
Section Article(s) Comment Suggested Change
Code 1.2 The Code applies to all members of the Paralympic 

Movement.
IPC should not admit any new IF as member of the 
movement till the IF proves it is in compliance with 
the Code and its International Standards

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

Code 1.3 The IPC Medical and Scientific Director may delegate 
specific responsibilities to such person or persons at 
his/hers discretion - Does that mean that his/hers Mom can 
do the job?

Needs to be re-worded, so person with same 
credentials (whatever that is) can be assigned to job 
not just anyone

Code 1.3 It is not necessary to refer to the power to delegate - this is a 
normal operational practice. 

Delete the last sentence - operational

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. 
Further as stated earlier it not clear if this only applies to 
sport under the Governance of IPC since all other IFs would 
expect to be given the courtesy of IPC recognizing their own 
responsibility to do these things for their sport.

Delete the last sentence - operational

Code 1.4 Typo eror  "…..upon with…" upon which….
Code 1.4 The Classification Code                                                            

Further detail around the Code which details the common policy 
& procedure across sports.

Recommend Additional Wording:                                                              
1.4 The IPC Classification Code (The Code) is the 
fundamental document upon which Classification in para-
sports in the Paralympic Movment must be based. The 
Code details policies and procedures that are common 
across all sports and sets principles to be applied by all 
sports within the Paralympic Movement.

Third consultation round, 3 February to 10 April 2015

Classification Code Review 2013-2015  



Code 1.4 The term 'flexibility' is used but there does not seem to be 
much flexilbility in the application of the Code.               Why 
must a non IPC sport be governed by the classification 
code?

                                                                                                                                         
.                                                                                                                                                        
Only for sports where the IPC is the governing body.

Code 1.4 "the code is the fundamental documentation upon with" Should be upon which

Code 1.4 The Classification Code                                                            
Clairty is required around the the reason why the Code 
exists, as it details the common policy & procedure across 
sports. There is a need to reintroduce terminology used in 
the current code to clarify this.

Recommend removal of second sentence and 
change to:                                                              
1.4 The IPC Classification Code (The Code) is the 
fundamental document upon which Classification 
in para-sports in the Paralympic Movment must be 
based. The Code details policies and procedures 
that are common across all sports and sets 
principles to be applied by all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement.

Code 1.5 Two statements re: NPCs - "act in a manner that is consistent with the 
Code" and "comply with the Code".  These could be interpreted 
differently and there should be clarification as to which is more important 
 i e  comply with the Code

The IPC requires International Federations to develop and 
implement Classification Rules in accordance with the Code. 
National Paralympic Committees must comply with the Code.

Code 1.5 This is confusing as it gives the impression that the IF is 
responsible for ensuring compliance by NPCs - IFs only work 
with their members - NFs

Split the section. Chage "to ensure National 
Paralympic Committees …" to "to ensure National 
Federations…. wth the Code." Create a new 1.6 to 
cover the NPCs' responsibilities

Code 1.5 This is confusing as it gives the impression that the IF is 
responsible for ensuring compliance by NPCs - IFs only work 
with their members - NFs

Split the section. Change "to ensure National 
Paralympic Committees …" to "to ensure National 
Federations…. wth the Code." Create a new 1.6 to 
cover the NPCs' responsibilities



Code 1.5 The Classification Code

This article is very muddled in terms of the Code and how it 
relates to the IPC, IFs and NPCs. 

International Federations are required "to develop and  
implement Classification Rules in accordance with the 
Code, and to ensure that National Paralympic Committees 
act in a manner that is consistent with the Code". Is this 
saying that IFs are responsible for ensuring that NPCs act in 
accordance with the Code? NPCs are not IF members so this 
would not work.

Then - "National Paralympic Committees must comply with 
the Code". Why would NPCs be singled out in this article? 
The IPC's Membership must comply with the Code - not just 

Recommend article is rewritten:

"1.5 All IPC members must comply with the Code."

Code 1.5 This is confusing as it gives the impression that the IF is 
responsible for ensuring compliance by NPCs - IFs only work 
with their member NF's.

Remove the responsibility of ensuring compliance by 
any other group than those under the jurisdition of 
the IF. Change "to ensure National Paralympic 
Committees …" to "to ensure National 
Federations…. wth the Code." If IPC wants to have 
an item identifying who is responsible for ensuring 
compliance by NPC's then create one that does not 
imply that the IF is responsible and identfy who from 
IPC is - Create a new 1.6 to cover the NPCs' 
responsibilities if so desired.

Code 1.6 Compliance with the IS should be encouraged rather than 
being mandatory

Change to "Compliance with the International 
Standards is strongly encouraged as best practice."

Code 1.6 International Standards                                                                      
The inclusion of an IS on Eligible Impairments is very welcome as 
is the reinclusion of the IS on Classifier Personnel & Training. This 
ensures all key documents and policies in relation to 
Classification are all together in one place.



Code 1.6 Compliance with the IS should be encouraged rather than 
being mandatory

Change to "Compliance with the International 
Standards is strongly encouraged as best practice."

Code 1.6 Compliance with the IS should be encouraged rather than 
being mandatory

Change to "Compliance with the International 
Standards is strongly encouraged as best practice."

Code 1.8 Include langauge around the requirement for IFs to publish their 
classification rules.

Each International Federation that governs a Para-Sport must 
have its own Classification Rules and Regulations. The 
International Federation must publish its Classification Rules 
and Regulations and make such information available to all 
memebers and applicable parties (athletes, coaches, officials, 
classifiers, NFs, NPCs). Classification rules are an integral part 
of the rules of the sport within which Classification takes place. 
All participants in the sport accept these rules as a condition of 

Code 1.8 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                           
Currently a number of IF's do not make their full Classification 
Materials including Rules & Regulations available publically. 
International Classifiers are utilising a Classification Manual which 
is not available to Athletes and other Paralympic Stakeholders. In 
the interests of developing transparent Classification Systems 
that are based on the best possible evidence and which athletes 
and other Paralympic stakeholders understand and have 
confidence in as outlined in the Introduction each IF should have 
a responsibility to ensure its own Classification Rules & 
Regulations which detail all aspects of their classification 
processes are publically available in full. 

Recommend Additional Wording:                                                                
1.8 Each IF that governs a Para-Sport must have its shall 
have its own Classification Rules & Regulations which are 
available in full to athletes and other Paralympic 
Stakeholders.



Code 1.8 Classification Rules and Regulations

There is currently no onus for IFs to publish their 
Classification Rules and Regulations.

We assume this is an oversight.

Recommend rewrite (additional text underlined):

Each International Federation that governs a Para-
Sport must have and publish its own Classification 
Rules and Regulations. Classification rules are an 
integral part of the rules of the sport within which 
Classification takes place. All participants in the 
sport accept these rules as a condition of 
participation. International Federations must make 
their Classification Rules and Regulations available 
via their website.

Code 1.8/1.9 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                           
Transparency in Classification Systems is critical for the 
integrity of Paralympic sport. Some IF's do not make their 
full Classification Materials including Rules & Regulations 
available publically (for example international classifiers 
use different manual that is not published publicly for 
assessments - this is not available to national classifiers, 
athletes or national bodies). Each IF should have a 
responsibility to ensure its full Classification Rules & 
Regulations and other supporting manuals which detail all 
aspects of their classification processes are publically 
available. 

Recommend additional article addressing both 
points in this section:                                                                
1.10  The IF must make publicly available their full 
Classification Rules & Regulations.

Code 1.9 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                 
Provision around Classifier Personnel & Training should be 
included within the Classification Rules

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                        
Classification Rules and Regulations shall include 
provisions related to:
1.9.5 Classifier Training (in accordance with the 
International Standard for Classification Personnel & 
Training)

Code 1.9. Each IF should be able to define by them selves what the 
first appearance mean in that specific sport

1.9.2. Athlete Evaluation, Sport Class, Sport Class 
Allocation and First Appearance

Code 1.9 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                 
Classifier Personnel & Training should be included within 
the Classification Rules and Regulations provisions

Recommend additional article:                                                                        
1.9.5 Classifier Training (in accordance with the 
International Standard for Classification Personnel 
& Training)

Code 1.9 Include a 1.9.5 provision related to Classifier Personnel and 
Training



Code 1.9.2 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                 
Each IF should clearly define first appearance [observation during 
competition] as applicable to the respective sport in their rules 
and regulations.

Recommend Additional Wording:                                                              
Classification Rules and Regulations shall include 
provisions related to:
1.9.2 Athlete Evaluation, Sport Class, Sport Class 
Allocation and First Appearance (in accordance with the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation)

Code 1.9.2 Classification Rules & Regulations                                                 
Each IF should clearly define observation during 
competition (first appearance) in their rules and 
regulations.

Recommend change to article:                                                              
Classification Rules and Regulations shall include 
provisions related to:
1.9.2 Athlete Evaluation, Sport Class, Sport Class 
Allocation and First Appearance (in accordance 
with the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation)

Code 1.9.4 The IS on DP is only required for those members where 
there is no national legislation in place

Change to "(in accordance with the IS on DP where 
no national legislation has been enacted on data 
protection)"

Code 1.9.2 Each IF should clearly define first appearance [observation during 
competition] as applicable to the respective sport in their rules and 
regulations

Athlete Evaluation, Sport Class, Sport Class Allocation and First 
Appearance

Code 1.9.4 The IS on DP is only required for those members where 
there is no national legislation in place

Change to "(in accordance with the IS on DP where 
no national legislation has been enacted on data 
protection)"

Code NEW - add 1.9.5 IF rules and regulations should include provisions regarding classifier 
education and certification

Classifier Competencies, Classifier Training and Classifier 
Certification (in accordance with International Standard of 
Classifier Personnel and Training)

Code 2 and 2.1 and 
and

Use of Paralympic classification comes back in Change all relevant parts to "Para sport" and "Para 
sport classification"

Code 2 and 2.1 and 
and

Use of Paralympic classification comes back in - see above 
for comments on the use of Paralympic in this context

See above - Intro paragraph 1

Code 2 There is no definition as such for classification, only the purpose 
is outlined, not a definition.

Classification is the process by which an organization 
confirms an athletes eligibility for a Para-Sport and 
subsequently allocates a sports class and sports class 
status to ensure athletes compete against others fairly 
and equitably according to the impact their impairment 
has on sports performance.

Code 2.2 Not all the IS are relevant Change to "and the relevant International Standards"



Code 2.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 2.2.3 Some sports require both assessment of impairment and activity 
limitation in order to describe minimal impairment criteria as 
class structure may not always be based on impairment 
assessment..

A comment: "In some sports minimal impairment criteria 
may be based on both assessment of impairment severity 
and degree of activity limitation"

Code 2.1 Is it possible to 'ensure'.                                                 Is 
Paralympic classification a defining feature of Paralympic 
sport? It is what may make Paralympic sport different from 
Olympic sport but it doesn't define it. Athletic ability defines 
it.

.                                                                                 Remove 
or change the wording.

Code 2.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 2.2 Not all the IS are relevant Change to "and the relevant International Standards"

Code 2.2.1 "Impairment types MUST come from list"- what if the list is 
not inclusive for a particular sport

concerned with the word MUST. Re word the 
sentence, using "may" or "should"

Code 2.2.4 …a sportclass "on"how much…., is that correct English? 

Code 2.2.4 All Athletes within a given Sport Class must be affected by 
Impairments that impact sports performance to similar 
extent.

This must be defined in a sports specific context.                                                                  
Also replace 'must' with may or should

Code 2.2.4 and 4.2 
and 4.3

The methods used for the evaluation of the athletes must 
have a scientific (objective) component and this has to be 
mentioned in the Code in order to assure the standardization 
among the different Sports.

The methods used for the evaluation of the athlete 
have to be evidence-based in compliance with the IS 
for the evaluation of the athlete. 

Code 2.8 Head of Classification is defined as 'a classifier' which is 
inconsistent with article 2.8-2.11 .  

Delete the words "a classifier" from the definition.  



Code 3 and 3.5.5 Classifier Code of Coduct - Conflict of Interest 
IFs should have a process for managing Conflicts of 
Interest. 
Currently both the draft Code Article 3.5.4 and in the draft 
IS for Classifier Personnel & Training Article 6.2.4 outlines 
that the Classifier Code of Conduct must at minimum 
include provision for classifiers to "declare any actual, 
perceived or potential Conflicts of Interest." There is no 
onus for IFs to have rules relating to the process around 
conflict of interest by a classifier including provision for the 
management of those conflicts declared,  and 
management of conflicts which arise when it has not 
been declared.                                              
Need consistent process in the Code so that it is 
standardized across the IFs.

IPC should develop a Model of Best Practice for 
Managing Conflicts of Interest. 

Recommend additional article:
3.7 International Federations must have a process 
for declaring and managing a classifier Conflict of 
Interest.

Code 3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.5 Classifier Code of Conduct 
Clarification is required in relation to a classifiers role in 
supporting/adhering to the IPC Classification Code and 
Standards, and what is standard expected conduct for a 
classifier. This was very clear in the 2007 IS for Classifier 
Training and Certification (Section 6) and in the IPC Code 
of Ethics (IPC Handbook). It isn't clear within Article 3.5 or 
in the IS for Classifier Personnel and Training.
A standardised the Code of Conduct of classifiers across 
all Paralympic Sports should be provided to IFs for all 
classifiers, with the option for IF to include in additional 
requirements as applicable.                                                 



Code 3.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.5

Nowhere in this provision does it provide that classification services 
must be provided without discrimination based on prohibited 
grounds 

A related provision in section 6.2 of the International 
Standard for Classification Personnel and Training needs to 
be adjusted accordingly as well. 

Code 3.5.1 Classifier Code of Conduct 
Refer back to the IPC Code of Ethics as it is standard for 
all classifiers.                                    

Recommend change to article: 
3.5.1 comply with all relevant ethical standards, 
including the IPC Code of Ethics                                                             

Code 3.5.5 Classifier Code of Conduct - Roles & Responsibilities                                                      
It is beneficial for classifiers to gain develop and utilise 
knowledge and skills that support them being an effective 
classifier, and have concerns that this article may limit this 
from occuring. For example,  it is beneficial for Technical 
Classifiers in particular to have a day-to-day involvement 
in their sport as a coach or official.

