliant (for 
respective sports), while also fitting within the 
respective national structure, without mandating 
certain aspects of classification operations and 
administration

IS for National 
Classification

general this should be a best practice.  There are several 
models of NPC and NF and to force them all to 
prescribe to the same modell is not possible.it is 
dependant on their country and their funding .

change to best practice

IS for National 
Classification

Does the IPC has the jurisdiction to impose 
standards that will affect how nations conduct 
classifications within their own borders for 
domestic competitions.

Move to MoBP

IS for National 
Classification

Intro Paragraph 2 Compliance with these International Standards and IF 
Rules is mandatory

IS for National 
Classification

Intro Other Remove 2nd paragraph as it's a duplicate Remove 2nd paragraph

IS for National 
Classification

Intro Other Replace 'Signatories' with 'International 
Federations' throughought whole document

Replace 'Signatories' with 'International Federations' 
throughought whole document

IS for National 
Classification

Intro Change signatories to IFs Change signatories to IFs

IS for National 
Classification

Intro Delete the second para Delete the second para

http://possible.it/
http://possible.it/
http://possible.it/
http://possible.it/
http://possible.it/
http://possible.it/


IS for National 
Classification

Purpose This seems to assume that NPCs are the only 
ones responsible for classification at a national 
level which is incorrect so specify for IPC sports

Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Purpose We feel there are different models of NPC s  
across the globe with many various structure 
around management of classification.  We 
identify that this International Standard would 
be too directive at this point to  be adapted to all 
models. In some aspects the Governance within 
NPCs is directed by the country in which they 
operate and  most times is dictated by external 
factors such as geography of the country, 
funding structure , government structures etc. It 
is up to the NPC to decide and implement 
structure to ensure NFs are following the code 
within their sports and also are putting 
appropriate structure in place around 
classification.

This entire Standard should become a Model of Best 
Practice.

IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Should be clear that IF also has responsibility for 
the development of National Classifiers and 
National Classification. NPCs seldom have the 
expertise or resources.

IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Resources are scarce in probably the majority of 
the NPCs so this may be unrealistic and holding 
them to the levels of "compliance" may be a 
disincentive



IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Other NPCs are only responsible for national 
classification for IPC sports - this should be 
made clear.

Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Purpose The vast majority of NPCs would not be in a 
position to be compliant with this standard. This 
published document that spells out what an 
NPCs' and NFs' responsibilities are when it 
comes to classification is welcomed and it is 
recommended that this be made a model of best 
practice. 

This entire Standard should become a Model of Best 
Practice.

IS for National 
Classification

Purpose Purpose The vast majority of NPCs would not be in a 
position to be compliant with this standard. This 
published document that spells out what an 
NPCs' and NFs' responsibilities are when it 
comes to classification is welcomed and it is 
recommended that this be made a model of best 
practice. 

IPC should only put articles into the Code and 
International Standards that it is unable to 
enforce.

Recommendation:                                                     This 
entire Standard should become a Model of Best Practice 
with a view to it becoming an International Standard 
following the 2020 Paralympic Games.

Following an review of NPCs' classification provision after 
the 2020 Paralympic Games, consider then revising that 
Model of Best Practice into a Standard. 

IS for National 
Classification

1.1 Interpretation... I find 1.1 about references confusing. I found 1.2 
a bit confusing as well.

IS for National 
Classification

1.2 Not required as hopefully all comments will be 
deleted

Delete

IS for National 
Classification

1.2 Other Not necessary if all comments are to be removed 
as discussed during the Head of Classification 
Meeting

Remove 1.2



IS for National 
Classification

1.4 General Principles There is no definition of National Body given in 
this International Standard or in the Code.

Add a definition of National Body to the Code and make it 
clear that this applies to the International. Standards.

IS for National 
Classification

2 National Strategy Reference is made to National Classification 
Strategy, Programme and Code. If a 
Classification Programme is rules, regulations, 
procedures and policies then what is meant by 
the National Classification Code 2.2? Suggest  
ombining 2.1 and 2.2 A National Classification 
Strategy would include a National Classification 
Code, National Classification Programme and 
Supra national Classification Strategy.

2.1 :A National Classification Code, developed with 
compliance to the IPC Code, will include rules, 
regulations, procedures and policies to set the principles 
to be applied to a National Classification Programme.
2.2 A National Classification Programme will provide 
support and  leadership to NPC Members, through 
compliance to the National Classification Code and IF 
Rules and Regulations (include the 4 bullet points in the  
2.1 art.) and the maintenance of stakeholder 
relationships.

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Other Third bullet: make it clear that this point refers to 
IPC sports only can only refer to IPC sports

Third bullet: make it clear that this point refers to IPC 
sports only can only refer to IPC sports

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Fourth bullet again refers to the conflict of 
interest for NPCs as they also cannot be judge 
and jury

Change "monitor" to "support"

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 National 
Classification 
Strategy 

Many IFs will not have the capacity to have 
strong involvement in national level activities.

Amend bullet point in the article:
"coordinate national classification activities across sports 
in close cooperation with the respective National 
Federation and, as appropriate, the International 
Federation ;"



IS for National 
Classification

2.1 National 
Classification 
Strategy

This entire article uses the words "strategy", 
"programme" and "Code" without making a 
distinction between the three words.

Recommend re-write (additional wording in italics):

2.1 A National classification programme strategy allows 
NPCs to sustainably... includes rules, regulations, 
policies and procedures to

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Bullet 3: Note that World ParaVolley as an IF 
provides National Classifier Courses. Thus, this 
coordination should be with the IF. Similarly 
bullet 5. WPV has a Classification Commission 
which includes an International Classifier for 
each Zone.

bullet three: in partnership with the IF

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Other Classification is sport specific and so should 
comply with each sports' rules, rendering this 
document unecessary 

Remove IS for National Classification

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Other Fourth bullet: this highlights the conflict of 
interest for NPCs 

Replace "monitor" with "support"

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 First bullet can only refer to IPC sports Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

2.1 Third bullet can only refer to IPC sports Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

2.1.1 classification Here is is in inverted commas and 
nowhere else in the document is it in inverted 
commas.

either remove inverted commas or or insert them 
everywhere for clarity.



IS for National 
Classification

2.2 National 
Classification 
Strategy 

The terminology national Classification Code 
may create confusion with the IPC Classification 
Code. 
The NPC should develop national rules, 
regulations, policies and procedures to support 
national compliance with the IPC Classification 
Code. 

Amend Article:
"Implicit to the national classification strategy is the 
coordinating role of the NPC in the development of the 
National Classification rules, regulations, policies and 
procedures that support compliance with the Code and 
International Standards"

IS for National 
Classification

2.2 National 
Classification 
Strategy

This is the only reference to "national 
Classification Code". No explanation or 
definition of what it is exists in the Standard.

Define national Classification Code.

IS for National 
Classification

2.2 National 
Classification 
Strategy 

The terminology National Classification Code 
may create confusion with the IPC Classification 
Code. 
The NPC should develop National Classification 
Policies, Procedures and Rules to support 
national compliance with the IPC Classification 
Code. 

Reword:
2.2 Implicit to the National Classification Strategy is the 
coordinating role of the NPC in the development of the 
National Classification Policies, Procedures and Rules 
that support compliance with the Code and International 
Standards"



IS for National 
Classification

2.3 Governance and 
Scope

IPC IS for National Classification Would it be possible IPC helped the NPCs to establish 
these Relations? Moreover, if NPCs should participate 
and coordinate classification matters and activities at 
national level it would be also essential that IPC reached 
an agreement with the IFs so from IF instructed the NF to 
admit NPC as partners. For most of NPC will not be easy 
that NF who own the sport (they govern the sports and 
classification in part of the sport) give us part of it, when 
in principle all the sport was transferred to them. Maybe 
IPC could also limit the athletes the NPC should care for 
–the ones for the Games. So, is IPC requested or 
instructed the IFs and from the IFs to the NFs, maybe 
NPC could meet a bit easily this Code IS.