We believe that a classifier should only have one role 
when acting as a classifier, and request this article be 
modified to reflect this to add when classifying at a 
competition, at a non-competition venue.

Recommend change to article:                                                                                 
3.5.5: Classifiers must not be accredited within any 
other role other than as a Classifier at a 
competition, or assume any other role whilst 
conducting classification at a competition or a non-
competition venue.

Code 3.6 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.2 Does each sport have to have the specific personnel listed 
or simply a robust system with personnel similar to the 
recommendations.

Remove the specific names of the classification 
personnel required.



Code 3.2 The Code should not leave to each IF the decision about the 
number of classification personnel. The procedure to 
stablish the number must be included in the Code. 

The classification personnel appointed by each IF 
and their roles and responsibilities have to be 
proportional to the number of impairments they 
assess and the number of athletes that they may 
potentially have to evaluate / classify. Maybe the 
number of the classification personnel should be 
calculated in proportion to the number of licenses so 
all IFs under IPC use the same criterion. 

Code 3.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 3.5 Classifier Code of Conduct                                                      The 
Sub Articles are the exact detail that is presented within the IS for 
Classifier Personnel & Training Article 6.2. The Sub Articles 
should be removed from the Code and just be incorporated within 
the IS Classifier Personnel & Training.

Recommend Reword Article & Removal of Sub 
Articles:                                                                     3.5 IFs 
must implement a Classifier Code of Conduct, which 
meets the criteria set out in the International Standard for 
Classifier Personnel & Training.



Code 3.5 Classifier Code of Coduct - Conflict of Interest
IFs should have a process for managing Conflicts of Interest. 
Currently both the draft Code Article 3.5.4 and in the draft IS for 
Classifier Personnel & Training Article 6.2.4 outlines that the 
Classifier Code of Conduct must at minimum include provision for 
classifiers to "declare any actual, perceived or potential Conflicts 
of Interest." There is no onus for IFs to do anything with such a 
declaration or no provision for the management of those conflicts 
delcalred or conflicts which arise that have not been declared.                                              
Add a clause or appendix highlighting a process  to manage 
conflict of interest once declared. Also add provision in around a 
person not declaring a conflict. How will this managed? Need 
consistent process in the Code so that It is standardized across 
the IFs.

IPC should develop a Model of Best Practice for Managing 
Conflicts of Interest. 

Recommend Additional Article:
"3.7 International Federations must have a process for 
managing actual, perceived or potential Conflicts of 
Interest."

Code 3.5

 Nowhere in this provision does it provide that 
classification services must be provided without 
discrimination based on prohibited grounds such as race, 
gender, sexual orientation, religion or socioeconomic 
status. Simply providing that athletes will not be treated 
differently based on their national origin is insufficient 
given the amount of discrimination that still exists in the 
world today.

 A related provision in section 6.2 of the 
International Standard for Classification Personnel 
and Training needs to be adjusted accordingly as 
well. 

Code 3.5.4 Conflict of interest is addressed just requires more details. Add a clause or appendix  highlighting a process  to 
manage conflict of interest once declared within the 
Code. Also add provision in around a person not 
declaring a conflict. How will this managed? Need 
consistent process in the Code so that It is 
standardize within the IFs

Code  3.5.5 This is a difficult point because the people who want to be 
classfier used to work or come from their NPC. Someones 
have a job, and someones are a very good classifiers. They 
respect the Code of Conduct. As classifiers we are volunteer, 
and it would be real pitty to loose excellent classifiers 
because of this article

A solution could be not to appoint classifiers who also 
have "interest conflict" because their teams will 
compete in that championship. Add: ".. At that 
particular competition" instead of "at that sport".



Code  3.5.5 Comment to article 3.5.5; 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 
from their own nation. Every classifier signs a Code of 
conduct, if there will be any violation against that, then IF 
have a possibility to take away that classifier's certification.

Add: ".. At that particular competition" instead of "at 
that sport".

Code 3.5.5 The content of this article isn't very clear.
It is beneficial for classifiers to have a day to day involvment 
in their sport. Therefore, preventing classifiers from having 
another role within their NPC may not be the best way to 
have efficient people.

The most important is to manage potential conflicts of 
interest and not only pointing them and avoiding any 
activity

Add the comment of the article 6.2.5 of IS of 
Classifier Personnal and Training to be clearer

Add an article
International Federations must have process for 
managing actual, perceived or potential conflicts of 
interest.

Code 3.5.5 Must not assume any roles and responsbilities in the sport 
that conflicts…. It is too wide and we also have to consider 
that most of classifiers come in fact from inside the sport. 
Moreover it is better that the technical classifiers comes 
from the Sport 

Must not assume any roles and/or responsibilities in 
the delegation for a given competition to align with in 
comment to articule 6.2.5 of the IS for Classifier 
Personnel and Training. Conflicts of interest to be 
clearly defined.



Code 3.5.5 Classifier Code of Conduct - Roles & Responsibilities                                                       
If the Sub Articles to Article 3.5 remain in the Code then we 
disagree with Sub Article 3.5.5. 

An Irish Classifier would be perfectly placed to classify at an Asia 
or America Zonal Championships and still have a role within the 
Irish Team. Similarly an American Classifier would be well placed 
to classify at an Asian or European Zonal Championships and 
have a role with their national team. 

We see it as beneficial for Technical Classifiers in particular to 
have a day-to-day involvement in their sport. Without up to date 
technical knowledge it is impossible to be an effective Technical 
Classifiers.

We don't feel this Article  are an effective means for addressing 
Conflicts of Interest within classification. Add a clause or 
appendix  highlighting a process  to manage conflict of interest 
once declared. Also add provision in around a person not 
declaring a conflict. How will this managed? Need consistent 
process in the Code so that It is standardized across the IFs.

Recommend Rewrite Article:                                                                                 
"3.5.5: Classifiers must not be accredited within any other 
role other than as a Classifier or assume any other role 
when acting as a Classifier at a Competition."

Code 3.5.5. It should be clear which are the roles and responsibilities 
which conflicts with their duties as Classification Personnel

If the Code of Conduct is strong enough there 
shouldn´t be any conflicts. If still needed the Code 
shouls include definitions which are the roles and 
responsibilities that classifiers can´t have with in the 
sports

Code NEW - add 3.5.6 Classifiers should not publicly discus an athlete's classification.  Maintain strict confidentiality surrounding athlete classification 
with information being restricted to the respective Classification 
panel that evaluated the athlete and the respective NPC.

Code 3.6 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 4.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"



Code 4.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "shall" to "should"

Code 4.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "will" to "should"

Code 4.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 4.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "shall" to "should"

Code 4.2, 4.5 and 4.6 All seem to say the same thing

Code 4.4 A Sport Class is a category defined by each IF                 
Should this include viewing in a competitive environment as 
well?

Agree. The sports class should be defined by the IF 
based on sports specific principles.  

Code 4.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "will" to "should"

Code 4.6 After Evaluation and the allocation of the Sport Class and 
Sport Class Status the athlete should be given an official 
document with this information. 

Code 5.1 Each IF should have their own protests and appeals 
regulation. IPC should recognize the IF proceedure in this 
area must be used by the IF to ensure that they are 
compliant with their own Statutes and Regulations

Change to "Protests should be conducted in 
accordance with the rules of the IF" and "Each IF 
should include a protest process in its Classification 
Rules in accordance with its rules and regulations."

Code 5.2 Each IF has its own approach to protests and appeals Change to "Each IF should include an Appeal 
Process in its Classification Rules in accordance with 
its rules and regulations."

Code 5.1 Each IF has its own approach to protests and appeals Change to "Protests should be conducted in 
accordance with the rules of the IF" and "Each IF 
should include a protest process in its Classification 
Rules in accordance with its rules and regulations."



Code 5.1 and 5.2 Include again the articles about the confidencialy in 
the process, disclosure and communication of the 
outcome from a protest and/or appeal.

Code 5.2 Each IF has its own approach to protests and appeals Change to "Each IF should include an Appeal 
Process in its Classification Rules in accordance with 
its rules and regulations."

Code 5.2.4 and 5.2.5 Should be more clarified on the terms ans personel on which 
the dicision is given. I suggest it also contains at least one 
experienced classifier. Classifier Certification

Should be more clarified on the terms ans personel 
on which the dicision is given. I suggest it also 
contains at least one experienced classifier 

Code 6 There needs to be clarification on Intentional Misrepresentation 
Consequences - specifically in articles 6.5 and 6.6 - in regards to impact 
on solely the respective sport or across all sports. Determination to be 
made - if an athlete is found to be IM and consequences are 
implemented - are those consequences only applicalbe to the respective 
sport/IF or enforced across all sports (i.e. lifetime ban)?

TBD based on determination of whether IM is sport-specific or 
consequences apply across all sports

Code 6 There is no mention of Interperters in the general code. If we 
need to get a way from cheating and prompting in 
classification interperters needs to be supplied. Classifiers 
do not speak every language and there is no way to 
determine prompting or cheating when support staff and 
athlete speaks home language - very common issue with 
certain countries

Have independent interperters availble at 
classification to avoid cheating and prompting

Code 6 Guidence on policies and procedures on how to identify and 
manage IM would be useful

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.

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."



Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation                                                             
Classifiers should have to provide clear evidence to support a 
decision of Intentional Misrepresentation of Skills and/or Abilities.      
                                                                            
The IPC Model of Best Practice Intentional Misrepresentation 
Rule should be referenced here. The  IPC Model of Best Practice 
Intentional Misrepresentation Rule is currently worded for sports 
who have IPC as their IF.

Recommendations: 
List the evidence which should support a decision of IM of 
Skills and Abilities e.g. Video Evidence
               
Model of Best Practice Intentional Misrepresentation Rule 
to be rewritten so all IF’s can adopt them with minimal 
alteration.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                          
"6.9 IF's are strongly encouraged to adopt the Model of 
Best Practice Intentional Misrepresentation Rule."

Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation should have same sanctions 
in all the sports and consequences should enforce across all 
sports

Different levels of sanctions would be written in the 
Code

Code 6 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" here and elsewhere in this section does 
not really work.  Also, should the ban be across all sports  
under the IPC's jurisdiction? Where a lifetime ban is imposed 
(whether across all sports or just one), we suggest there 
should be additional safeguards: perhaps an appeal to the 
IPC Board of Appeal or CAS.

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

Add a further appeal opportunity for athletes facing a 
lifetime ban, either by appeal to the IPC Board of 
Appeal or to CAS.



Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation

IPC should act as a Clearing House to support IFs achieve a 
level of consistency when managing Intentional 
Misrepresentation cases.

IFs should make public the sanction they impose on an 
Athlete or Athlete Support Personnel as a Consequence of 
Intentional Misrepresentation to allow other IFs to enforce 
that sanction.

Recommend additional article:

"6.8  IFs must inform IPC of any sanction imposed as 
a consequence of Intentional Misrepresentation. IFs 
must make public any sanction imposed as a 
consequence of Intentional Misrepresentation 
following the conclusion of its procedures. The public 
notice of the sanction must include the name and 
nationality of the athlete or athlete support 
personnel; the Competition(s) the Athlete has been 
disqualified from; and the specified period of time the 
Athlete is Ineligible from Competition."

Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation: Provision for interpreter  
support should be included within the code - Classifiers does 
not speak every language and cannot determine prompting 
or cheating when Athlete Support Personnel  and athlete 
speak home language –an issue in certain sports.

Addition of a clause for classifier to be able to request 
interpreter in the case where they suspect issues 
around language.

Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation : IFs should make public the 
sanction they impose on an Athlete or Athlete Support 
Personnel as a Consequence of Intentional 
Misrepresentation to allow other IFs to enforce that 
sanction. All IFs should be using the same process around 
this.

Esatblish a clear and consistent process of 
communications that all IFs will need to comply to as 
well as  specific sanctions . Examples of the potential 
sanctions:  Disqualification from all Events at the 
Competition where Intentional Misrepresentation 
occurred;  Ineligibility from Athlete Evaluation or 
other participation in all competitions in the 
Paralympic Movement for a period of time ;  
Suspension from all Competitions in the Paralympic 
M t

Code 6

Individual IFs in their sport rules could either leave the 
decision to disqualify an athlete with the classifiers who 
actually examined the athlete, or build in a review 
mechanism such that these decisions would have to be 
reviewed by a Chief Classifier

additional provision should also be added to section 
6 entitled standard and onus of proof. it should be 
made clear that the onus of proving intentional 
misrepresentation rests with the IF whose 
representatives are attempting to disqualify the 
athlete for intentional misrepresentation.



Code 6

nothing in this section that allows an IF to share 
information about athletes or support personnel who have 
been found guilty of misrepresentation with other IFs

f an individual has been found guilty of intentional 
misrepresentation in one sport, the ban should take 
effect preventing them from participating in all 
sports governed by this Code 

Code 6 IM bans should be allowed longer than 4 years
Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation                                                             

Clarity is required so that athletes and athlete 
representatives are aware failing to notify regarding to a 
change in medical circumstances that may or may not 
impact upon a sport class is considered international 
misrepresentation.
The comment to this article must be included or modified 
to provide clarity

Recommend additional article:                                               
6.3.1 An athlete, athlete representative or national 
body who fails to make a medical notification as to 
a change in circumstances that may affect an 
athletes allocated sport class will be considered 
intentional misrepresentation

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.
The IPC also has a role in supporting integrity within the 
Paralympic movement and ensuring consistency when 
managing intentional misrepresentation, so these 
penalities should also be reported to the IPC. 

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."

Code 6 Intentional Misrepresentation                                                             
Classifiers should have clear evidence to support a 
decision of Intentional Misrepresentation of Skills and/or 
Abilities.      
                                                                            
The IPC Model of Best Practice Intentional 
Misrepresentation Rule may support IFs, however need to 
be updated so all IF’s can adopt them with minimal 
alteration.

Recommend additional article:                                               
6.9 In any allegation of Intentional 
Misrepresentation, classifiers must provide or have 
access to evidence supporting such 
misrepresentation. 

Code 6

Individual IFs in their sport rules could either leave the 
decision to disqualify an athlete with the classifiers who 
actually examined the athlete, or build in a review 
mechanism such that these decisions would have to be 
reviewed by a Chief Classifier

additional provision should also be added to section 
6 entitled standard and onus of proof. it should be 
made clear that the onus of proving intentional 
misrepresentation rests with the IF whose 
representatives are attempting to disqualify the 
athlete for intentional misrepresentation.



Code 6

nothing in this section that allows an IF to share 
information about athletes or support personnel who have 
been found guilty of misrepresentation with other IFs

f an individual has been found guilty of intentional 
misrepresentation in one sport, the ban should take 
effect preventing them from participating in all 
sports governed by this Code 

Code 6 IM bans should be allowed longer than 4 years
Code 6 Add an article stating that where English is a second language 

there must be an interpreter to mitigate any chance of 
misinterpretation from both athlete and classifier panel.

Code 6.1 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.

Additional article::
6.1.1 The IF must provide procedures for a national 
body to provide evidence to the IF or Head of 
Classification where there is suspected Intentional 
Misrepresentation.

Code 6.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 6.2 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent. This 
seems to imply that the athlete is guilty since it appears to 
move immediately to a disciplinary process before holding a 
hearing to determine if a disciplinary process is needed. 
Allow the IF to follow their own process that they have in 
place to deal with "cheating" regardless if it is in 
classification, equipment used, violence or any other action 
that might bring them before the IF for potential discipline.

Change to ".. he or she may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.2

This will make it clear that there must be a clear intention to deceive 
on the part of the athlete before they may be found guilty of 
intentional misrepresentation. The way this sentence can be 
interpreted now suggests that misrepresentation can be established 
if the athlete deceives the panel unknowingly or unintentionally. 

“intentional” or “knowingly” be added before the word 
“deceive” to the last sentence 

Code 6.3 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent

Change to "..  or omission he or she may be subject 
to a disciplinary process."



Code 6.3 Add extra information to the comment: This may include athletes not taking prescribed 
medication prior to classification resulting in an athlete 
presenting with a more significant impairment and degree 
of activity limitation.MDF forms should state medications 
athlete users on a daily or regular basis..

Code 6.4 There has to be due process and until an athlete or athlete 
support personnel has been proven to have misled anyone, 
he or she is innocent

Change to ".. complicity may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.5 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. 
There is a risk of an athlete or athlete representative being 
found guilty of intentional misrepresentation in one sport, 
then the athlete seeks classification in another sport 
where they have no knowledge of the previous history of 
the athletes. 

Recommend Rewrite Article:
6.5 The Consequences ...  (c) Suspension from all 
Competitions in the Paralympic Movement."

Code 6.5 The sanctions should be left to the IF as there may be other 
options in terms of the IF's rules e.g. warning, fine, 
community service

Change to "… may be one or more of ….."

Code 6.6 This should be completely at the discreation of the IF. It is 
the responsibility of their members to deterime if the 
penalties are appropriate for their sport at the 
recommendation of their Board

Change to "The Consequences that may be applied 
…. may be up to…"

Code 6.7 Good!  At the discretion of the IF - this should be the 
approach with whole document

Leave as is

Code 6.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 6.1 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.

Additional Wording Article::
6.1 The IF must provide policies and procedures on how 
to identify manage allegations of Interntional 
Misrepresentation in the IF Classification Rules, which 
should include a process for NFs or NPCs to follow where 
there is suspected Intentional Misrepresentation.



Code 6.2 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent

Change to ".. he or she may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.2 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent

Change to ".. he or she may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.2

there must be a clear intention to deceive on the part of 
the athlete before they may be found guilty of intentional 
misrepresentation. The way this sentence reads now 
suggests that misrepresentation can be established if the 
athlete deceives the panel unknowingly or unintentionally.

 word “intentional” or “knowingly” before the word 
“deceive” be added to the last sentence

Code 6.2.5 must not assume any roles and responsibilities in the sport 
that conflicts. Classifeir code of conduct

At the same competition.

Code 6.3 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent

Change to "..  or omission he or she may be subject 
to a disciplinary process."

Code 6.3 There has to be due process and until an athlete has been 
proven to have misled anyone, he or she is innocent

Change to "..  or omission he or she may be subject 
to a disciplinary process."

Code 6.4 There has to be due process and until an athlete or athlete 
support personnel has been proven to have misled anyone, 
he or she is innocent

Change to ".. complicity may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.4 There has to be due process and until an athlete or athlete 
support personnel has been proven to have misled anyone, 
he or she is innocent

Change to ".. complicity may be subject to a 
disciplinary process."

Code 6.5 The sanctions should be left to the IF as there may be other 
options in terms of the IF's rules e.g. warning, fine, 
community service

Change to "… may be one or more of ….."



Code 6.5 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. 

Otherwise, we run the risk of an athlete being found guilty of 
intentional misrepresentation with overwhelming evidence and 
given a 48 month sanction by one IF close to a Games competing 
at that same Games with another IF.

Sanctions against Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
supporting an athlete to Intentionally Misrepresent should also 
apply across sports - not just within the sport it ocurred.

Recommend Rewrite Article:
"6.5 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."

Code 6.5 Is the penalty for Intentional Misrepresentation too stringent 
(12-48 months)? Moreover, the sanctions should be left to 
the IF to decide

Make adjustments.

Code 6.5 IF may already have stated consequences for 
misrepresentation in their Sport Rules

Perhaps suggest alignment of Classification Rules 
with the IF Sport Rules in the case of 
misrepresentation

Code 6.5 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. 

Otherwise, we run the risk of an athlete being found guilty of 
intentional misrepresentation with overwhelming evidence 
and given the maximum 48 month sanction by one IF close 
to a Games but then competing at that same Games with 
another IF.

Sanctions against Athlete Support Personnel found guilty of 
supporting an athlete to Intentionally Misrepresent should 
also apply across sports - not just within the sport it 
occurred.

Recommend rewrite (additional text underlined):

"6.5 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."



Code 6.6 This is an attempt to follow the WADC and again the IF 
should decide

Change to "The Consequences that may be applied 
…. may be up to…"

Code 6.7 Correct, at the discretion of the IF Leave as is
Code 6.7 Good!  At the discretion of the IF Leave as is

Code 7 Section on intellegence gathering is confusing 
Remove section. If kept  “intelligence gathering 
investigation" must be defined. 

Code 7

Since the type of situation which appears to be envisaged 
by section 7 of the Code is similar to how informants 
and/or agents would be treated in a law enforcement 
context, similar safeguards as exist for informants and 
agents in the law enforcement context should be 
considered in this Code if this approach is pursued at all. 

Code 7

All athletes entering into the classification system 
should be required to sign a consent form 
authorizing any bodies that have classification 
information about them to share that information 
with investigators if allegations of inappropriate 
conduct are made against that athlete.

Code 7 Use the word "Evidence" instead of Intelligence. It is not about 
cognitive function, it is about evidence

Evidence Gathering and Investigations"

Code 7.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 7.1 Should therefore read: that Classification Evidence captured..

Code 7.2 Again, national data protection legislation is not mentioned Change to "in accordance with the IS on DP or with 
the applicable national legislation on data 
protection."

Code 7.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 7.1 Does 7 relate to Misrepresentation or does it relate to 
Classification Intelligence in other circumstances eg 
Protests

Clarify the relationship of Intelligence Gathering. 
Examples would be helpful

Code 7.2 Again, national data protection legislation is not mentioned Change to "in accordance with the IS on DP or with 
the applicable national legislation on data 
protection."



Code 7.3.1 and 7.4 comment: if the protested sportclass is impossible or 
dangerous for the athlete to compete in, awaiting 
protestevaluation, a provision must be made to make 
competition possible. Example wrongly assigned B1 class, 
athlete cannot start as a B1, let him start in his entry class 
(B3)

see comment

Code 8.1 Again, national data protection legislation is not mentioned Change to " Each IF should ….in accordance with the 
IS on DP or with the applicable national legislation on 
data protection."

Code 8.1 Again, national data protection legislation is not mentioned Change to " Each IF should ….in accordance with the 
IS on DP or with the applicable national legislation on 
data protection."

Code 9 Master list?  Change to "IF classification list"
Code 9 Classification Masterlists                                                     While it 

says that IF's must make available their Classification Masterlist, 
there is no timeframe for which this must be completed. Some 
IF's only update their Masterlist once per year, while others 
update following every competition. Similarly it highlights that it is 
made available to their respective National Federations and 
relevant NPC's. Who determines which NPC is relevant. In 
practise the availability is variable - some are difficult to find, are 
out of date and password protected. 

Addition of the word "publicly" and removal of "relevant"
IFs shall make publicy available their Classification Masterlist to 
National Federations (NF's), NPCs and the IPC. 

Recommend Rewording:
9.2 IFs shall make publicy available their Classification 
Masterlist to NF's, NPCs and the IPC.                                                                                 

Recommend Addition Article:                                          
"9.3 Masterlists for all IF's should be updated within 1 
Month of Classification occurring at an event."    

Code 9 Master list?  Mistress list? Change to "IF classification list"
Code 9 Classification Masterlists                                                     

Access to Classification Masterlist is required by NPCs  so 
the wording "relevant" should be removed. 

IFs must make publicy available their Classification 
Masterlist to National Federations and NPCs 

Recommend change to article:
9.2 IFs shall make publicy available their 
Classification Masterlist to NFs, NPCs and the IPC.                                                                                 



Code 9 Master list may be needed in some sports but it is not 
necessarily needed in this format in all sports. Team sports 
have different needs in identifying the players that a country 
may be playing against in a competition. To maintain a list of 
this nature for a large team sport where athletes come "into 
international sport" at many levels would put undue cost 
and work on most IFs for limited results. Suggest that the 
method of making relevant information available to the Nf's 
of the federation is established by the IF. With the 
understanding that for purposes of the Paralympic Games 
the information of participating athletes will be made 
available to other participating nations.

Change to "IF classification list" 

Code 9.1 Year of birth is not necessary and can be in conflict with 
data protection

Change to the IF should maintain an IF classification 
list that ensures the information on the classification 
of athletes participating in a specfic competition can 
be made available to the necessary parties. Delete 
from the information that must be made available the 
birth date and the sport class status as not all sports 
use this terminology

Code 9.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 9.1 Fixed Review Date (FRD) must be designated by the Classification Panel, 
public and included in the master list.

To assist in the process of Classification, International 
Federations must maintain a Classification Master List of 
Athletes, which should include minimally the Athlete’s name, 
gender, year of birth, country, Sport Class, Sport Class Status 
and Fixed Review Date (if applicable). The Classification Master 
List must identify Athletes that enter International Competitions.

Code 9.1 Year of birth is not necessary and can be in conflict with 
data protection

Change "must" to "should".  Rather change the 
whole section to read "Each IF shall make available 
on its website the classification list in terms of its 
rules."

Code 9.1 Year of birth is not necessary and can be in conflict with 
data protection

Change "must" to "should".  Rather change the 
whole section to read "Each IF shall make available 
on its website the classification list in terms of its 
rules."



Code 9.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 9.2 Athletes are not sure when their class and classification 
status would be officially on the Classification Master List.

Add the following article 
"9.3  The respective IFs should specify in their 
Classification Rules regarding the timeline when the 
Sport Class and Sport Class should be included in 
their respective Classification Master List and when it 
is released after having the Athlete Evaluation."

Code 9.2 Master list must be public documents but there should be a 
deadline to publish their updates.

IFs must make available their Classification Master 
Lists to their relevant NFs, NPcs and IPC in a 
maximum of 30 days since the last International 
Classification Panel was held. 

Code 9.2 IFs must make available…. The Code should specify is available only by the 
relevant website or if the IFs should circulate and 
also the frequency

Code 10 observation during first appearance is only possible on a 
competition event. What about this when we have 
classification not on an event? 

see also 14.7.2 athletes evaluation

Code 10 Athletes must be actively involved in the development and 
delivery of such education and awareness programmes

classifiers?? Or both?

Code 10 Education/ Research: how will this be coordinated/ process 
or specific expectations for this should be highlighted in an 
appendix or other form?  Anticipation of inconsistencies 
from one IFs to other.

Suggested addition in the code within this clause of 
minimum requirements provided to the IFs in areas of 
Education/ Research.

Code 10.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice

Code 10.1

 IBSA is very pleased with the wording of section 10.1. It looks 
forward to working with the IPC and other IFs on all education 
related issues related to vision impairment. 

Code 10.1 Change botoom snetance ot read Athletes "maybe" actively involved, not must be. It should 
not be mandatory but rather best practice.

Code 10.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "shall" to "should"



Code 10.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice

Code 10.3 Reference needs to be made to the IPC Position Statement for 
guidelines on conducting research and what for in order to be 
code compliant.

Code 10.3 Is there a timeline for this to happen and how is it 
monitored/critiqued or signed off?

Include a comment as to how this is monitored and 
expected timeframes for development. IPC to indicate 
what key points need to be met to be considered an 
"evidence based classification system"

Code 10.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice

Code 10.1 Education and Awareness

"Athletes must be actively involved in the development and 
delivery of such education and awareness programmes." 

This reads like it is mandatory for all athletes to support at 
least one education and awareness programme. We assume 
this sentence is intended to ensure that IFs must actively 
involve athletes in the writing and delivery of education and 
awareness programmes.

Recommend rewrite:

"10.1 ... IFs must actively involve Athletes in the 
development and delivery of such education and 
awareness programmes."

Code 10.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "shall" to "should"

Code 10.2 Classification is meant to be sport specific so what is meant 
by different signatories getting together to develop and 
circulate information and education 

More clarity with an example or comment, how does 
the IPC envisage this occurs?

Code 10.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice



Code 10.3 Classification Research                                                       The 
comment should become an article to ensutere athlete 
involvement in development of Classification 

Change Comment to Sub Article:                                                           
10.3.1 Athlete contribution and confidence in 
Classification systems is essential. In addition to 
disciplinary experts, Athlete input must be solicited to 
assist in research and improvement in Classification 
systems.