IS for National 
Classification

2.3 Other IFs will deal with their members and not the 
NPCs

Change to "NPCs should manage relationships with the 
regional Paralympic committee, IPC and with other NFs"

IS for National 
Classification

2.3 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for National 
Classification

Comment 2.3 Does not add any value Delete

IS for National 
Classification

2.4 (new) NF and NPCs shall maintain their knowledge of 
developments in International Classification and convey 
relevant information to their membership.

IS for National 
Classification

2.4 Comment. WPV provides regional courses for the 
training of National Classifiers, with a standard 
Course to ensure consistency.

…shall consider mutual agreements with the IF…'

IS for National 
Classification

2.4 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment



IS for National 
Classification

Comment 3 This is not related to anything in this section Delete

IS for National 
Classification

3.1 Classification Rules National  Rules should read NFClassification  
Rules as as they are dictated by the IF 
Classification Rules.

IS for National 
Classification

3.1 Other IF Classification and national Classification rules 
should be the same - irrelevant clause

Remove 3.1

IS for National 
Classification

3.1 Classification rules may not be different at all 
from the IFs rules

Delete

IS for National 
Classification

3.1 Integration is permitted at National level but 
agree that the classification of players with an 
impairment should match those for IF 
Classification.

in partnership with the IF. Delete 'substantially'

IS for National 
Classification

3.2 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for National 
Classification

Comment 3.2 Does not add any value Delete

IS for National 
Classification

3.3 Classification Rules 
and athlete 
evaluation 

Recognition that some NPCs may not have 
access to classifiers for national level 
classification, this needs to be reflected in the 
wording that they may not be able to support 
national level classification for an athlete

Addition of:
"or where circumstances limit classifiers availability to 
enable national classification"

IS for National 
Classification

3.3 This should be re-worded to make it clear Change to "Athletes should be classified at a national 
level before being entered into an international event 
except if there is not sufficient time to undergo a national 
evaluation in time."



IS for National 
Classification

3.3 Classification Rules 
and athlete 
evaluation 

Recognition that some NPCs may not have 
access to classifiers for national level 
classification, this needs to be reflected in the 
wording that they may not be able to support 
national level classification for an athlete

Addition:
3.3……….or where circumstances limit classifiers 
availability to enable national classification.

IS for National 
Classification

3.3 Other This does not really work for tennis. It could be 
argued that most nations would try to make sure 
that every player is eligible to play men's or 
ladies' wheelchair tennis for moral reasons, 
however this is not uniform. A player's first 
tournament could easily be a Futures in which 
case they need IF approval for all three divisions.

IS for National 
Classification

Comments to 
articles 3.3 and 
3.4

Classification Rules 
and Athlete 
Evaluation

The comments are attributed to wrong articles. 
Article 3.3 refers to resources for national 
classification and Article 3.4  is on age criteria. 

Furthermore the comment on age criteria is 
poorly drafted. 

Recommend switching comments to articles 3.3 and 3.4 
around. Also recommend the following rewrite:

"[Comment to art 3.4: The NPC or NF must ensure that 
the athlete and his/her caretakers understand that the IF 
has no responsibility to recognize these athletes, awaiting 
they meet the IF age criteria until the athlete has met the 
IF age criteria .]"

IS for National 
Classification

3.3 Comment does not appear to fit 3.3. '…awaiting 
they meet'? English!

Delete comment

IS for National 
Classification

3.3 Comment to 3.3 Grammar Change ‘they’ at end of sentence to ‘them to’

IS for National 
Classification

Comment 3.3 This is not related to 3.3 Delete



IS for National 
Classification

3.4 This should be in line with the IFs rules and most 
allow classification at an early age provided it is 
reviewed as the athlete develops

Delete

IS for National 
Classification

3.4 Not understood why age should mean different 
classification.Does this mean there can be a 
different classification system for Youth? 
Relevance to Youth Games? Surely classification 
should be the same regardless of age, though 
may need more frequent review procedure.

IS for National 
Classification

3.4 Other IPC IS for National Classification NPC adopting more flexible age criteria…Dangerous

IS for National 
Classification

3.4 Other This should be in line with the IFs rules Remove 3.4

IS for National 
Classification

3.4 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for National 
Classification

4 Data Governance NPCs should work towards being responsible for 
Governance of data, not manadtory compliance 
as above recommendation.

IS for National 
Classification

4.1 Section 4.1 of this standard must be read, 
understood and interpreted in accordance with 
the domestic laws of the country where records 
are being kept

the language should be adjusted to refer to the relevant 
sections of the International Standard on Data Storage 
and Data Protection. 



IS for National 
Classification

4.2 Bullet 1 :National Classification only? Bullet 2: 
This can only be if the Athlete Consent process is 
compliant. Would prefer that her and elsewhere 
the opportunities for data transfer are reduced 
or eliminated.

IS for National 
Classification

4.2 Other Remove 2nd bullet - there should be no data 
exchange

Remove 4.2

IS for National 
Classification

4.2 Other 1st Bullet point only relevant to IPC sports Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

4.2 Second bullet there must be no data exchange Delete

IS for National 
Classification

4.2 Storage of data for IPC sports only in first bullet Specify NPCs responsible for IPC sports only

IS for National 
Classification

Comment 5.1 This repeats what has been written before Delete

IS for National 
Classification

5.2 Other NFs should liaise with their respective IFs NFs should replace NPCs

IS for National 
Classification

5.2 NFs should liaise with their respective IFs Replace "NPCs" with "NFs"

IS for National 
Classification

5.2 Other It should definitely read NPCs and NFs, just like 
section 5.3

IS for National 
Classification

5.3 (Comment) Other Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

General Appeals clarification is required to ensure that this video evidence 
is also available on appeals. The consent form signed by 
the athlete should specifically indicate that video and 
photographs will be taken during classification and also 
identify how this information may be used, including in 
resolving appeals. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

General 
Provisions

As a general statement IWBF once again must 
make the point that much of the language in this 
section does not lend itself well to a team sport.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

general General Provisions The 2003 International Standard for Protests 
and Appeals included a "path" for both Protests 
and Appeals, which was a step-by-step guide.

IPC should publish a path to show Protests and Appeals 
as a step-by-step process.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Introductory 
Section 

Add in section 
General Principles

Introductory section "General Principles" and 
article specifying that IFs are to have protest and 
appeals in classification rules

"IF's shall have within classification rules written and 
transparent procedures for Protests and Appeals"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Intro Other The second paragraph is unnecessary Remove second paragraph

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Intro Delete second para as it is repetitive and the IS 
should be read as part of the whole

Delete second para

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Purpose Here we see the appearance of "classification 
organisations".  They cannot be anything other 
than the IFs so please delete wherever they 
appear

Change to "The purpose of the ISPA is to encourage IFs 
to conduct the process for both protests and appeals in a 
harmonised way" and delete the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Purpose Replace 'Classification Organisations' with 'IFs'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Purpose Other Remove all mention of Classification 
Organization

Remove all mention of Classification Organization



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Purpose Other Remove all mention of Classification 
Organizations as Protests and Appeals can only 
be dealt with by the IFs 

Remove all mention of Classification Organizations. 
Change to "The purpose of the ISPA is to encourage IFs 
to conduct the process of both 'protest' and 'appeal' in a 
harmonised manner" . The rest can be removed

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Purpose Second para needs to remove classification 
organisation

Change to "IFs are responsible to provide for a 
process…… (an Appeal)." and delete the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1 General Provisions The 2003 International Standard for Protests 
and Appeals included a "path" for both Protests 
and Appeals, which was a step-by-step guide.

IPC should publish a path to show Protests and Appeals 
as a step-by-step process.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.1 Protests 1 General Provisions
1.1 A Protest may be made in respect of the 
allocation of a Sport Class to an Athlete. No 
Protest may be made in respect of the 
designation of an Athlete’s Sport Class Status.

No Protest may be made in respect of the designation of 
an Athlete’s Sport Class Status" New Review Confirmed 
and RFD".