Code 10.3 IFs must develop sport-specific classification system The IPC has to include in the Code the need the 
classification systems are evidence-based.

Code 10.3 Concerning research, there is no mention of any support 
from the IPC for this. Since there will be a lot of crossover, it 
would be sensible for sports to group together on research, 
something that should surely be loed (and funded) by the 
IPC

Code 10.5 IF must develop classification systems via multi disciplinary 
scientific research to focus on relationship between 
impairment and key performance determinants

An issue with the wording 'must'- what if there is NO 
"multidsiciplinary scientific research" for a sport??

Code 11 Changes to classification system

IPC must insure that any classification system changes 
won't disturb the athletes preparation before a major event. 
We believe that a determined time window would be a 
solution as of when it would be impossible for an IF to 
change the system

Recommended additional article defining the 
timeframe/determined time window to change a 
classification system

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems                                            In 
order to promote good practice in relation to changes in 
Classification System we believe IPC should outline and develop a 
Model of Best Practise which provides a clear framework for 
making changes to any Classification System, which includes 
guidelines on;                                                                                  - 
Member Consultation 
- Code Compliance 
- Rationale for Change                                                              
- Timeline for Implementation                                                     
- Transition Rules                                                                                                 

Recommendation:                                                                                
IPC develop a Model of Best Practise on Changes to 
Classification Systems



Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems
We are aware of at least one IF who made classification rule 
changes this cycle but didn't communicate those changes to their 
international classifiers. As a consequence a minority of 
classifiers were operating under the revised rules with the 
majority operating under the old rules. 

Recommend Additional Article: 
"11.3 IFs must have a plan in place to effectively 
communicate changes to Classification Systems to their 
current accredited Classifiers. This communication plan 
must ensure all accredited classifiers can implement 
those changes within the timeframe specified by the IF." 

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems                                         
Consistency is needed across Sports. All Sports should be 
reviewing Classification Rules on a regular basis but IPC should 
outline specific timeframes in which classification system 
changes can be made within the Paralympic Games Cycle. We 
believe all changes should occur by 1st January of Year Two of 
the Cycle e.g. 1st January 2018 for 2020 SUmmer Games, 1st 
January 2020 for 2022 Winter Games.                                 

Recommend Additional Article
"11.4 Changes to classification systems cannot take place 
during an IF's Qualification Period for a Paralympic 
Games. Any changes to a classification system must have 
concluded prior to the start of the the IF's Qualification 
Period for a Paralympic Games." 

Code 11 There should be timeframe when changes can be made to 
Classification system. All the parties in the sports need to be 
informed about the changes and be able to affect on it

Changes to Classification need to be done right after 
previous Major Games. Communication strategy for 
classifiers, NPC`s and NF`s need to part of the 
proces of changes in classification

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems

We are surprised that this article fails to state that changes 
to classification systems cannot occur once the Sport's 
Qualification Period for a Paralympic Games has started.

We assume this is an oversight. 

Recommend additional article:

"11.3 Changes to classification systems cannot take 
place during an IF's Qualification Period for a 
Paralympic Games. Any changes to a classification 
system must have concluded prior to the start of the  
IF's Qualification Period for a Paralympic Games." 

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems

We are aware of at least one IF who made classification rule 
changes this cycle but didn't communicate those changes 
to their international classifiers. As a consequence a 
minority of classifiers were operating under the revised rules 
with the majority operating under the old rules. 

Recommend additional article: 

"11.3 IFs must have a plan in place to effectively 
communicate changes to Classification Systems to 
their current accredited Classifiers. This 
communication plan must ensure all accredited 
classifiers can implement those changes within the 
timeframe specified by the IF." 



Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems                                           
For standardised practice in relation to Classification 
System changes, we believe IPC should outline and 
develop a Model of Best Practice which provides a clear 
framework for making changes to a Classification System                                                                                        

Recommendation:                                                                                
IPC develop a Model of Best Practise on Changes 
to Classification Systems (NPC consultation with this 
would be welcomed and the APC would be willing 
to support this)

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems
We are aware that IFs have made changes to 
classification systems and have not had an extensive 
process for roll out including all relevant parties, impacting 
upon national bodies, classifiers and athletes.

Recommend additional article: 
11.3 IFs must have a plan in place to effectively 
communicate changes to Classification Systems to 
their stakeholders, including national bodies and 
accredited classifiers. This communication plan 
must include stakeholders, actions and timeframes 
for change. 

Code 11 Changes to Classification Systems                                         
Consistency is required across all sports to limit the impact 
of changes to a classification on athlete and to ensure 
this is completed prior to the commencement of a 
Qualification Period.
IPC should outline specific timeframes in which 
classification system changes can be made within the 
Paralympic Games Cycle. We highly recommend 
changes should no later than the start of Year 2 of the 
cycle (ie 1st January 2018 for 2020 Summer Games, 1st 
January 2020 for 2022 Winter Games) to reduce impact 
on athletes during the qualification period. 

Recommend additional article
11.4 Changes to classification systems must take 
place as soon after a Paralympic Games and 
cannot take place during an IF's Qualification 
Period for a Paralympic Games. Any changes to a 
classification system must be announced in the 
Year 1 following the Paralympic Games and 
implemented by 1st January in Year 2 of the 
Paralympic Games cycle

Code 11 There needs to be timelines for changes to classification systems 
to work in with qualification periods prior to a paralympic games. 
For example 18months prior to a PGs.



Code 11.1 IFs will deal with their members.  This opens the door to 
subjective commentary on classification changes by outside 
parties and seems to imply that these outside parties will be 
allowed to comment and possibly enforce change. This is 
not the case and cannot be the case as the Rules of 
Classification are under the jurisdiction of the sport as all 
other rules of play are. 

Change "IFs will provide IPC with notice of changes 
to their Classification Rules once they are approved 
by their membership. Upon request by IPC the IF will 
provide the rationale for the changes."  (Note: it is 
not necessary to state that the IF will provide notice 
of change to the NF since this is the body that the 
changes go to for approval of the changes - the NF 
are and must remain the final decision maker on all 
rule changes for their sport.) 

Code 11.2 Most of this should be deleted as the IF is the custodian of 
their sport rules.  This again undermines the governance 
process as classification rules are technical rules and should 
be dealt with in the same way.  It also does not take into 
account the conflict of interest of the IPC

Delete and replace with "International Federations 
should consult the IPC about proposed changes to 
their Classification systems and provide an 
opportunity for feedback."

Code 11.1 Add IPC as one of the International Federations International Federations or the IPC when acting as the IF must 
provide appropriate….

Code 11.1 IFs will deal with their members.  This opens the door to 
subjective commentary on classification changes

Change "must" to "should" thrice and delete 
"National Paralympic Committees"

Code 11.1 Add IPC as one of the International Federations International Federations or the IPC when acting as 
the IF must provide appropriate….

Code 11.1 Delete "National Paralympic Committees"
Code 11.1 There are already timeframe pressures involved with making 

Rule changes within the IF so to work within NF and NPC 
possible timeframes may be difficult.  What is considered 
appropriate notice? Changes should not be within a 
Paralympic Games qualifying period.

Include a statement regarding PG qualifying period

Code 11.1

 the word “and” should be added between “NSF” 
and “National Paralympic Committees in section 
11.1. The comma should be removed.  

Code 11.1- 11.2 Changes to Classification systems: process for changing 
classification system within a sport should be more 
formalized within the code highlighting a time window as of 
when it would be impossible to change a system. We need to 
be protecting overall investment within sports/ athletes and 
cannot be changing a system right close to Major Games. 

Changes should only occur within the first year of the 
Quadrennial for a specific Games.  Also if there is 
change, a plan of communications should be in place 
and standardised so that all classifiers, NPCs and 
NFs are alerted simultaneoulsy.



Code 11.2 Most of this should be deleted as the IF is the custodian of 
the Para sport.  Classification rules are technical rules and 
should be dealt with in the same way. 

Delete and replace with "International Federations 
should consult the IPC about proposed changes to 
their Classification systems and provide an 
opportunity for feedback."

Code 11.2 Most of this should be deleted as the IF is the custodian of 
the Para sport.  This again undermines our governance 
process as classification rules are technical rules and should 
be dealt with in the same way.  It also does not take into 
account the conflict of interest of the IPC

Delete and replace with "International Federations 
should consult the IPC about proposed changes to 
their Classification systems and provide an 
opportunity for feedback."

Code 11.3 Include again that changes in the IFs classification system 
have to be previously approved by the IPC. The IPC is the 
governing body for the Paralympic Movement and we cannot 
admit the situation of being investing in a sport for years and 
then having the sport eliminated from the Paralympic 
Games program a few months before the Games for not 
meeting the Code requirements.

IPC Classification Committee must approve the 
changes in the Classification systems and these 
changes have to be in line with the Code and its 
International Standards. 

Code 12.1.4 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)
We believe the IPC should tactively support the 
membership to comply with the Code - not just "monitor".

Recommend additional article:                                                        
12.1.5 To supports its membership to be compliant 
with the code.

Code 12
The IF must be responsible to teach the sport specific rules 
to their classfiers 

Code 12 Governance, Role Responsibilitie (National Federations)               
Addition of the responsibilities of National Federations (NFs) as 
members of IFs and NPCs around their activities being Code 
compliant

Addition New Article:                                                                        
National Federations (NFs)
12.7 The roles and responsibilities of National Federations 
include:
12.7.1 To ensure that national classification activities 
comply with the national classification policy, procedures 
and rules
12.7.2 To abide by the policies established by the IF to 
comply with the Code and the procedures to address non-
compliance with the Code 



Code 12.2.1 (IF) Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IFs)                       
In being transperant IFs must publish their classification 
rules so that they are available publically.

Recommend change to article:                                                                                             
12.2.1 To develop, implement, regularly review and 
publish Classification Rules including Eligiblity 
Criteria, Class Profiles and methods of testing 
impairment, in compliance with the Code.

Code 12.1 Roles and responsabilities of the IPC

IPC shouldn't only be a regulator and shoud be positionned 
as a guide.  
The IPC should have responsibility to actively support the 
membership to comply with the Code and not only 
sanctioning

Suggested additionnal article

12.1.5 To support its membership in order to be 
compliant with the code

Code 12.1.2 What is meant by "example Rules" Is it Models of Best Practice? To develop, maintain and implement" Models of Best 
Practice"

Code 12.1.1 What is the method by which the IPC monitors the 
implmentation of the Code?

Code 12.1.3 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)                              A 
major issue with the current code is compliance - to date no IF is 
fully compliant with the Code, and NPC’s are not being monitored 
on their compliance.

A template for monitoring should be developed that is relevant to 
each of the Member Organisations. E.g. One specifically for IF's, 
for NPC's etc. Monitoring and reporting should occur on a regular 
basis and should be completed by ALL Member Organisations.

Recommendation:                                                                            
Strongly recommend the establishment of a role within 
IPC to support Classification Compliance and to work with 
the IPC Medical & Scientific Director and the IPC 
Classification Committee to monitor and support the 
membership to comply with the Code. 

Develop Monitoring and Reporting Template to be used 
for all Member Organisations. e.g. For IF's, For NPC's, For 
Major Competition Organisers etc.

Outline timeframe for Monitoring Reporting Mechanism to 
be introduced for each Stakeholder.

Code 12.1.4 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)
The IPC should  update its membership on the status of its 
compliance programme. 

Recommend Amend Article :
12.1.4 To monitor compliance with the Code of 
International Federations, National Paralympic 
Committees and Major Competition Organizers. IPC must 
make public the status of its members' compliance with 
the Code.



Code 12.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities                                 
There are two Articles 12.2 and Sub Articles 12.2.1-12.2.4, 
relating to both IPC and IF roles

Update Numbering:                                                                        
Ensure correct numbering of Article 12 

Code 12.2 (IF) Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IFs)                             
Clarity around the roles of IFs are responsible for the 
classifier recruitment, training and certification pathway.  
 IF's shall recognise the role that national level classifiers in 
the pathway and provide assistance for National Classifier 
training, in recognising that classifiers progress from being 
national classifiers to international classifiers

Recommend additional article:                                                                                
12.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training, development and recruitment 
pathway, inclusive of International and National 
level classifiers. 

Code 12.2 (IPC) Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)                            
 There is a need for IPC to support members (in particular 
IFs) to achieve Code Compliance through Classification 
Rules and processes, this importance of placing resources 
towards this with a change in the Code cannot be 
underestimated.

Recommendation:                                                                            
Strongly recommend the establishment of a role 
within IPC to support Classification Compliance 
and to work with the IPC Medical & Scientific 
Director and the IPC Classification Committee to 
monitor and support the membership to comply 
with the Code and then continue to monitor 
compliance.

Code 12.2 There are 2x 12.2 articles, one under IPC and the other under IF.

Code 12.2.1 The IPC should not coordinate but support education and 
research in a general way but should not have any 
involvment in the work of the IF except at their request. It is 
the IFs responsibility to ensure proper education and 
research in their sport for classification and all other aspects 
of the sport such as officiating, equipment, coaching etc. 

Change to "provide support as requested by an IF on 
classification education and research"

Code 12.2.3 and 
12.2.4

Should be combined and expanded and edited Change to "To take corrective action as may be 
required after providing the IF an opportunity to 
address alleged non-compliance."

Code 12.2.4 (IF) add to the end of the sentence the following: through the implementation of the IF Classification Rules 
and regulations



Code 12.3 Governance, Role Responsibilitie (NPCs)               
National Federations are expected by NPCs adhere to 
the Code however are subject to IF Classification Rules, 
Procedures and processes that may not be Code 
Compliant. The NF should be encouraged to provide 
feedback around any issues of non-Compliance shown by 
an IF in a manner by which the NF will not be penalised 
(whether this is real or perceived). Usually NFs rely on the 
involvement of the NPC should issues need to be raised. 

Addition New Article:     
12.3.4 To raise any issues of non-Compliance, as 
identified by the NPC or National Federation, with 
the International Federations and IPC as 
appropriate 

Code 12.3 No mention of National Federations Add National Federations
Code 12.3.2 should read: To ensure that National Federation Classification Rules 

comply to the Code through the implementation of the IF 
Classification rules and Regulations and make 
recommendations to develop and implement ......."