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 Protests Inconsistent use of Not Eligible, does not match 
terminolgy in the Athlete Evaluation standard

Use Not Eligible as the consistent term

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 Protests "sport class Not Eligible (NE)" In the IS for athlete evaluation Art. 12 the term "sport 
class ineligible to compete (IE)" is used. If this means the 
same as NE, we suggest that the same terms and 
abbreviations are used. E.g. the Term "Ineligible to 
compete sport class status" is also used in the Code, art. 
4.16. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 General Provisions Makes reference to Sport Class NE. The 2017 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation 
refers to this Sport Class as IE

Recommend rewrite:

1.2 A Protest may not be made in respect of the 
allocation of Sport Class Ineligible to Compete (IE)



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 NE good but add the comments to the overall 
statement

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

Uses terminology of NE instead of IE. 
Inconsistent with 2017 IS on Athlete Evaluation

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2 NE good but add the comments to the overall 
statement

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 1.2 This is superfluous as it is covered elsewhere Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2. (Comment) Definition and 
Purpose

In the comment to article 1.2. say that protest is 
related to allocation of Sport Class Not Eligible.

Use terminology IE (Ineligible to Compete), according the 
new terminology of IPC International Standard ofr 
Evaluation Athlete. Nevertheless with think that NE 
terminology is MORE CLEAR.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.2. (Comment) Definition and 
Purpose

In the comment to article 1.2. say that protest is 
related to allocation of Sport Class Not Eligible.

Use terminology IE (Ineligible to Compete), according the 
new terminology of IPC International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.3 Protests Consider different language or wording, the 
phrase reads somewhat strange. Is the intent to 
say that in a given or specific competition, an 
open process for a protest of an athlete's sport 
class can only be initiated once? The purpose is 
not clear.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.3 General Provisions If an athlete can be protested only once at a 
competition, is there still the avenue for a protest 
outcome to be subject to a further IF protest - 
meaning an athlete could be protested twice at a 
competition if an IF protest is submitted (as 
outlined in 5.6). 

Reference back to Article 5.6 for IF right to protest a 
protest outcome.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.3 General provisions an athletes classification should only be 
protested once by other nations and once by the 
CC,  remove the clause at the end.  This sounds 
like it can happen at every competition

remove the words in any one competition

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.3 Reword: "an athlete’s sport class should only be made 
the subject of a protest once in any one competition"  
unless the party seeking to file a second protest can 
demonstrate on the balance of probabilities that the 
information they are relying on to support a second 
protest is new and could not have been discovered earlier 
through the exercise of reasonable diligence. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.3 indeed not very clear english, "in any one 
competition" , when is that?

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.4 and 1.5 These can be combined to make it simpler to 
understand

Change to "The IF should resolve any protest made in 
respect of that athlete's sport class in a manner which 
minimises the impact on the competition." and delete the 
rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.4 and 1.5 Protests Combine 1.4 and 1.5.                                                         
Regarding 1.5 - this is why wheelchair tennis 
allows protests at any time, in order to minimise 
disruption                                                               

Change to "The IF should resolve any protest made in 
respect of that athlete's sport class in a manner which 
minimises the impact on the competition." and remove 
the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.6 Protests IF shall clearly specify in the R&R …. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.6 Protests IF's should also be responsible for a policy 
dealing with records

add "World or Regional records" in addition to results and 
prizes as the potential consequences of class change due 
to protest as listed in the article



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.6 Comment needs to include team ………..prizes of an athlete and/or his/her team…..'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.6 (Comment) Protests Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 1.6 This is operational Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

1.7 General Provisions  Some IFs treat a medical review request as a 
protest and require athletes to go through the 
protest procedure  including the payment of a 
protest fee. Clarity is required in the IS for 
Protests and Appeals that Medical Review is not 
a protest and must follow the Medical Review as 
in section 11 of IS for Athlete Evaluation. 

Addition of article 
1.7  "A protest may not be made where a change in the 
degree or extent of an athletes health condition leads to 
the belief that the sport class is no longer accurate and 
the athlete has a sport class status of confirmed (C) or a 
sport class status of fixed review date (RFD). In this 
instance, an Athlete shall follow the Medical Review 
Request as outlined in Section 11, International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1 Can be simplified Change to "Protests may only be submitted by the 
representative of the NF or the IF in terms of the IFs 
rules" and delete the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1 Protests Allows for IF  and HOC / CC – think this is good

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1 Protests Simplify 2.1 Amend to "Protests may only be submitted by the 
representative of the NF or the IF in terms of the IFs 
rules". The rest can be removed

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1.1 and 2.1.2 Need to take account of the IF Rules in both 
cases. Comment: Not all IFs allow a national 
body to protest both their athletes and those of 
another national body.

add'…and in the terms of the IF Rules



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1.2 Protests The clause outlining that a chief classifier was 
able to make a ‘protest in exceptional 
circumstances’ has been replaced by a more 
generic one allowing an International Federation 
to make a protest.  

We are not sure to understand the implication of this 
evolution and we would like you to provide with pieces of 
explanation concerning the meaning of this changing. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.1.2 parties permitted to 
make protest

it needs to be clear that this is done by the CC , it 
is their decision and not that of other officials - 
say the TD

clarify 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

2.2 Protests It should be up to the IF to decide who is allowed 
to lodge a protest. In sailing it could well be the 
athlete himself, as at some events no National 
Bodies are present. 

reword accordingly here and in referring paragraphs

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3 National Body 
Protests

National bodies may not make protests against 
Confirmed athletes and as a result are 
consistently putting pressure on  CC's to to 
watch certain athletes whom they believe are in 
the incorrect class. It’s a difficult job for the chief 
classifier to view all athletes at a competition, 
especially when their primary role is behind the 
scenes administration, checking classification 
paperwork etc. 

There should be a procedure in place for NPCs to protest 
against confirmed athletes. This  could be by way of 
increasing the protest fee so that NPCs only make a 
protest when  absolutely certain and have gathered 
supporting evidence.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3 This is something each IF is likely to do 
differently e.g. we have rules for protesting 
against the NFs own player and against the 
player of another NF.  We also need to 
remember that players will not always be at 
every competition so protesting during a 
competition is restrictive

Change to "An NF may submit a protest during or after a 
competition which must meet the requirements of the 
IF." and delete the rest including the comment



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3 This is something each IF is likely to do 
differently   

Change to "An NF may submit a protest during or after a 
competition which must meet the requirements of the 
IF." and delete the rest including the comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 National Body 
Protests

The sentence, "A National Body may make a 
Protest only in the course of a Competition." 
needs to be amended to reflect the provisions of 
Article 7.3 which allow an IF to specify how 
Protests may take place in relation to Remote 
Athletes' Evaluation.

Amend Article to refer to Remote Athlete Evaluation 
Protests.  



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 National Body 
Protests

The fact that a National Body must make a 
Protest and that an Athlete cannot make a 
Protest on their own risks prejudice to the 
Athlete.  Although the BAC understands the 
rationale behind channelling any protest through 
an National Body, it is also aware that there may 
be factors which make an National Body 
reluctant to submit a protest on behalf of an 
athlete.  

Amend to provide a right for an athlete to make a Protest 
directly and the cost of submitting a Protest should not 
be prohibitive. The time scales for Protesting should also 
be reasonable and take account of the relevant 
circumstance (such as the need to be evaluated ahead of 
a major competition, or to give sufficient time for further 
medical evidence to be obtained).  
In the event that the IPC is not willing to agree to Athletes 
having a direct right to Protest, the BAC would like to see 
an obligation on a National Body to report all requests 
that it receives from Athletes for a Protest to be lodged 
with the IF and the IPC, setting out the reasons why a 
Protest has not been lodged, and giving the IF and/or IPC 
the right to lodge the Protest on the Athlete's behalf. 
Alternatively, perhaps where a National Body is reluctant 
to protest it would be appropriate for the Athlete's case to 
be reviewed by the IF's Athletes Commission. If the  
Athletes Commission agreed that a Protest would be 
appropriate the National Body would be obliged to 
support the Athlete.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 Protests And athlete with a C status can be protested out 
of competition along the first year (12 months) 
since the moment he/she is designated a Sport 
Class Status Confirmed and, in case the athlete 
does not enter in any competition along these 
twelve months, he or she can still be protested 
and reviewed in the first competition she/he 
enters after this year of grace. 

The reason to protest an athlete out of 
competition along such a period of time is to 
have enough time to provide evidence and 
grounds for the protest and also that in case the 
athlete is not entered in any competition along 
these 12 months for any given reason (including 
to have the classification reviewed) he/she is still 
subject to have the class and status reviewed. 

Also, an athlete with a C can be protested in the 
same competition he/she is first assigned the C 
status. Protesta have to be submitted within one 
hour of the publication of the results of the 
classification evaluation. Each classification 
panel should publish the results of the 

l ifi i  f   hl  f  h  IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 Classification outcomes from remote 
classification should also be subject to protests 
as needed

A National Body may make a Protest AT A 
CLASSIFICATION OPPORTUNITY DURING A 
TIMEFRAME AFTER THE CONCLUSION OF ATHLETE 
EVALUTION AS DEFINED BY THE IF.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 National Body 
Protests

Restricting protests to only during the course of 
a competition contradicts what we understand 
to be the point of what the Code refers to as 
"Remote" Classification. If an athlete is given a 
class outside of a competition and wishes to 
challenge that decision - why wait till the next 
competition to do so? Particularly if there is no 
need for the athlete to undergo First 
Appearance.

Remove Article 3.1

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.1 Protests Tennis allows protest at any time (up until 1 year 
from the Games). The competition structures for 
different sports are very different. Moreover 
National Bodies are not present at most of our 
competitions.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 Protests Comment: a national body.....and 
subsequentlydesignated  with Sport Class Status 
Confirmed 

add: or Review or RFD

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 Protests More time is needed for National Bodies to 
launch a protest against athletes who are 
confirmed at competition not all national bodies 
are at.  It is mentioned somewhat in 3.4 that IF's 
can set rules for this but it should be mentioned 
here or direct to point 3.4.

add phrase mentioning point 3.4 in 3.2



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

 3.2 Protests "who is enrolled to take part in a Competition 
with Sport Class Status New or Review, and is 
subsequently
designated with Sport Class Status Confirmed"--
>.( NOT ALWAYS CAN BE CONFIRMED 
BECAUSE SOME DISEASE ARE PROGRESSIVES)

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 National Body 
protests

This article does not reference any athlete 
enrolled in the competition, with a Review Fixed 
Date of the current year.  

Rewording to:
"A national body..... Designated either Sport Class New 
(N), Sport Class Review (R) or Sport Class Review Fixed 
Date (RFD) where the year of review is the current year."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 protests enrolled?? not something commonly used , 
entered or registered

change enrolled to entered or registered

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 and 3.3 why a sport class status of confirmed cannot be 
protested by a national body?

 If the protesting nation believed that the confirmed 
status was obtained through intentional 
misrepresentation, a protest should be available in such 
circumstances.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 and 4.2 Protests Protests: Only IF-protest possible on confirmed 
(C) athletes, and only when Chief Classifiers 
agree. This leeds to the fact that all nations, 
athletes, coaches,… will (and do already) bother 
the Chief Classifier with their possible CC-
protests. CC does not have time any more to 
consider the justified cases.

Allow NF's (in addition to the IFs) to do protests on 
confirmed athletes, but only a) with a good written 
rationale, b) with a significant protest fee (500€?) and c) 
at least 6 month before the next competition. This avoids 
unsubstantiated discussions with Chief Classifiers. NF's 
will only protest when there is really a reason.                                                                         
Not all the nations are always present at all competitions 
and/or aware of all new confirmed athletes!!



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2. Appeals Protest by National Bodies can not made to N 
Status, because athlete evaluation has not been 
conducted yet.

Replace Sport Class Status New (N) by Competition New 
Status (CNS). This change could be applied also to 
Competition Review Status (CRS). These tracking codes 
are given after physical and technical assessment, before 
observation in competition.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2. Appeals Protest by National Bodies can not made to N 
Status, because athlete evaluation has not been 
conducted yet.

Replace Sport Class Status New (N) by Competition New 
Status (CNS). This change could be applied also to 
Competition Rview Status (CRS)

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 I think it is ok, it is about ENTERING the 
competition (they mean including the 
classification before the race as well) with N or 
R, after classification it might be sport class C, 
that can be protested

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 Comment to Article 
3.2

a National body may make a protest… and is 
subsequently designated with a sport class 
status confirmed…

NPCs may also protest an athlete who, after 
classification, is given R or FDR. It is the sport class that 
is being protested and not the sport class status.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.2 Protests Should this provision also include athletes with 
an RFD sport class status? It could be that the 
current competition is the one where the athlete 
had the review date for.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3. Appeals In the comment to article 3.3. appears the same 
about the New Status (similar previous 
comment)

Idem previous comment



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3 National Body 
protests

Providing clarity around Athletes with a fixed 
review date and rules around National Body 
protests

"A National Body may not make a protest in respect of 
the Sport Class of any Athlete holding a Sport Class that 
has been designated Sport Class Status Confirmed (C) or 
Review Fixed Date (RFD), save at the same competition 
where that designation was first made".

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3 protests change the word “save” to except or something 
similar

change word saved  to something more common

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3. For us we only allow a protest against a C class at 
the competition where this is allocated.  This is 
covered in the new clause 3.1

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3. Many IFs only allow a protest against a C class at 
the competition where this is allocated.  This is 
covered in the new clause 3.1

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3 Protests ...save at the same Competition where that 
designation was first made

There is a contradiction in terminology which is 
confusing: It says "C" cannot be protested. Therefor we 
would like to define another status for this situation like 
"CN"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3 Protests Language edit consider replacing the word "save" with "except". It is 
much more understandable by non-english natives

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3 Meaning of 'save' not clear for many Replace 'save' with 'except'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.3. This should be covered in the IF's rules IWBF 
allows a "Request for Review" of players with 
IWBF International cards (similar to the C 
designation of IPC) within the frameword of our 
proceedures

reword to allow the IF's rules to be recognized



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.4 Protests The timeframe  should NOT  be lower than 1 
hour ( the official language in IPC is the English, 
and those countries that haven`t English  as first 
language have to face more difficulties when 
they lodge a protest if the frametime are 
15minutes).

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.4 This is covered by the new 3.1 Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.4 Eligibility/ Non-
Eligibility

There must be spesified the minimum amount of 
time between a classification, the protest and 
the re-classification because the athlete need 
some time for restitution from the first 
classification to the re-classification.

See the comment.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5 This is covered by the new 3.1.  If protesting 
against an athlete of another NF, some 
informationin 3.5.1.2  shoul;d not be available as 
it is related to that athlete's personal 
classification information

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5 This is covered by the new 3.1.  If protesting 
against an athlete of another NF, some 
informationin 3.5.1.2 is hopefully not available 
as it is related to that athlete's personal 
classification information

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.1.1 Protests add license or IF identification number add license or IF identificationnumber

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.2 Protests the use of the word reasoned .. use detailed or rationale



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.2 Protests Language edit add a "," after "flawed"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.2 Protests Comment conclusion: "will not be adequate" Suggest that this should be more firm: "will not be 
accepted or will be denied…", etc

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.2 (Comment) Protests Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 3.5.2 Delete Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.3 3.8 Protests change practicable to practical change word to more commonly used term

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.3. Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

as well the previous classification should be 
passed to the second panel

add in comments: all previous classifications

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.4 National Body 
protests

No mention of protest fee being refunded if 
protest is successful or unsuccessful

Addition of:
3.5.4.1  If the classification protest be upheld and the the 
sport class of the athlete is changed by the protest panel, 
the protest fee will be refunded to the National Body. 
3.5.4.2  If the classification protest is not upheld and the 
the sport class of the athlete is not changed by the 
protest panel, the protest fee will be retained by the IF.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.4 National Body 
Protests

Traditionally if a Protest is upheld the Protest 
Fee is refunded. There is no mention of a refund 
in this Standard, we assume this is an oversight 

Recommend specifying that the Protest Fee should be 
refunded if the Protest is upheld.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.5.4 Comment: Protest Fee should not be charged by 
a Competition Organiser, only the IF

Delete 'Competition Organiser'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.6 This is a duplication of 3.4. and 3.5 and is 
already covered in the new 3.1

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.6 Protests Unnecessary as this is already covered in 3.4 
and 3.5

Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.7 National Body 
Protests

Is it correct that only the Chief Classifier and not 
the Head of Classification will be involved in this 
review of the Protest Form?  (Note that Protest 
Form is not defined.)