Code 12.5.1 should read: pursuant to the code through the implementation of the IF 
Classification Rules and Regulations.

Code 12.5.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (Athletes)                    
Requires further clarity in what is required with 
"responsibility" for athletes 

Recommend change to article:
12.5.2 To be available for Athlete Evaluation as 
required and to cooperate fully and truthfully 
throughout the Athlete Evaluation process.

Code 12.5.4 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (Athletes)                 
Indicate role of NPC / NF into this statement as they are 
the primary support for athletes and athlete 
representatives

Recommend change to article:                                                                                
12.5.4 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 any investigations concerning 
Classification violations

Code 12.6 Governance, Role Responsibilities (Athlete Support 
Personnel)                    
Clarity around the role of the Athlete Support Personnel 
and this should be consistent across all sports to detail 
Classifiers' expectations and interaction with  an Athlete 
Support Personnel's Role in the Athlete Evaluation process.

Recommend Additional Article:
12.6.5 To assisting the athlete to provide a true 
reflection of the degree or nature of the athlete’s 
impairment throughout the Athlete Evaluation 
process and support communication and 
understanding between the athlete and the 
classifiers.



Code 12.6 There needs to be rules around what a support person can offer 
and contribute.

Support personnel are there to support the athletes and 
add value to an athletes comments and replies when 
asked to by the classification panel. The support person is 
not to speak for the athlete per say.

Code 12.6.4 Governance, Role Responsibilities (Athlete Support 
Personnel) 
Indicate role of NPC / NF into this statement as they are 
the primary support for athletes and athlete 
representatives

Recommend change to article:                                                                                
12.6.4 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 any investigations concerning 
Classification violations

Code 12.1.4 Governance, role and responsibilities (IPC)

The IPC should regularly update its membership on the 
status of its compliance programme. 

Recommend amended article (amendment 
underlined):

12.1.4 To monitor compliance with the Code of 
International Federations, National Paralympic 
Committees and Major Competition Organizers. IPC 
must regularly update its memberships on the status 
of its members' compliance with the Code.

Code 12.1.4 Governance, role and responsibilities (IPC)

This article on its own seems too passive. The IPC should 
have responsibility to actively support the membership to 
comply with the Code - not just "monitor".

Recommend additional article:

"12.1.5 To support its membership to comply with 
the Code."

Code 12.1.4 IPC monitors compliance IPC should also communicate with the IF to inform 
them when they are at risk for NOT being in 
compliance

Code 12.1.4 The IPC should regularly update its membership on the 
status of its compliance programme. 

Add that the IPC shoud made public the status of 
compliance of all IFs on an ongoing basis in relation 
to the IPC Code. 

Code 12.1.4 The IPC should play a leadership role in ensuring that IFs are 
compliant with the code.

To add to 12.1.5 that the IPC supports its IFs in order 
to be compliant with the code.



Code 12.1.4 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)
This article on its own seems too passive. The IPC should play a 
leadership role a responsibility to actively support the 
membership to comply with the Code - not just "monitor".

Recommend Additional Article:                                                        
12.1.5 To supports its membership to be compliant with 
the code.

Code 12.14 should read: To "support" and monitor compliance..
Code 12.2 duplicate renumbering required
Code 12.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities                                 There 

are two Articles 12.2 including the Sub Articles 12.2.1-12.2.4
Correct Numbering:                                                                        
Ensure correct numbering of Article 12 

Code 12.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IPC)                             
This is not being put in to practice. There needs to be 
enforcement of the Code for it to really be implemented. 

Recommendation:                                                                            
Strongly recommend the establishment of a role within 
IPC to support Classification Compliance and to work with 
the IPC Medical & Scientific Director and the IPC 
Classification Committee to monitor and support the 
membership to comply with the Code. Ensure someone 
with specific responsibility for monitoring compliance. 
Sanction in place for those who are not in compliance, 
with all sanctions be made Public.

Code 12.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IFs)                              
While IFs remain non-compliant with the Code and IPC do not 
disclose which IFs are in compliance with elements of the Code 
then it is very difficult for NPC's to ensure compliance of the NF's 
in relation to the Code. The NF's need to comply with the IF Rules 
but if these are not compliant with the Code then it is difficut to 
enforce compliance.

Recommendation:                                                                      
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. All non-compliance wit h the Code 
should also be disclosed publically including Action Plans 
to address Compliance.



Code 12.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IFs)                             It 
should be made clear in this Article that IFs are responsible for 
recruiting classifiers. Its stated in Article 3.2 of the Code that IFs 
"must appoint a number of Classification Personnel". 

Classifier training and certification opportunities need to be 
included to this article as the list of IF responsibilities. All IF's 
should also have a responsibility to develop resources to train 
National Classifiers - Preferably through Online Learning or a 
National Classifier Support Documentations that all National 
Federations can implement Classification at a National level  
consistently and with support but also that is LOW COST         

All IFs' critical responsibilities must be included in this article.    

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                                
12.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training, development and recruitment pathway 
incuding National and International Classification.  IF's 
have a responsibility to assist with training and support for 
National Classification Structures and National Classifier 
Training.

Code 12.2 There are two 12.2.1-12.2.4s! Ensure correct numbering of Article 12 (Governance, 
role and responsibilities)

Code 12.2 Governance, role and responsibilities - IFs

It should be made clear in this Article that IFs are 
responsible for recruiting classifiers. Its stated elsewhere in 
the Code (Article 3.2 says that IFs "must appoint a number 
of Classification Personnel"). 

This is the Article senior decision makers in the IFs are likely 
to read in isolation and then base their compliance action 
plans on.

Therefore, all IFs' critical responsibilities must be included 
      

Recommend additional article:

12.2 The roles and responsibilities of International 
Federations include...

12.2.5 To develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training and recruitment pathway. 

Code 12.2 There are two 12.2.1-12.2.4s Ensure correct numbering of Article 12 (Governance, 
role and responsibilities)



Code 12.2 Roles and responsabilities of the IFs

The responsability of IFs in classification education 
shouldn't be limited to the international level. It's important 
that IFs recognize the role of national federations as well as 
NPCs in classifier trainings and therefore to support national 
trainings

Recommend Article 12.2.3 to be completed

To initiate classification education and research and 
support the role of NFs and NPCs

Code 12.2. It should be more specific how IPC can monitor and ensure 
that IF´s are compliant with the code

Same critetria than for IF: to develop and implement 
a policy for its members to comply with the code and 
establish procedures to address non-compliance with 
the code.

Code 12.2.1 The IPC should not coordinate but support education and 
research

Change to "support classification education and 
research"

Code 12.2.1 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (IFs)                       There 
is currently no responsibility for IFs to publish their classification 
rules.These should be publically available and should include 
eligibile impairments, minimum criteria, class profiles and 
methods of testing impairment into article. 

Recommend Rewording Article:                                                                                             
12.2.1 To develop, implement, regularly review and 
publish Classification Rules including Eligiblity Criteria, 
Class Profiles and methods of testing impairment, in 
compliance with the Code.

Code 12.2.1 The IPC should not coordinate but support education and 
research

Change to "support classification education and 
research"

Code 12.2.1 Does this apply to non IPC sports? Does it imply the IPC will 
coordinate research and seek funding for all sports. How will 
this be done to ensure equity across all sports?

Further clarity around the parameters within which 
the IPC will work and what IF s can access to support 
compliance with the Code

Code 12.2.1 The roles and responsibilities of International Federations 
(IFs). 

There is currently no responsibility for IFs to publish their 
classification rules. We assume this is an oversight.

Recommend amended article (amendment 
underlined):

12.2.1 To develop, implement, regularly review and 
publish Classification Rules, including Eligibility 
Criteria  in compliance with the Code

Code 12.2.3 and 
12.2.4

Should be combined and expanded and edited Change to "To take corrective action as may be 
required after providing the IF an opportunity to 
address alleged non-compliance."

Code 12.2.3 and 
12.2.4

Should be combined and expanded and edited Change to "To take corrective action as may be 
required after providing the IF an opportunity to 
address alleged non-compliance."



Code 12.2.3. Non compliance - how will the IPC determine whether some 
or all funding will be withheld?

Needs to be a transparent process in terms of 
assessing compliance and determining any 
subsequent actions 

Code 12.3 No mention of National Federations Add National Federations
Code 12.3 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (NPCs)                          

As the NPC have a key resposibility to ensure all National 
Classification Rules conform with the Code then it is vital that 
NPC has a coordinating role in setting National Classification 
Rules, Policies and Procedures.    

Additional Sub Article:                                                                          
12.3.4 Implicit to the National Classification Straegy is the 
coordinating role of the NPC in the development of 
National Classification Policies and Procedures.

Code 12.3 No mention of National Federations Add National Federations
Code 12.3.1 If the NF has adopted the IF Classification Rules how would 

a NF manage non compliance
A statement to cover this scenario 

Code 12.4.1 Major Competition Organisers complying with the Code (and 
Standards) - how would the IPC enforce this

Will need a simple, short summary of main points of 
the Code readily accessible to organising committees

Code 12.5 Athlete and Support Personnel responsibilities is a welcome 
addition and spelt out very clearly but will require a 
significant education program about the Code. Most 
athletes and support personnel are challenged to get their 
head around the Sport Rules and the sport Classification 
Rules so is a high expectation for them to be knowledgeable 
about the Code

Athletes and Athletes support personnel should be 
knowledgeable around the Sport Classification Rules 
as a minimum.

Code 12.5.2 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (Athletes)                    
Ambiguity in asking athletes to "take responsibility" for Athlete 
Evaluation. 

Recommend Rewording Article:
12.5.2 To be available for Athlete Evaluation when 
requested and to cooperate fully throughout the Athlete 
Evvaluatione process.

Code 12.5.2 Roles and Responsibilities of Athletes

It is not clear what asking athletes to "take responsibility" 
for Athlete Evaluation actually means.

Recommend article is rewritten:

"12.5.2 To be available for Athlete Evaluation when 
requested and to cooperate fully with the process."



Code 12.5.4 To limit somehow the responsibility to collaborate in any 
research the athlete may be requested. At present there is 
little research but if Universities, Research Centers and/or 
Insitutes start collaborating and doing research in 
classification our athletes may have too much requests for 
cooperation

It should be optional in general and compulsory if it 
comes from the IF of the Sport –as long as it financed 
by the IF. 

Code 12.5.4 Governance, Role and Responsibilities (Athletes)                 
Inclusion of NPC / NF into this statement. NPCs / NFs may 
support athletes, athlete representatives where there is evidence 
of non-compliance with IPC Code

Recommend Rewording Article:                                                                                
12.5.4 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 any 
investigations concerning Classification violations

Code 12.5.5. It´s not a responsibility of an athlete to be active in  
education It is responsibility of IF to make sure that 
athletes´voice is heard in process of planning an education

to actively participate in the process of awareness 
and classification research

Code 12.6 Governance, Role Responsibilities (Athlete Support 
Personnel)                    We are aware that there is considerable 
inconsistencies between and even within IFs of 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. There needs to be more clarity 
around the role of the Athlete Support Personnel and this should 
be consistent across all sports.

Recommend Additional Article:
12.6.5 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.

Code 12.6 Roles and Responsibilities of Athlete Support Personnel

There remains significant inconsistency between IFs and 
between Classification Panels within IFs about the role of 
the Athlete Support Personnel during the Athlete Evaluation 
Process.

This Article as currently drafted does not address this 
inconsistency.

Recommend additional article:

"12.6 The Roles and Responsibilities of Athlete Sport 
Personnel include...

"12.6.5 To support the Athlete Evaluation process by 
assisting the Athlete to provide a true reflection of 
the degree or nature of their impairment throughout 
the process and to support communication between 
the athlete and the classifier."



Code 12.6.2 Athlete support personnel may not have a relationship with the athlete 
they accompany to classification evaluation - i.e. "influence". Change the 
wording here to reflect such and also reflect that the support personnel 
role varies from sport to sport

12.6.2 To encourage that Athlete values and behaviour foster a 
positive and collaborative Classification attitude.

Code 12.6.3 This is not a responsibility of athlete support personnel, but more so 
applies to IFs, NPCs, classifiers, etc.  Delete from the athlete support 
personnel section and, if applicable, place else where (i.e.classification 
personnel/classifiers)

DELETE  12.6.3 - To assist in the development, management 
and implementation of Classification Systems.

Code 12.6.3. It´s not a responsibility of an athlete support personnel Change this responsibilities for classifiers, IFs, NPCs 
and NFs

Code 12.6.4 Governance, Role Responsibilities (Athlete Support 
Personnel) Inclusion of NPC / NF into this statement. NPCs / NFs 
may support athletes, athlete representatives where there is 
evidence of non-compliance with IPC Code

Recommend Rewording Article:                                                                                
12.6.4 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 any 
investigations concerning Classification violations

Code 13.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 13 What does a code compliant organization look like? What are the 
key components of compliance that MUST be met and "could be 
met"

Code 13.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 13.1 Monitoring Compliance with the Code                                       Is 
this happening? No-one knows as it is not made public. Making 
this information publically available puts more pressure on for 
compliance.                                                                

In order for NPC's to ensure all National Policy, Procedures and  
Rules are compliant with the Code we need to have an awareness 
of non-compliance of IF's and their action plans.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                                      
All non-compliance of the Code by IF's including reasons 
for non-compliance, action plans and timelines outlined 
for compliance should be made public. 



Code 13.1 An IF and NF are Sport organizations responsible for the activities 
within a specific sport.An NPC is not a specific sport in itself but is 
responsible for leading and supporting sports unless they are 
responsible for the classification activities for the sports they 
manage. In this regard an NPCs compliance to the code will be 
different to an IF/NFAn NPC should have National Stds of best 
practice for their members to be compliant.

Code 13.3 Acceptance of the Code                                                       Has 
Acceptance been made Public - If So where is this available

Recommendation:                                                                                     
Code Appendix should state where this list of acceptance 
is held e.g. the Web Address for the List and should list all 
those who have accepted the Code and outline those who 
had not. This should also list any non-compliance with eth 
Code and incorporate Action Plans to address this.