Amend to include reference to Head of Classification if 
appropriate and add definition of Protest Form or do not 
capitalise the word "form".

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.7 At various events there is only 1 panel to reduce 
costs for the organisers so this is not possible.  It 
is covered in the new 3.1 or can be changed

Delete or change to "The chief classifier will conduct a 
review of the protest with all supporting documents if 
possible at that event or will refer the matter for review at 
the next possible event."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.7 Protests Protests to a player's status/class are to be 
reviwed by the HoC first

Reword to say 'Chief Classifier or HoC…'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.7 At various events there is only 1 panel to reduce 
costs for the organisers so this is not possible.  It 
is covered in the new 3.1 or can be changed

Delete 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.8 This is covered in 3.1.  In 3.8.1, for example, if 
the submission of new/additional information is 
allowed, presumably a new protest fee is paid 
but this is something for the IF to decide 
particularly as protests can be used to intimidate 
and unsettle players

Delete



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.8 & 3.9 Protests Based on the above comment, 3.8 and3.9 are 
not relevant as the HoC would take these duties 
on

Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.8.1 Protests Time  frame for resubmitting a protest that was 
initially denied by CC because of insufficient 
subtantiation, needs to be clearly defined in 
terms of when the period starts.  Has 
implications for how quickly protest is processed 
by CC.

?

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.8.1 Needs to be clear whether another Protest fee is 
payable

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9 Protests If the protest is accepted, it seems there should 
be a bullet point 3.9.5 about adjusting results or 
outcomes

Add 3.9.5 Follow procedures as per section 13 
Notification of Outcome of Athlete Evaluation. This 
section to include a reference under 13.3 or 13.4 
"...changes after Observation in Competition or Protest 
Resolution…"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9 This is covered in 3.1 Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9.1 If a protest is accepted, the Sport Class Status 
should consistently be changed to Review

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9.2 &4.2.2 •Example : mistake by class panel, athlete is 
allocated B1, should be B2. is protested by the 
chief. But athlete cannot race as a B1 (blinded) , 
in this case it was saver to use the entry  class 
(B3 N)

 if impossible/unsave, athlete may race in entryclass untill 
protest has been resolved

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9 Protests change practicable to possible and add commas which must be, if possible,at the competition

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9.3 Not always two Panels at an event e.g. Rio 
Paralympics

add If not,then at the next possible event.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

3.9.4 Protests remove Hoc the Chief classifier will notify all relevant parities of the 
time and date  the Athlete Evaluation will be done by the 
protest panel.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4 Protests under 
Exceptional 
Circumstances

Now called IF Protest……..role of NPCs is 
unclear, also time lines if somebody feels that 
Athlete is incorrectly classed; who informs IF 
and when? I understand purpose - to ensure 
integrity of the classes…..

? Clearer broad description of procedure.  Should as far 
as possible happen outside competition????

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4 IF protests 4.2/4.3 - The head of classification of the IF…
The head of classification is rarely at 
competitions. 

Change to CC Protest or designated IF representative

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4 This is covered in 3.1 and 2 Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4 Protests It is good that HoCl could make a IF protest. If 
the point 4.5 means that CC can make a IF 
protest in the same way as it's now, then this is 
okay. If the CC needs an approval from the HoCl 
to make a protest (which is not possible at every 
time) then it should be HoCl or CC can make IF 
protest

See comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.1 International 
Federation Protests 
('IF Protest')

Should an International Federation be able to 
make a Protest prior to a Competition where 
circumstances have become apparent to them?  
This would seem sensible given that otherwise 
an Athlete may make a wasted trip to a 
Competition.   

Add right for IF to protest out of competition in relevant 
circumstances



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.1 IF Protest It is not necessary to limit this protest 
opportunity to competitions. I suggest to take 
this out.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.1 IF protests to ensure that the CC is the one to initiate the IF 
protest add a phrase that states who does it.  
otherwise Referees, TD Head referee etc will get 
into the business of classification. in most sports 
the HoC does not attend competitions unless 
they are acting as the CC

add through the CC and take out the Hoc

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4-1.2.1 Protests 4 International Federaations Protest('IF Protest')
4.1 An International Federation may make an IF 
Protest in respect of the Sport Class of any 
Athlete who enters a Competition.
4.2 An International Federation may make an IF 
Protest only if the Head of Classification of the 
International Federation has good reason to 
believe that:
4.2.1 the Protested Athlete does not meet or no 
longer meets the Minimum Disability Criteria for 
the relevant Sport; or

4.2 An International Federation may make an IF Protest 
only if the Head of Classification or Chief classifier of the 
International Federation has good reason to believe that:
4.2.1 the Protested Athlete does not meet or no longer 
meets the Minimum Impairment Criteria for the relevant 
Sport; or

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.1 IF Protests Who, other than the HoC or CC can submit an IF 
Protest?



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2 International 
Federation Protests 
('IF Protest')

Is it right that the Head of Classification should 
be making the decision as to Minimum 
Impairment if they are not a Classifier (see 
comment at Article 3.11 of the Code)?  To 
maintain the integrity of and faith in the system, 
the Head of Classification should be a certified 
Classifier.
The reference at 4.2.1 to "Minimum Disability 
Criteria" should be to "Minimum Impairment 
criteria", to be consistent with the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluations.

Consider and amend as suggested

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2 Protests The details of the assessment methodology 
needs to be better outlined and explained.  If it is 
up to the IF to determine how  it is determined 
how an athlete no longer meets the Minimum 
Disability Criteria or if they are inconsistent, then 
it should  be cleary stated.  If out of competition 
IF protests can take place then the IPC or IF 
(who?) needs to clearly state how and under 
what circumstances. 

If it is the IPC's role to outline the process concerning IF 
protests then it needs to be included in this section.  If it 
is the role of the IF, then they need to include this detail 
in their respective Sport Classification Rules and 
Regulations.  The IF and/or IPC need to outline what is an 
acceptable form of evidence in order for the IF Protest to 
take place.  

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2 Current wording does not capture acts of 
deliberate IM

HoC should be able to file a protest if they have 
reasonable grounds. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2 Protests Reword: IF protest only if the HoC or his 
representative at the event, the Chief Event 
Classifier,.....

reword accordingly here and in referring paragraphs



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2 & 4.3 The Head of Classification cannot be at every 
competition.  Should also refer to the Chief 
Classifier 

add '…or the appointed Chief Classifier in the absence of 
the Head of Classification….'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.2.2 IF protests change the word manifestly to significantly or 
noticeably …

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment to 4.2.2 Protests under 
Exceptional 
Circumstances

"this will arise there has been…" Word is missing: "this will arise IF there has been…"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

comment to 4.2.2 IF protests this will arise there has... Missing a word - ? This will arise if there has...

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.3.1 International 
Federation protests

Addition of  "in writing" to allow National Body 
time to communicate and prepare the athlete

Additional wording:
" The Head of Classification of the Internatonal 
Federation will advise the relevant National Body in 
writing at the earliest opportunity that an IF protest is to 
be made in respect of the protested athlete



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.3.1 Protests It is not clear enough if the IF can also protest an 
athlete out of competition because it can check 
the sport entries well in advance. Also, if the 
don't tell the NPC well in advance the NPC / NF 
will not have time enough to document the 
athlete is in the right class or to collect the 
medical tests and reports the HoC may request. 
It's also essential and it should be compulsory all 
IFs identify and publish who is the HoC for the 
relevant sport and give this person a more visible 
role. In and our of competition the HdC should 
give and document the rationale for the protest.