Code 13.6

 unclear whether acceptance of the Code by an 
organization like IBSA means that it accepts the code for 
the sports it governs, or for all sports in which vision 
impaired athletes participate

Code 13.7 Extension of implementation date to 1st January 2018 Appreciated!

Code 13.7

January 1, 2018 deadline is too soon. deadline expires 
part way through a quadrennial rather than at the 
beginning of a quadrennial which would make things 
easier for IFs, athletes and event planners

Code 13.8 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"



Code 13.8 Monitoring Compliance with the Code                                     In 
the 2007 Code there was a responsibility for member organistions 
to report on its compliance every two years. In the current draft 
this has been changed to reporting on request. We believe regualr 
reporting should remain to assist the IPC in monitoring the Code. 
We also recommend development of a simple reporting template.                        
Without effective monitoring and compliance the Code has no 
weight behind it. There should be an expectation that all 
membership should report on compliance every two years.                                                                             
Need to develop a Monitoring Structure that makes it easier to 
monitor compliance and enforce monitoring on a two yearly basis 
which should be standardised across different organisation types 
e.g. specific for IF's, NPC's etc. The reports should be publically 
available.                                                      

Recommend Reword Article:                                                                  
"13.8 To facilitate monitoring, each signatory must report 
on its compliance with the Code every two years, and 
must explain reasons for any non-compliance.

Code 13.8 Reporting on compliance, how often and in what format? Timeframes and expectations need to be clarified

Code 13.8 - 13.11 Monitoring Compliance with the Code                    

A major issue with the current code is compliance - to 
date no IF is fully compliant with the Code, and NPC’s are 
not being monitored on their compliance.          
In our experience, signatories are not aware that they are 
not compliant with the Code, in particular IFs. Having a 
process for code compliance and and making the action 
plans for sports that are non-compliant public puts more 
pressure on for compliance.                                                                

We recommend a Monitoring report mechanism be 
developed that makes it easier to monitor compliance 
and enforce monitoring on a regular basis. This should be 
standardised across different organisation types e.g. 
specific for IF's, NPC's etc. The reports should be publically 
available and any action to address non-compliance 
with timeframes may be made public.     

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                                      
13.12  All non-compliance of the Code by 
signatorys including reasons for non-compliance, 
action plans and timelines outlined for compliance 
should be made public. 

Code 13.8 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"



Code 13.8 what, how and when is compliance requested? Include a comment as to how this is monitored and 
expected timeframes for development.

Code 13.9 This would require a definition of "extraordinary" Change "may be considered and a temporary 
extension may be granted."

Code 13.9 This would require a definition of "extraordinary" Change "may be considered and a temporary 
extension may be granted."

Code 13.9 This would require a definition of "extraordinary" Change "may be considered and a temporary 
extension may be granted."

Code 13.15 The IS should be subjected to a process of consultation Change to "…Governing Board after consultation 
with IFs."

Code 13.15 The IS should be subjected to a process of consultation Change to "…Governing Board after consultation 
with IFs."

Code 13.15 We should pay special attention to keep in the main body of 
the Code the items that assure a balance and 
standardization among the classification systems of the IFs 
to guarantee that amendments to these items can be 
considered by all the members of the Paralympic 
Movement  

Code 13.15 The IS should be subjected to a process of consultation Change to "…Governing Board after consultation 
with IFs."

Code 14.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 14.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 14.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code 14.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

Code All As an integrated IF it is a challenge to follow all fo the 
requirements. 

Make all for best practice and not compulsary

Code All General comment - improved clarity as compared to 
previous version

For the purpose of education of athletes and athlete 
support personal, a summarised fact sheet would be 
beneficial



Code  'Must', 'will', 'shall' & 'are required' to be replaced with 
'should'

 'Must', 'will', 'shall' & 'are required' to be 
replaced with 'should'

Code General In our last submission we raised a number of points about 
terms not being defined and/or defined terms not being used 
correctly.  Many of these comments remain but we have not 
reiterated them here. 

Please see previous submission.

Code General The British Athletes Commission is concerned that National 
Bodies and/or their representatives may at times be 
conflicted (for example where they have 2 athletes who have 
competing classification interests, or where the National 
Body representative is involved or wants to be involved in 
the International Federation in one way or another).  As 
such, we would propose that safeguards should be built in 
throughout the Code and the International Standards 
against this. We would recommend that, where an Athlete 
feels their National Body is not representing them fairly, 
they should be able to request that an "Athlete Body" such 
as the British Athletes Commission and similar bodies 
around the world, should be able to step into the shoes of 
the National Body for the purposes of the Code, or at very 
least be able to make representations directly to the 
International Federation and/or the IPC to ensure that the 
issue is appropriately addressed 

Provide that an Athlete has the right to ask an 
"Athlete Body" such as the British Athletes 
Commission to represent them where they believe 
their National Body is not representing them fairly. 
This should either allow the Athlete Body to step into 
the shoes of the National Body, or allow it to make 
representations directly to the International 
Federation and/or the IPC to ensure that the issue is 
appropriately addressed 

Code General
this version is substantially improved over the previous 
version we reviewed this past fall. 

l some minor revisions required to the Code and 
several of the international standards which have 
been provided. 

Code title needs to be athlete centred The IPC Athlete Classification Code.
Code whole IF and International federation are used inconsistently  defintions in the beginning, use Interntional 

Federation once, after that only IF
Code General The language after the intro moves back into "shall", 

"must", "mandatory".  As classification is part of the 
technical rules of the IF, this should be left to the IF - IPC 
does not tell us what size the ball should be, how many 
points in a game etc so this is inconsistent

Change to "should" in most instances and to 
"strongly encouraged as best practice"

Code Delete all comments Delete all comments



Code General The language after the intro moves back into "shall", 
"must", "mandatory".  As classification is part of the 
technical rules of the IF, maintaining, updating, propsing 
changes should be left to the IF and their members to 
approve and no one else should have any decsion making 
implications other than the membership of the specific 
sport

Change from words that imply a right of IPC to dictate 
change to the IF to words that encourage best 
practise and cooperation - I.E must becomes should - 
will becomes may etc.

Code 1.all
Most style guides recommend keeping Capitals to a minimum and 
used in a heading or where there is a formal name.Nouns such as 
athlete, movement and signatories do not need to be as a capital

Look to use a formal style such as Chicago Manual of style 
as it tends

Code Appendix Governance of Sports in the Paralympic Movement                
This should be incorporated somewhere either within the Code or 
within the International Standards but it needs to be able to be 
updated at more regular periods of time than the Code so that it 
maintains the most up to date list of IF's governed by the Code

Recommendation:                                                                                   
Add in wording to highlight that this part of the Code can 
be updated as required as new IF's join the Paralympic 
Movement and come under the Code. Addition of the 
Table as a Separate Document and published under the 
Classification Section of the Classification Page on the 
Website.



Code Appendix: 
Glossary

The definition of a 'permanent' impairment has significant 
implications for athletes with vision impairment because 
some causes of vision impairment can be corrected by 
surgery (the best case being cataracts). The current 
definition of 'permanent' in the Glossary of terms makes it 
ambiguous whether athletes with these conditions do qualify 
to compete in Paralympic competition. The following 
comments come about as a result of the VI Classification 
Expert Meeting held in January in Amsterdam. The 
Classifiers present generally agreed that, at present, a 
person with a cataract (that could be operated on) would be 
deemed eligible for Paralympic competition, but that 
technically they should not qualify according to the new 
definition of a 'permanent' condition.The present version of 
the proposed code defines a permanent condition as one 
that "will not resolve in the forseeable future regardless of 
physical training, rehabilitation or other therapeutic 
interventions". Below we address three potential areas of 
clarification for this definition. We do not take a position on 
whether athletes with surgically correctable conditions 
should be included in competition or not; rather we suggest 
that the intentions of the definition of 'permanancy' needs 

      Code Glosary Evidence-based term This word has been removed along the Code and the 
IS. According the IPC Position regarding 
classification (Tweedy & Vanlandewijck, 2011: 
BJSM), we think that this term is crucial for the 
development of objective (evidence-based) 
classification systems. IF´s as IFCPF are working 
actually hard on this approach, and we suggest 
include again

Code Glosary Ineligibility term This term was discussed in Germany during last 
HoC´s meeting. In the IS about Athlete Evaluation 
appears NE. I suggest remove "Ineligibility" from this 
Glosary.

Code Glossary There is none Add



Code Glossary Conflict of interest Needs to be clarified, to what happens if there is 
conflict of interest - have its own description

Code Glossary Does a Chief Classifier have to be an Internationally Certified 
Classifier? The job is mainly administration and could 
therefore also be someone from the IF.

Code Glossary Classification Panel - include Internationally certified A group of Internationally Certified  Classifiers…
Code Glossary Use of Consistent Terminology - Change Ineligibility to Not 

Eligiblw
Recommendation:                                                                                                           
Change Terminology to Not Eligible asthis is what is used 
throughout the Code and the International Standards.

Code Glossary This should be reviewed to ensure it includes everything e.g. 
intentional misrepresentation is not there

Review

Code Page 18 / Glossary - 
Protest Panel

Clarify language regarding level of classifier on defined protest panel A Panel consisting of at minimum an equal number of Classifiers 
with equal or greater level of classification certification, to re-
evaluate after a Protest has been submitted.

Code Pg. 18 Glossary 
Protest Panel

Should it be stated that when the Head Classifer determines 
the Classification that the panels have balance, so that if a 
protest panel is required that the have an equal or greater 
level of Classification.  How is this level determined?  
Experience, medical licensing,etc?

A Panel consisting of at minimum an equal number of 
Classifiers with equal level of classification 
certification, to re-evaluate after a Protest has been 
submitted.

Code Protest Panel with an equal of greater level of experience' seems to miss 
some wording such as expertise and experience or training 
or qualifications

add necessary wording in glossary

Code The use of the term 'will not resolve' creates ambiguity, 
particularly in cases where an athlete (1) has access to 
surgery but decides not to have that surgery or (2) does not 
have access to what would usually be considered to be a 
common form of surgery. In each of these cases the 
condition 'will not' resolve, though it could if the athlete 
wanted to or if they had access to reasonable medical 
treatment

If the intention of the code is to exclude people who 
do have surgically correctable conditions then the 
wording could be changed to 'can not resolve'.



Code Some attendees at the meeting felt that the term 
'foreseeable future' creates ambiguity because it is not 
possible to tell what types of interventions might be possible 
in the future [i.e., that the definition might be making 
reference to conditions that will not resolve on the basis of 
therapeutic interventions that are available today or in the 
forseeable future].

The issue could be clarified by the following addition: 
"...resolve in the foreseeable future regardless of the 
presently acceptable methods of physical 
training…". The term 'acceptable' does add 
ambiguity but would be at the discretion of Classifiers 
with respect to what may be a generally acceptable 
(rather than experimental) method of therapeutic 
intervention.

Code There was some confusion about whether the term 
'therapeutic interventions' included medication and/or 
surgery. 

Specifically mentioning therapeutic medication 
and/or surgical intervention as part of the definition 
(if this is the intention of the term in the code).

Code Terminology - National Body                                                                         
National Body is referenced throughout IS for Protests and 
Appeals. This term needs to be clarified.

The term "National Body" is never defined, not mentioned 
in the Code itself.

Recommendation:                                                                                                    
Either:
Add a definition of "National Body" to the Glossary 
in the Code and International Standards;

Code Glossary This should be reviewed to ensure it includes everything e.g. 
intentional misrepresentation - Para sport are not there

Review

Code intro 1st paragraph, second sentence, line 2 to add: "The unique sport-based Athlete Classification 
systems used in ........"

Code Page 2 Should read 'as effective of 1 January 2018' Change from 2017 to 2018
Code Intro 3rd para From here, "Paralympic sport" begins to be used instead of 

"Para-sport"
Change to "clear statement of the purpose of Para 
sport classification…"

Code Intro 3rd para From here, "Paralympic sport" begins to be used instead of 
"Para-sport"

Change to "clear statement of the purpose of Para 
sport classification…"

Code Intro 2nd para Last sentence "This document is the foundation for the 
evolution to very sport-specific classification systems" is 
incorrect 

Change to "this document supports the continued 
evolution….."

Code Intro 1st para Before item (2) use "Paralympic athlete" Change to Para athlete or just "athlete" - and include 
throughout the document

Code Intro page 3 
paragraph 3

add athlete support personnel add athlete support personnel

Code Intro Paragraph 
1

Impairment written with a captal letter.  Is this intentional? impairment



Code Introduction The Paralympic Movement must be representative of all 
range of disabilities, even the severe ones. It's important to 
insure that the code highlights the necessity for IFs to take 
into consideration athletes with severe disability when they 
define the sport classes.

Add the idea of representativeness of all range of 
disabilities

Code Introduction The reference to the evidence-based has disappeared. Will 
it not be compulsory any longer for the IF to have an 
evidence-based classification system? Will IFs be free to 
choose their base for their classification systems?

The Code should include again the reference to 
Tweedy y Vanlandewijck (2011) and his publication 
in the British Journal of Sport Medicine about IPC 
Statement on the evidence-based classification. 
IPC Should included in the Code the need 
classification is based in evidence as it guarantees 
all IFs will also fulfill the vison of the Paralympic 
Movement. 

Code Intro 1st para Before item (2) use "Paralympic athlete" Change to Para athlete or just "athlete" - and include 
throughout the document

Code Intro 1st para If the goal is to encourage participation at all levels from 
grassroots to elite then it would be more appropriate to 
remove Paralympic Athlete and just use Athlete as not all 
individuals entering sports for athletes with a disability will or 
even wish to acheive Paralympic Athlete status. Using just 
athlete would allow more people to see themselves 
participating in sports for persons with a disability. The use 
of the term para sport implies that all sport for persons with 
a disability is part of the Paralympic Games - this is not the 
case and in fact not all sports that are part of the Paralympic 
Games use the term Para-Sport so this term does not relate 
to them - remove the use of the term Para-sport or better 
expain the use in the Glossary

Change to Athlete and make this change throughout 
the document. Remove the use of the term Para 
sport throught out the document and replace with 
sport for persons with a disability

Code Intro 2nd para The foundation for classification is different for each sport - 
some sports moved to functional system much sooner than 
others long before this document or its predecessor where in 
place 

Change to "this document supports the continued 
evolution….."