Please see our comment for 3.1 Protests

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.3.1 4.3.2 IF protests HOc as above will not necessarily be there and 
this should CC

replace HoC with CC

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.3.2 International 
Federation protests

Addition of  "in writing" to allow National Body 
time to communicate and prepare the athlete

Additional wording:
" The Head of Classification will provide a detailed and 
reasoned explanation as to why the IF protest has been 
made and the bases on which the Head of Classification 
beleives that the IF protests is justified, which will be 
supplied to the relevant National Body in writing."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.4. Appeals It is not clear if the protest by an IF could be 
made before a competition where the protest 
takes place. Specially in team sport, an IF 
protest could affect the organization of a team 
that goes to a competition. 

This article could specify more clearly the special 
provisions of IF protest in advance, using the standars of 
Review at Fixed Date (RFD). A deadline should be 
provided to the teams, in order they have knowledge in 
advance about the protest and could bring with them any 
additional documentation.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.4. Appeals It is not clear if the protest by an IF could be 
made before a competition where the protest 
takes place. Specially in team sport, an IF 
protest could affect the organization of a team 
that goes to a competition. 

This article could specify more clearly the special 
provisions of IF protest in advance, using the standars of 
Review at Fixed Date (RFD)

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.4.3 International 
Federation Protests 
('IF Protest')

To ensure no impression of bias or that decisions 
have already been made, Individuals who initiate 
or determine that an IF Protest should be made 
should not then be appointed to the Protest 
Panel. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.4.3 Protests Inconsistent use of Head of Classification and 
Chief Classifier

Correct inconsistency

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 CC Protest No of  protests for an athlete – must make sure 
every competition that previous protests are 
clearly identified for that CC.

We suggest include the possibility to communicate to the 
teams, NF´s or NPC´s that a C player will be protested in 
next competition. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 International 
Federation protests

Clarity that a Chief Classifier also needs to follow 
the other rules in the IF protest section - must be 
in writing, detailed and reasoned explanation in 
a timeframe to enable the national body to 
advise and prepare the athlete.

Additional wording:
A Chief Classifier may make an IF Protest for and on 
behalf of an International Federation at  a competition if it 
is in the interests of fairness to athletes to do so. A Chief 
classifier will follow IF protest articles 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 and 
4.4". 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 IF protests move this to the beginning



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 IF Protests Does Chief Classifier (CC) need to have the 
approval of the HoC  or does the CC have the 
authority to act on behalf of the HoC (if HoC not 
at the event).
A clause 4.2.. could also read "and in a case of 
intentional misrepresentation by the athlete" 
showing such inconsistency. 

Clarity needed.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 IF protests - 
Comment to Article 
4.5

'There may be circumstances when time 
constraints require a Chief Classifier to make a 
protest on behalf of the IF…'
Is there any change from the current CC protest 
procedure?

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

4.5 Comment delete 'limited'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.1 Protests It should be left up to the IF to determine the 
compostion of the Protest panel 

Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.1 Resolving a Protest: 
the Protest Panel

"A Protest Panel should be appointed using the 
same criteria as set out in the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation regarding the 
composition of a Classification Panel."

The International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation does not contain any articles 
regarding the composition of a Classification 
Panel. Article 3.14 in the Code and its 
accompanying comment is the closest example 
of defining the composition of the a panel.

Amend Article:

5.1  "A Protest Panel should be appointed using the 
same criteria as set out in the Code regarding the 
composition of a Classification Panel."



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.1 The composition of the protest panel should be 
flexible and left to the IF

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.1 Resolving a Protest: 
the Protest Panel

Definition a Protest Panel make up. Addition of article
"5.1.2 A protest panel will consist of at a minimum, an 
equal number of Classifiers as the original Classification 
Panel, with an equal or greater level of experience of 
Classification."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.1 Classification 
Personnel

The tecnical view and the medical view must be 
equal considered in a Protest Panel.

A Protest panel must be appointed using the same 
crieria as set out in the International standard for 
athelete evaluation regarding the composition of a 
classification panel.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 Resolving a Protest: 
the Protest Panel

It would be useful to include the definition of a 
Protest Panel within this article.

Amend 5.1 to Article 5.1.1

Add the following Article:

"5.1.2 A Protest Panel should consist of at a minimum, 
an equal number of Classifiers as the Classification Panel, 
with an equal or greater level of experience of 
Classification."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 Protests 5.2 should make mention to the Hoc in 
appointing the Protest Panel

Reword to include HoC: "The head of classification will 
appoint the protest panel which should not include….." 
and change "protested decision" in the last line to "initial 
decision."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 Change to include the IF deciding the 
composition

Change to "The head of classification will appoint the 
protest panel which should not include….." and change 
"protested decision" in the last line to "initial decision."



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 IWBF has a proceedure for reviewing the 
decision of the intial panel at an event which has 
served us well for many years. The IF process 
should be recognized for the sport once again 
the proceedure identified does not lend itself 
well to team sports.

Change to "The head of classification will appoint the 
protest panel to as is outlined in the IF requlations on this 
matter. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2.1 Protests "the Protest Decision" should be "the Protested Decision"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2.1 Resolving a Protest: 
the Protest Panel

In this Article, the words "Protest Decision" 
should presumably read "Protested Decision".  
Also, "Decision" is not defined so should not be 
capitalised.

Correct typo.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5,2,2 Protests It should be up to the IF  to decide how long the 
period should be for a classifier of not having 
seen the athlete prior to handling  the protest. It 
is a matter of practicability in small sports

reword accordingly; maybe some solutions in best 
practise

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2.2 When four classifiers present, two Panels, it 
could prove extremely difficult to ensure 5.2.1 
and 5.2.2 are both met. Decision on the 
composition of the Panel should lie with the IF as 
per the comment.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5,2,2 Protests Comment: however, if the protesting party is 
comfortable with such a person.....

Instead of National Body it should be "protesting party". 
And this sentence should be in the rules and not in the 
comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 The comment on Article 5.2 should only be on 
Article 5.2.2 (!): A protest panel should never 
include a classifier who made the protest 
decision.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.2 (Comment) Protests Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 5.2 This will be in line with the IFs rules Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.4 Resolving a Protest: 
the Protest Panel

In relation to the line that the Protest Panel "may 
seek medical, sport, technical or scientific 
expertise in its conduct of the Athlete 
Evaluation" suggests there should be an 
obligation of the Protest Panel to seek such 
advice/support, including potentially from the 
IPC, if there is any uncertainty as to the Athlete 
having a Health Condition which leads to an 
Eligible Impairment and/or meeting the 
Minimum Impairment criteria.  Also suggest that 
they should, wherever possible, go to 
new/independent experts rather than back to 
any experts that the original Classification Panel 
referred to.  

Amend in accordance with comments as appropriate.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.4 This can be simplified as this is covered in the 
IFs rules and code of conduct for classifiers

Change to "The protest panel will conduct athlete 
evaluation in accordance with the IFs rules." and delete 
the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.4 First sentence should include IF Rules. 
Comment not necessary

add '….and IF Rules'  Line 3 'enquiries' not enquires'. 
Delete comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.4 Protests Simplify 5.4 Change to "The protest panel will conduct athlete 
evaluation in accordance with the IFs rules." The rest can 
be removed

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.4 (Comment) Protests Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 5.4 This is not necessary Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 5.4 This is not necessary - in fact it is contrary to 
IWBF procedures on Reviews of a decision taken 
by the first panel. The second panel is given no 
information to try to ensure that the second 
panel is not prejudiced by the opinion of their 
colleagues and makes an independant decision 
based on their evaluation under observation 
during competition.

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.5 + 5.6 Protests Art. 5.5: "The protest Panel will conclude Athlete 
Evaluation..." and Art. 5.6: "The decision of the 
Protest Panel is final and not subject to any 
further National Body Protest…."

There is a need of definition of how the protest panels 
make their conclusion. Is it only the protest panel that 
makes the conclusion or is there some discussion 
between the chief classifier and the first panel? Ethically, 
we think the last solution is the best. Who can guarantee 
that the protest panel is making the most valid 
classification compared to the first panel?