Code Intro 3rd para From here, "Paralympic sport" begins to be used instead of 
"Para-sport" It is unclear if this statement means that the 
code is meant to be for the sports governed by IPC only 
since it speaks to Paralympic Sport which the IPC is 
responsible for these sports. The IFs that govern sports for 
persons with a disability and have the need to have a 
classification system specifically for their sport are not 
necessarily Paralympic Sports nor does their sport only 
exsist for the purpose of participating in the Paralympic 
Games. This terminology is not accurate for them. Further it 
could be taken to mean that classification at the Paralympic 
Games is different than at other competitios

Change to "clear statement of the purpose of 
classification for sports that have a mandate for sport 
for athletes with a disability

Code Intro
We recommend this be changed in order to ensure that the Code 
is inclusive.

the words “athlete support personnel” be added to the 
sentences in the last two paragraphs of the introduction to 
the Code,

Code Intro

There is a perception among IBSA classifiers that each classifier 
has to be able to assess the classification of an athlete in all 
environments, including during field of play evaluations. 

It should be stated somewhere in the introduction that 
classifiers should only be required to assess an athlete’s 
classification based on the knowledge that they have 
acquired as a result of their professional designations and 
expertise

Code Intro

Each step of the classification process need not be completed by 
every classifier who is present on the panel. All that is required 
is that the classifiers all agree on the final result

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1 General Provisions                                                                     We see it 
as a fundamental responsibility of every IF to make their 
classification rules available to the public and in particular 
available via their respective website, in order to achieve the 
Code' aim of bringing confidence to classification.     
Classification Rules should be available on the IF website.The 
Classification Rules available on the website should also be the 
exact same as those rules used by International Classifiers - 
Currently there are a number of IF's whose published 
classification rules are not those in use by the International 
Classifiers, the rules available publically are a shorter version of 
those used by Classifiers and do not detail all descriptions of the 
classes. This makes it difficult to implement National 
Classification

Recommend Additional Article:
1.6.1Each IF shall make their current Classification Rules 
and Regulations available in full via their website



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1 General Provisions                                                                     
IF have a responsibility make their full classification rules, 
classification paperwork and other resources available to 
the public in order to bringing transparency and 
confidence to classification. 
Full classification rules and  supporting documents should 
be available on the IF website.

Recommend additional article:
1.6.1  International Federations must  make their 
current Classification Rules and Regulations and 
supporting classificaton documents available in full 
via their website

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.3 Swimming example is confusing

add: IFs, when promoting their competitions, pay 
particular attention to the needs of the public in their 
promotional activities to explain why athletes are in 
one classification for one event and in a different 
classification for another.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.3 This is repetitive Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.3 This is repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4.2 and 1.4.3 Missing is the assessment of the severity of the impairment 
or assessing impact of impairment on the activity or sport- 
needed to allocate a class after establishing elibility and 
before assessment of the extent to which the athlete is able 
to execute a specific tasks and activities related to and in 
the sport  

Add in a step about assessment of severity of 
impairments….. Refer to 5.3; 6.4

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4.3. Include again the term "activity limitation", 
according the IPC Position of IPC regarding 
classification.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.4.3. Include again the term "activity limitation", 
according the IPC Position of IPC regarding 
classification.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.  The classification panel is also 
responsible for 1.4.1

Change "must" to "should" and add "1.4.1"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 Comment to 1.5. Is the last sentence really relevant?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

1.5 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.  The classification panel is also 
responsible for 1.4.1

Change "must" to "should" and add "1.4.1"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.5 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 1.5 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2 Athlete Evaluation Procedures

There remains significant inconsistency between IFs as well 
as between Classification Panel within IFs about the role of 
the Athlete Support Personnel during the Athlete Evaluation 
process.

This standard should clarify the role of the Athlete Support 
Personnel when accompanying an Athlete presenting for 
Athl t  E l ti

Recommend additional article:

"2.5 Athlete Support Personnel accompanying 
Athletes presenting for Athlete Evaluation must 
ensure the Athlete gives a true reflection of their 
impairment as well as help the athlete understand all 
reasonable instructions given by the Classification 
Panel." 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2

This section seems to preclude athletes from brining 
medical information with them to classification. Requiring 
athletes to submit medical diagnostic information at time 
of registration is far too restrictive. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 Should the first sentence read "may" rather than "must" as 
the second sentence indicates two situations which are 
"musts".

Re-write the sentence.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" twice



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 We would suggest that Athletes should be entitled to have 
an "Athlete Chaperone" to accompany them as an observer 
during Athlete Evaluation.  This person would be in addition 
to the National Body representative and would be selected 
by the Athlete, subject to reasonable conditions such as the 
person having relevant accreditation. We would also 
propose that all IFs should be required to video 
Classification Assessments so that the conduct of these can 
be reviewed if they are called into question. This will give the 
Athlete further assurances and should protect  Classifiers 
from unwarranted accusations of inappropriate behaviour.

Add a right for Athletes to be accompanied by an  
"Athlete Chaperone" of their choice at Athlete 
Evaluations.
Add an obligation to video Classification 
Assessments, including standards of a-v to be used, 
and an obligation to make this available to National 
Bodies and Athletes upon request.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2

If a panel, for example, wants to require an athlete to take 
eyedrops for which the athlete has a known drug allergy, 
the athlete may be put at considerable harm if she or he is 
required to take this medication even though it may be 
reasonable for another individual to do so. There should 
also be a requirement imposed on athletes to disclose any 
known drug allergies in advance of being classified so that 
these sorts of problems can be minimized or avoided 
altogether.  

add:equiring that before an athlete is required to 
comply with a reasonable demand made by a 
classification panel, he or she should be entitled to 
ask what the risks and benefits of the procedure are 
to them.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 Athlete Evaluation Procedures
This section fails to mention that athlete should disclose 
any previous or planned medical interventations 

Recommend additional article:
2.2.4 An athlete must disclose any previous medical 
interventions and any known future medical 
interventions that impacts upon their level of 
impairment

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2

add: efore an athlete is required to comply with a reasonable 
demand made by a classification panel, he or she should be 
entitled to ask what the risks and benefits of the procedure 
are to them.  There should also be a requirement imposed 
on athletes to disclose any known drug allergies in advance 
of being classified so that these sorts of problems may be 
minimized or avoided altogether.  

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 National federation or team management is more relevant 
and an athlete may attend without team management

Change "Athletes must be accompanied by a 
member of their National Federation when 
presenting for Athlete Evaluation if the Athlete is a 
Minor or if the Athlete is an Athlete with an 
Intellectual Impairment"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 Athlete Evaluation Procedures                                            This 
article and the supporting comment is contradictory - if the 
athlete "must" be accompanied (first sentence) that makes it 
mandatory for all athletes, not just a minor or an athlete with an 
intellectual impairment as stated in the second sentence. Then 
the supporting comment says its not mandatory.                                                                                   

We suggest that the principle should be as follows:                  1. 
Athletes have the right to chose one person to accompany them 
during the Athlete Evaluation.
2. All athletes who are minors or have an intellectual impairment 
most be accompanied by a responsible adult of their chosing
3. At certain Events the athletes' choice of who accompanies 
them may be restricted due to accreditation/security rights of the 
venue where Athlete Evaluation is taking place.  

Recommed Reword Article and Addistion of Commet 
to Article:                                                                   1.4 
Athletes have the right to chose one person to accompany 
them when presenting for Athlete Evaluation. If the 
Athlete is a minor as defined by national legislation or  is 
an Athletes with an intellectual impairment they must be 
accompanied by a member of the respective NPC or NF.                       
"[Comment to Article 2.2.1: if Athlete Evaluation takes 
place at a Competition the athlete's choice of who 
accompanies them through Athlete Evaluation may be 
restricted by the accreditation access rights of the venue 
where Athlete Evaluation is taking place.]"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 Query regarding 'Athletes must be accompanied by a 
member of their National Body when presenting for Athlete 
Evaluation'

In an individual sport like tennis the athlete is unlikely 
to have a national body representative with them.                                                                               
Change first sentence from 'must' to 'may'



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 Athlete Evaluation Procedures

This article and the supporting comment seems muddled. 
The article itself has two contradictory sentences - if the 
athlete "must" be accompanied (first sentence) that makes 
it mandatory for all athletes, not just a minor or an athlete 
with an intellectual impairment as stated in the second 
sentence. Then the supporting comment says its not 
mandatory.

We suggest that the principle should be as follows:

1. Athletes have the right to chose 1 person to accompany 
them during the Athlete Evaluation.
2. All athletes who are minors or have an intellectual 
impairment most be accompanied by a responsible adult of 
their choosing
3. At certain Events the athletes' choice of who 
accompanies them may be restricted due to 
accreditation/security rights of the venue where Athlete 

Recommend article and supporting comment is 
rewritten:

"2.2.1 Athletes may chose 1 person to accompany 
them when presenting for Athlete Evaluation. If the 
Athlete is a Minor or if the Athlete is an Athlete with 
an Intellectual Impairment then the Athlete must be 
accompanied by 1 person who can act in loco 
parentis."

"[Comment to Article 2.2.1: if Athlete Evaluation 
takes place at a Competition the athlete's choice of 
who accompanies them through Athlete Evaluation 
may be restricted by the accreditation access rights 
of the venue where Athlete Evaluation is taking 
place."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1

Minor needs to be defined here (under the age of 
18 years at the time that the competition is held) to 
also go in glossary

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.1 National federation or team management is more relevant 
and an athlete may attend without team management. At 
the Paralympic Game the athletes national federation (NF vs 
NPC) may not be in attendance. It makes more sense to 
allow a member of the team management to attend in this 
instance as they will actually be familiar with the athlete and 
their reason for evaluation taking place.

Change "Athletes must be accompanied by a 
member of their National Federation or team staff 
when presenting for Athlete Evaluation if the Athlete 
is a Minor or if the Athlete is an Athlete with an 
Intellectual Impairment"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 2.2.1

Should refer to people under the age of 18 at the time of 
competition

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 2.2.1 Repetitive Delete



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 2.2.1 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.2 National federation or team management is more relevant Change "national body" to "national federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.2 Evaluation will be conducted in English Independent translators needs to be supplied by IPC 
not coaches or support personell

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.2 Interpreters made available by the National Body.  This may 
allow an interpreter to give false information to the Classifier - 
resulting in determining eligiblity where none exists.    An 
interpreter could be coached what to say, rather than 
providing the proper information.  

Interpreters will be made available by the Host 
organizers.  This would allow for independant 
interpretation.   Cost fo interpreters could be factored 
into to Competition entry fees.   

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.2 National federation or team management is more relevant Change "national body" to "national federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.3 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 the 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.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.3

The concern here is that if the athlete is not permitted to 
introduce this new material at this stage, he or she may be 
precluded from raising the information later on a protest or 
on an appeal since the information was not part of the 
original record that was before the classification panel. By 
proceeding in this way, we can ensure that the record of 
the information being considered by the Panel is 
complete.  

the athlete and accompanying support personnel 
should be advised of this intention at the time that 
the recommendation is accepted by the Chief 
Classifier or the Head of Classification on the use 
of external medical or scientific experts. The athlete 
should be able to provide additional information 
from her or his own records that may be responsive 
to the concern that has been raised.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.3

The concern here is that if the athlete is not permitted to 
introduce this new material at this stage, he or she may be 
precluded from raising the information later, on a protest 
or on an appeal, since the information was not part of the 
original record that was before the classification panel. By 
proceeding in this way, we can ensure that the record of 
the information being considered by the Panel is 
complete.  

f the Classification Panel seeks additional medical 
or scientific advice the athlete and accompanying 
support personnel should be advised of this 
intention at the time that the recommendation is 
accepted by the Chief Classifier or the Head of 
Classification. The expertise of the individual from 
whom the advice is sought should also be provided, 
in the event that the athlete wishes to provide 
additional information from her or his own records 
that may be responsive to the concern that has 
been raised. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.3 Add the following to 2.2.3 If further information is required to be able to allocate a 
class then the athlete will not be able to compete at that 
event as classification can not be completed.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.4 An athlete should do this but may not in which case a case 
may be brought against them and they should disclose all 
relevant information but at the same time, the classifiers 
should ask the right questions to get the info they need

Change to "An Athlete should disclose the use of any 
medication and/or medical device/implant and all 
other relevant information to the Classification 
Panel"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.4 Athlete Evaluation Procedures
Whilst is discloses use of medication there is no mention 
that the medical must be taken at the time of 
classification. This section also fails to mention that athlete 
should disclose any previous or planned medical 
interventations 

Recommend change to article:
2.2.4 An athlete must be taking medication at the 
time of classification and must bring any medical 
devices to classification to provide a true 
indication of the athletes impairment.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.4 An athlete should do this but may not in which case a case 
may be brought against them and they should disclose all 
relevant information but at the same time, the classifiers 
should ask the right questions to get the info they need

Change to "An Athlete should disclose the use of any 
medication and/or medical device/implant and all 
other relevant information to the Classification 
Panel"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.4 Add to 2.2.4t: Athlete must be taking such medication at time of 
classification to ensure true abilities are assessed.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.5 An athlete should do this but may not in which case a case 
may be brought against them or the evaluation is stopped

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.2.5 An athlete should do this but may not in which case a case 
may be brought against them or the evaluation is stopped

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Athlete Evaluation Procedures                                            The 
and/or in this Article allows Classificiation Panels to disreagard 
evidence that an Athlete or National Body has provided in 
support of their Sport Class, regardless of the merits of that 
evidence.                                                        All Classification Panels 
must at the very least consider evidence supplied to them by the 
Athlete or National Body when allocating a Sport Class.

Recommend Rewrite Article:                                                                          
2.3 A  Classification Panel must only have regard to 
evidence supplied  to it by the following when allocating a 
Sport Class:
- The Athlete
- The Athlete's National Body
- The International Federation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Athlete Evaluation Procedures

The and/or in this Article allows Classification Panels to 
disregard evidence that an Athlete or National Body has 
provided in support of their Sport Class, regardless of the 
merits of that evidence.