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.5 Appeals too difficult to understand

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.6 Protests Change wording to National Federation (rather than 
Body)

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.6 National body = NF Change to NF

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

5.6 As noted earlier National body = NF Change to NF



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1 Provisions where no 
protest

IF need to state in their rules what happens 
when no protest panel is available , that is there 
is only one panel available or the panel that is 
available has seen the athlete in the last 12 
months. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Provisions where no 
Protest Panel is 
available

This provision is unclear: what does "pending the 
resolution of the Protest" mean? - Will the 
Athletes result subsequently be revised if the 
Protest Panel finds that the Athlete should not 
have been competing in that Sport Class?  If it 
were the Athlete making the Protest and they are 
subsequently placed into a lower (less able) 
Sport Class what happens?  

Clarify the consequences of a Protest Panel which results 
in a change in Sport Class where an Athlete has 
competed in their originally allocated Sport Class.  

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Protests Protested Athlete' can be reworded Amend wording to: an athlete against whom a protest has 
been submitted…

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Provisions where no 
protest

no the athlete should not be able to compete 
under protest as this is not fair to other athletes 
is in the end the athlete is in the wrong class.  if 
this is allowed no medals or ranking should be 
given till the protest is resolved

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Protested Athlete' is an awkward term Change to 'An athlete against whom a protest has been 
made…'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Protested athlete is probably better described as 
"an athlete against whom a protest has been 
submitted…" This provision even with the 
change hardly serves a team sport process well.

Change



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Protested athlete is probably better described as 
"an athlete against whom a protest has been 
submitted…"

Change

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

6.1.1 Provisions where no 
protest

no the athlete should not be able to compete 
under protest as this is not fair to other athletes 
is in the end the athlete is in the wrong class.  if 
this is allowed no medals or ranking should be 
given till the protest is resolved

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Protests Great to have the flexibility to conduct Remote or 
Out of Competition Classifications. For some 
sports organising Classification Camps could be 
difficult due the requirements of the sport. What 
would be the expectation for such camps, would 
two panels be expected to be present. How 
would not eligible athletes be managed in terms 
of a second classification.

Is it not possible to allow non competing athletes to be 
classified at Competitions also as a way of providing the 
opportunity, for those athletes it would be considered out 
of competition or Remote

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

Remote classification - it needs to be carefully 
described what is acceptable ito classification if 
outside a competition.  Obviously some 
straightforward classification outcome can be 
achieved and confirmed in the first step - the 
impairment testing e.g some straight forward 
limb deficiencies.   What needs to be put in place 
needs to be clearly stated otherwise athlete 
evaluation may no longer comply with IS or best 
practice. The concept behind remote 
classification is excellent - increasing access to 
classification opportunities.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Other This section implies that Remote Athlete 
Evaluation is an option of all sports.

Proposal to add phrasing "where IF approves" to any 
topic dealing with remote athlete evaluation

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Special Provisions 
for Remote Athlete 
Evaluation 

Strongly against Remote Athlete Evaluation 
being used for protest resolution. Many protest 
resolutions require a competition observation 
component. If the protest resolution is offered 
outside of competition it may make a more 
lengthy resolution process and may be 
inconsistent if the same classification panel 
can't assess all components. From an NPC 
perspective this is not desirable, as it is best for 
the athlete to have the protest resolved in a 
timely manner.

Recommend removing the opportunity for 
protests to be resolved by Remote Athlete 
Evaluation until such time the Remote Athlete 
Evaluation has been clarified. 

New article
7.5 Protests shall not be resolved through the Remote 
Athlete Evaluation process

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Special Provision this is a very dangerous practice.  if there is no 
experienced national classifier the athlete could 
under go a screening or provisional classification 
with it clearly understood that until the athlete is 
present at an international competition the 
classification is only provisional and can be 
changed.

change the word remote to provisional or screening.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 remote? Virtual? Not-at-competition? At the HoC 
meeting we had a good proposal (but I didnt 
write it down..)



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 Athlete Evaluation-
Remote

Classifiers should see in person, the athlete they 
are classifying

delete wording related to virtual classification

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7 (Comment) Protests Remove comment - unnecessary Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 7 This is not necessary as we are all aware of the 
benefits etc

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.1 Athlete Evaluation - 
Procedure

This idea sounds quite interesting but in our 
opinion still needs a lot of work to be done before 
being put into practice. The IF should guarrante 
a classification panel with minimun two 
classifers and but for really clear cases (for 
instance no eyes, amputation.... ) subjecto to 
confirmation in observation in competition or a 
second panel opinion in a competition. Then of 
course we would need to use more terms and 
acronyms. But, as for not so clear cases... it will 
save little money. For NPC it should be clear if 
there is or not a scientific data collection behind 
this proporsal. Also, who would pay for this 
remote classification? Classification panels in 
competition are paid by the LOC, not the NPC, 
NF or athlete. In this sense the virtual option 
seems to be more economic and sensitive -video 
conference with zero cost but again, of course 
for only few cases and then we would have the 
identification issue. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.1 Protests Move 'Remote Athlete Evaluation' definition to 
the Glossary

Include a definition of 'Remote Athlete Evaluation' in the 
Glossary



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.1 Definition required in glossary. Comment on 7 
does not take into account the need for 'first 
appearance' and the requirement to see athletes 
in a team situation. Greater recognition required 
of team sport requirements.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.1 If a definition is included in the code glossary, 
this can be deleted

Include a definition of out of competition evaluation in the 
code glossary

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.2 and 7.3 Assuming that out of competition evaluations are 
likely to be more commonplace and linked for 
example to a seminar, the athlete is likely to 
remain N until seen at an international 
competition.  Thus this section should be 
included in the IFs rules with the other aspects 
of protest

Delete and include in the general provisions and the IFs 
rules

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.3 Special Provisions 
(comment)

How can an athlete participate in a "virtual" 
Athlete Evaluation  without hands on physical 
assessment and technical assessment with 
observation in competition, the key requirments 
of an athlete evaluation.If the observation in first 
appearance and protest opportunities are given 
special provision it will not necessarily be the 
same panel that confirms or finalises the class 
with the potential risk of wrong class allocation.

There is support for "provisional or temporary" 
classification by remote or virtual evaluation but 
classification would need to be done in full at a later date 
and within that season so ranking points and placings are 
validated, or otherwise.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.3 We do not support virtual remote athlete 
evaluation as it would not work for VI

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

7.3 General Provisions The concept of Remote Athlete Evaluation is not 
supported by IBSA

IBSA recommends modifying clause 7.3 accordingly



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 General Provisions 
and Definitions

Similar to Protests, the point that National Body 
may be required to pay an Appeal Fee and that 
the Fee must be reasonable and not act as an 
artificial barrier to the making of legitimate 
Appeals needs to be added to this Standard. 

Additional article: 
8.4  A National Body may be required to pay an Appeal 
Fee to the relevant Appeal Body in connection with the 
making of an Appeal. The amount of the fee and the 
requirement to pay it are at the discretion of the Appeal 
Body, but if a fee is charged it must be reasonable and 
not act as an artificial barrier to the making of legitimate 
Appeal.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 Appeals BAC (Acronymus is not explained in adavance) Explain it

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 Appeals BAC (Acronymus is not explained in advance) Explain it

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 General Provisions 
of Appeal

BAC needs to be defined.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 Appeals The responsibility of BAC is explained, but we 
cannot find an explanation for the abbreviation.

Explain the abbreviation.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8 Appeals - General 
Provisions and 
Definitions

The fact that a National Body may be required to 
pay an Appeal Fee and the principle that the Fee 
must be reasonable and not act  as an artificial 
barrier to the making of legitimate Appeals 
needs to be added to this Standard. 

The Standard includes the corresponding fact 
and principle only to Protests, not Appeals.

Recommend additional article: 

"8.4 A National Body may be required to pay an Appeal 
Fee.

"[Comment to Article 8.4:  A National Body may be 
required to pay an Appeal Fee to the relevant Appeal 
Body in connection with the making of an Appeal. The 
amount of the fee and the requirement to pay it are at the 
discretion of the Appeal Body, but if a fee is charged it 
must be reasonable and not act as an artificial barrier to 
the making of legitimate Appeal.]"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.1 Generally appeals should be submitted in terms 
of the IFs rules as we consider appeals in other 
areas too so we need to be consistent internally

Change to "An appeal may be submitted and resolved as 
set out in the IFs rules.  The IF should designate an 
appeal body to hear, resolve and decide appeals"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.1 Needs to recognise IF Rules may vary, in that 
they may have additional requirements. 
Comment: BAC?

Delete 'only' and add and 'IF Rules' at the end of the 
sentence

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.1 Appeals Fo consistency all appeals should be submitted 
in terms of the IFs rules

Reword: "An appeal may be submitted and resolved as 
set out in the IFs rules. The IF should designate an appeal 
body to hear, resolve and decide on appeals"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.2 and 8.3 As 8.2 refers specifically to IPC sports, these 
should not be included in a document which 
refers to a number of IF sports.  8.3 is covered in 
the Handbook Chapter 2.8, section 1 clause 2.2 
and 2.3

Delete both clauses



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.2 and 8.3 Appeals Points 8.2 and 8.3 are already covered in the 
Handbook Chapter 2.8, section 1 clause 2.2 and 
2.3

Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

8.2 and 8.3 This really should not be in this document at all.  
It is covered in the Handbook Chapter 2.8, 
section 1 clause 2.2 and 2.3

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

9.1 The NF is the only body which may submit an 
appeal in respect of its own athlete and thus the 
comment becomes superfluous.  It is improbable 
to put it mildly that an NF will be able to submit 
an appeal for an athlete of another NF as it is not 
involved in that athlete's classification process

Change to "Only a NF may submit an appeal for an 
athlete under its jurisdiction." and delete the comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

9.1 Parties Permitted to 
make an Appeal 

Please see above in relation to Article 3.1 Please see above in relation to Article 3.1 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

9.1 This should be amended to relate things back to 
the IF rules, which will vary from sport to sport.



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10 Scope of Review The fact that an Appeal can only be made where 
there is a procedural contravention is very 
limiting.  We would suggest that there should be 
a more general ground for appeal that the 
classifiers reached a decision which no 
reasonable body could have reached based on 
the medical evidence provided at the time of the 
decision, where Classification Rules have been 
interpreted wrongly and where there have been 
fundamental breaches of the Classifiers' Code of 
Ethics (see also comment at Article 3.17 of the 
Code above).  It would also be helpful to give 
examples of the "procedural aspects" which can 
be protested and what will not be considered 
procedural aspects.

Make amendments as appropriate.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10 Appeals Title should be Appeal not Review Change Review to Appeal

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10 (Comment) Appeals Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 10 This is operational and covered by the IFs rules Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.1 Need to change to NF and include the 
procedures aspect of the rules

Change to "A NF may submit an appeal if it believes that 
the classification panel has not followed the procedures 
correctly" and delete the rest

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.1 Appeals Should refer to National Federation rather than 
National Body. 

Reword: "A National Federation may submit an appeal if 
it believes that the classification panel has not followed 
the procedures correctly" and delete the rest



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.2 Appeals R&R should specify and give examples of what 
(what procedures, for instance) can be 
appealed. Many time NPC/NF don't know what 
can be appealed.

Explain it

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.2 This can be deleted with the new 10.1 and 
unfairness is not a basis for an appeal - it is 
simply whether the procedures have been 
applied correctly or not

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 11.2 Duplicates what has already been written Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

Comment 11.3 Delete as superfluous Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.4 The appeal should not even get to the appeal 
body if other remedies have not been pursued - 
this is administrative and should be deleted

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10.4 Appeals This is administrative and should not be included Remove

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

10 Scope of Review Inclusion of Comments as a new article Additional article: 
"10.5  The Appeal body may only review the process by 
which these decisions have been arrived at to ensure that 
such process has been fair and in accordance with the 
Classification Rules. Class allocation is a sport decision 
and should be made by those authorised and certified by 
an international federation to do so. Those decisions 
cannot be changed save by other persons who are 
similarly authroised and certified."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.1 This is repetitive and covered by new 3.1 Delete



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2 Appeals Flexibility should be allowed here to to allow for 
each Ifs procedures 

Amend: "An appeal should be submitted in accordance 
with the IFs rules….."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2 Each IF will have some variations on this and 
some flexibility should be allowed

Change to "An appeal should be submitted in 
accordance with the IFs rules….."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.1 The 30 day period is not fair to the classifiers to 
have to remember back more than a month to 
what procedures took place. We have a jury in 
place at the event which can consider the appeal 
within hours. A realistic time limit should be 
implemented - justice delayed is justice denied

Change to "be made within 2 hours of the decision 
against which the appeal is being made"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.1 This is really not possible.  It is not fair to the 
classifiers to have to remember back more than 
a month to what procedures took place.  A 
realistic time limit should be implemented as set 
out in the IF rules.

Change to "be made within the time frame set out in the 
IF rules.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.1 This needs to be according to IF Rules. Neess to 
be resolved at the event after classification has 
taken place.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 The appeal should set out the procedures not 
followed

Change to "specify the procedures which were allegedly 
not followed" and delete the rest (duplication of the same 
phrase)

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeal process Double up of first comment Remove ‘specify the grounds for the appeal’

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeals Wording repeated twice in same point delete 'specify the grounds for the Appeal'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeal Process Double up in wording Delete the second "specify the grounds for the appeal".



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeals "specify the grounds for the Appeal;" This sentence is printed twice

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeal Process Article repeats itself Recommend rewrite:

11.2.3 specify the grounds for the Appeal; specify the 
grounds for the Appeal;

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Appeals duplicate text delete second instance of "specify grounds for the 
Appeal"

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2.3 Repetition of same phrase. 

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2 Appeal Process As for a  Protest, the fee for Appeals should be 
reasonable and not a barrier to appealing.  

Add a clarification in the comment section, which echoes 
that in relation to Protests at Article 3.5.4.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.2 (Comment) Appeals Remove comment - unnecessary Remove comment

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.3 Appeals 11.3 is effectively repeating 10.4 Remove 11.3

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.3 This duplicates 10.4 Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.3 Appeal Process Addition of Article 11.3 into the Article Addition to article:
11.3.1  If a national body could have made a protest in 
respect to the allocation of a sport class but fails to do so, 
it cannot make an appeal if it was aware of the grounds 
upon which it wishes to make an appeal at the same time 
that it could have been made a protest. An appeal may 
be made if a national body becomes aware of such 
grounds after the timeframes for making a protest have 
expired



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.4 Appeals Language such as 'prosecute or defend" is 
unnecessary - it's confrontational and aggressive

Reword: "… any person save to the extent necessary to 
process the appeal."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.4 Prosecute is too strong a word. Better to 
rephrase using the concept of processing the 
appeal.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

11.4 Wording like "prosecute or defend" makes this 
adversarial and should be avoided

Change to "… an person save to the extent necessary to 
process the appeal."

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

12.1 Practical is a better word than practicable Change to practical throughout all documents

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

12.1 This can be edited.  In the fourth sentence, there 
are likely other parties than the organisers who 
need the outcome so rather delete this as it is 
covered earlier in the clause

Change second sentence to "The appeal body shall either 
uphold or set aside the decision." and delete the fourth 
sentence

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

12.1 Replace 'practicable' with 'practical'

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13 Protests While we  understand and support some of the 
rationale with making Classification Public, we 
feel that there needs to be more provisions 
added here to ensure transparency around 
decision making and process.

We would recommended addition of provision around 
making it public and timelines so that the expectations 
are clear for NPCs and IFs.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13 or other competitions? Other competitions 
include IF competitions - this is not acceptable

Change to  or other IPC Competitions'.

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13 Appeals Ad Hoc' provisions should not be allowed Remove 13

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13 Ad hoc is not appropriate so just delete Delete ad hoc



IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13.1 If the IPC wishes to have certain provisions for its 
events, that is fine but it is not appropriate to 
extend this to IF events.  So called ad hoc 
provisions for the Paralympic Games should be 
covered elsewhere - code 9.1.6

Delete

IS for Protests 
and Appeals

13.1 The implication of this is that ad hoc provisions 
may apply to IF events outside of the Paralympic 
Games.  So called ad hoc provisions for the 
Paralympic Games should be covered elsewhere - 
code 9.1.6

Delete
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