We view this as wrong. All Classification Panels must at the 
very least consider evidence supplied to them by the Athlete 
or National Body when allocating a Sport Class.

Recommend article is rewritten

"2.3 A Classification Panel must only have regard to 
evidence supplied to it by the following when 
allocating a Sport Class:

- The Athlete
- The Athlete's National Body
- The International Federation."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Remove the "/or".  The current wording allows IFs to disregard evidence 
and information provided from the athlete and the national body.

A Classification Panel may only have regard to evidence supplied 
to it by the relevant Athlete, National Body and International 
Federation when allocating a Sport Class

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.3 Athlete Evaluation Procedures
The and/or in this Article allows Classificiation Panels to 
decide which evidence to consider. In the fairness for 
athletes, Classification Panels must at the very least must 
consider evidence supplied to them by the Athlete and 
National Body when allocating a Sport Class.

Recommend change to article:
2.3 A  Classification Panel must have regard to 
evidence supplied to it by athlete, national body 
and international federation when allocating a 
sport class.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 Evaluation should take place in line with national legislation 
on data protection

Change "must" to "should" and add "national 
legislation on data protection"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.4 Evaluation should take place in line with national legislation 
on data protection

Change "must" to "should" and add "national 
legislation on data protection"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

2.5 Add After the evaluation classifiers will handle copy of the 
classification sheet to the athlete so he/she is certain 
of the evaluation and the rationales for his/her class 
and sport class status. It is essential athletes are 
provided with this document.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3 Assessment & Eligible Impairment                                    Inclusion 
of IF requirements as Bullet Points rather than comments.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                                                    
3.5 An IF should set clear timelines by which evidence for 
an Eligible Impairment must be provided prior to Athlete 
Evaluation Process and provide standardised forms for 
submission of this evidence, giving the IF a reasonable 
opportunity to review such documentation in a timely 
fashion.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3 Assessment & Eligible Impairment                                   
Timeframes for submission of medical diagnostic 
information and evidence of of eligible impairment 

Recommend additional article:                                                                                                    
3.5 An IF should set  timelines by which evidence for 
an Eligible Impairment must be provided by the 
National Body prior to Athlete Evaluation Process 
and provide standardised forms for submission of 
this evidence, giving the IF a reasonable 
opportunity to review documentation and request 
any further diagnostic evidence prior to Athlete 
Evaluation

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.  The athletes actually provide the 
information not a third party in terms of data protection

Change "must" to "should" and delete "by way of 
their National Body"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 Is it the National Body requirment to provide evidence 
relating to the athlete eligibility? Is it not th responsibility of 
the athlete only?

Clarify this section. Recommend the National Body 
not be required to provide evidence. This is an 
athlete responsibility.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.  The athletes actually provide the 
information not a third party in terms of data protection

Change "must" to "should" and delete "by way of 
their National Body"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.3 Delete this as the whole IS on eligible impairments should 
be deleted and the classification panel deals with this in 
terms of 1.4.1

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

3.3 Delete this as the whole IS on eligible impairments should 
be deleted and the classification panel deals with this in 
terms of 1.4.1

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4 Mininum Impairment Criteria - was always referred to as 
MDC. Will it now be changed to MIC?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 Covered in 1.4.1 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.1 Covered in 1.4.1 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Covered by 1.4.2 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.2 Covered by 1.4.2 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" and delete "stipulation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" and delete "stipulation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4 Add: except in sports where the Minimum Impairment Criteria 
is a combination of the assessment of impairment severity 
AND degree of activity impairment rather than Athlete 
impairment alone.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4.5 .  But we believe that it is contradicted by the Comment to 
Article 5.2 and recommend a rewriting of the comment as 
below:

Rewrite as: "the use of Adaptive Equipment 
permitted by the rules of a sport is an integral 
component of the tasks and activities required by a 
sport: In concert with the principle stipulated in 4.4.5 
involving the assessment of Minimum Impairment, 
the Classification Panel’s allocation of Sport Class 
must not be affected by the fact that an Athlete uses 
technical aids and equipment"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4.5 Clarification needed: There is a contradiction between this article 
and the Comment to 5.2. 4.4.5 states "without taking into 
account the impact of Adaptive Equipment" but the comment for 
5.2 states "A classification panel MUST take into account the use 
of such equipment"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.4.5 and 
Comment to 5.3

These points seem to be conflicting.
4.4.5 - MIC must be conducted without taking into account 
the impact of adaptive equipment
Comment to 5.2 - A panel must allocate a sport class taking 
into account the use of such technical aids and equipment

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.6 Should be 4.5 but states the obvious Change to 4.5

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.6. Consider NE as Sport Class Sport Class is a term that allow the athlete to 
compete. Consider NE as sport class (taking in 
consideration that ir hard for athlete receive this 
outcome), could be be avoided. You can consider as 
a "Athlete Evaluation Outcome"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

4.6 Should be 4.5 but states the obvious Change to 4.5

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 4 Repetitive Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 4 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 Observation in Competition Assessment
International Federations must make clear provision as regards 
the impact of any changes in Sports Class on results, ranking 
points and prizes."

This principle needs to be extended should they change class at 
any time, not just when they change class after Competition 
Observation

Recommend Additional Article:
5.5 "International Federations must make clear provision 
as regards the impact of a change in sport class on 
results, including ranking points, acquired in the athlete's 
previous sports' class" and prizes.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 Assessment and Sport Class Allocation                                 The 
athlete should have the right to submit evidence to support their 
inclusion in a specific Sport Class.

Additional Article: 
5.5 The athlete has a right to submit evidence to support 
their inclusion in a specific Sport Class.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 Assessment and Sport Class Allocation

"5.1 An Athlete who complies with the Minimum 
Impairment Criteria for a sport must be allocated a Sport 
Class, subject to the provisions of Article 10 and Article 11 
of this Standard." 

For clarity - recommend that any Article which reference 
other Articles quotes the name of said Articles along with its 

b

Recommend rewrite (additional text underlined):

"5.1  An Athlete who complies with the Minimum 
Impairment Criteria for a sport must be allocated a 
Sport Class, subject to the provisions of Article 10 
(Failure to Attend Athlete Evaluation) and Article 11 
(Suspension of Athlete Evaluation) of this Standard".

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5

 This term "suspended" has already been dealt with and 
defined later in section 11 of this standard. However, 
athletes who are suspended need to have some sort of a 
designation

Add Suspended as a sport class or sport class 
status

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 and Comment 
to Article 6.2

Observation in Competition Assessment

Comment to Article 6.2: "... International Federations must 
make clear provision as regards the impact of any such 
changes on results and prizes."

This principle needs to be extended to an athlete's ranking 
points should they change class at any time, not just when 
they change class after First Appearance.  

Recommend Additional article 5.5 (Assessment and 
Sport Class Allocation)

5.5 "International Federations must make clear 
provision as regards the impact of a change in sport 
class on results, including ranking points, acquired in 
the athlete's previous sports' class" 



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 Assessment and Sport Class Allocation                                 
The panel must allocate an athlete a Sport Class and 
Sport Class status for competition allocated prior to the 
start of competition and the IF must publish these 
outcomes prior to competition. 
Should they be required to be undergo Observation in 
Competition Assessment they will then be allocated a 
final sport class and sport class status following first 
Appearance. 

Additional Articles: 
5.5 The athlete must have a Sport Class and Sport 
Class status for competition, allocated following 
the processes in Article 3 (Assessment of Eligible 
Impairment), Article 4 (Assessment and Minimal 
Impairment Criteria) and Article 5 (Assessment and 
Sport Class Allocation). 
5.5.2 IFs must publish prior to the competition, the 
Athlete Sport Class and Sport Class Status for 
competition
5.5.1 If a Classification Panel requires an Athlete to 
complete Observation in Competition Assessment, 
the Athlete will be entered in that particular 
competition with the Sport Class allocated  and a 
Sport Class Status of Competition Review Status.                                                                       

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5 Assessment and Sport Class Allocation                                 
The athlete should have the right to submit evidence to 
support their inclusion in a specific Sport Class.

Additional Article: 
5.6 The athlete has a right to submit evidence to 
support their inclusion in a specific Sport Class.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 5 add "suspended to sport class or sport class status list
International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 Assessment and Sport Class Allocation
For clarity we recommend that any Article which references other 
Articles quotes the name of said Articles along with its number.

Recommend Rewrite Article:
"5.1  An Athlete who complies with the Minimum 
Impairment Criteria for a sport must be allocated a Sport 
Class, subject to the provisions of Article 10 (Failure to 
Attend Athlete Evaluation) and Article 11 (Suspension of 
Athlete Evaluation) of this Standard".

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 Contradictory comment: First it says must allocate sport 
class taking into account use of technical aid/equipment 
and then next line it says allocation MUST NOT be affected 
by the fact that an athlete does use technical aids or uses 
them ineffectively

Make statements consistent



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 In the comment section is the powerdrive wheelchair 
considered adaptive sport equipment?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 5.2 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 5.2 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 comment

unclear whether an athlete will be evaluated during a field of play 
evaluation using corrective aids, such as glasses, when it is possible 
for the athlete to wear them while participating in their sport.

athletes should be classified using the visual aids or other 
forms of vision correction they use in their day-to-day lives 
since this is what they would have used when they were 
acquiring the skills necessary to perform the sport that they 
are participating in. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.2 comment
daptive equipment used in the glossary seems to contradict with the 
comment

athletes with vision impairments should have to compete on 
these terms since the use of these adaptive aids would have 
assisted athletes in developing their skills to perform the 
sport. Classification results could be misleading if this 
approach is not taken. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.

Change "must" to "should" twice

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 There isn't any reference to performing sport related tasks 
during a competitive situation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 The use of the term "non competitive environment" is 
somewhat ambiguous, it implies away from competition. 

Change the wording to clarify that it needs to be in a 
controlled environment away from the field of play at 
a competition.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.

Change "must" to "should" twice

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 A sport class must be allocated based solely on the impact 
that Impairment has on the fundamental tasks and activities 
on the sport…..

There is also a need to consider years of training, how 
long the person has been injured and fitness level, so 
"C" class is not confirmed without these factors 
impacting the decision

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Distinguishing between the impact of impairment and the 
impact of "ageing" on tasks and activities is difficult but 
good to have it acknowledged in the Code

No suggestions

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 5.4 and comment to 5.4 contradict each other.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

5.4 Add to the comment for this article: If inexperience in a sport inhibits the athletes potential 
abilities, then the athlete may be allocated a review or 
fixed date review.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 5.4 Repetitive Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 5.4 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6 Observation in competition assessment

We assume that the observation during competitions is an 
important process for allocating a final sport class to an 
athlete. We consider that it's a safe way to determine the 
extend to which an athlete can perform the specific tasks 
required by a sport. We propose to allocate a sport class 
status review to athletes whom assessments didn't include 
an observation in competition.  

Suggested rewording

6.1 A classification panel can require that an athlete 
will be subject to observation during competition 
assessment before it allocates a sport class. In any 
case, without observation in competition 
assessment, the sport class status allocated to an 
athlete should be reviewed.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 A sport class must be allocated following initial assesment by a 
Classification Panel so that the athlete may be included in competition 
for obervation purposes - i.e. preliminary sport class needed to allow for 
observation

International Federations may provide that a Classification Panel 
can require that an Athlete undertakes Observation in 
competition Assessment before it allocates a final Sport Class 
and Sport Class Status to that Athlete



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 Observation in Competition Assessment                                  In 
order to be able to compete and undergo Observation in 
Competition Assessment the athlete first needs to be assigned a 
Sport Class. If the athlete is not assigned a Sport Class before 
Observation in Competition how does a Competition Organiser 
determine what events an athlete can compet in?

Recommend Reword Article:                                                                     
6.1 IFs may provide that a Classification Panel can require 
that an athlete undertakes Observation in Competition 
before it allocates a final Sports Class to the Athlete.

Recommend Additional Sub-Article:                                                                    
6.1.1 If a Classification Panel requires an Athlete to 
complete Observation in Competition Assessment, the 
Athlete will be entered in that particular competition with 
the Sport Class allocated after the conclusion of the other 
components of Athlete Evaluation: Assessment of an 
Eligible Impairment, assessment of Minimum Impairment, 
and the assessment of the Athlete’s ability to perform the 
specific tasks and activities fundamental to the Athlete’s 
sport in a non-competitive environment.                                                                                    

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 The Code indicates that classifiers may require an athlete to 
be observed in a competitiive situation.

Recommend that this is a requirement.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 For Para equestrian Observation in Competition assessment 
prior to allocating a Sport Class is difficult for new athletes. 
For PE there are two athletes competing in partnership, the 
rider and the horse. The horse is trained to compete at a 
certain level as required by the competition. We are required 
to allocate a sport class to enable the athlete to compete 
and then observe or we observe during the training period 
prior to competition.

Possibly need to allow some flexibility for sports such 
as Para equestrian

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 Observation in Competition Assessment

6.1 International Federations may provide that a 
Classification Panel can require that an Athlete undertakes 
Observation in competition Assessment before it allocates a 
Sport Class to that Athlete.

This athlete needs to be allocated a Sport Class before they 
can be observed in competition. We assume Observation in 
competition allows a Classification Panel to allocate a Sport 
Cl  St t  f C fi d

Recommend rewrite (additional wording underlined):

"6.1 International Federations may provide that a 
Classification Panel can require that an Athlete 
undertakes Observation in competition Assessment 
before it allocates a Sport Class Status of Confirmed 
to that Athlete."



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1. Term "before" in the sentence Include in the Code the classification competition 
tracking codes specifying that for those sports that 
have observation in competition. The wording of the 
sentence is confuse. The panel must ALWAYS 
allocate a class to an athlete after the physical and 
technical assessment, before competition. In case 
the panel need to observe the athlete competing to 
confirm a class, the class should appear under a 
tracking code till the panel can confirm the class 
after the observation. Writing like this, someone 
could understand that sport class could be allocated 
after observation in competition....but the athlete 
must receive a sport class to compete.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1. Term "before" in the sentence The wording of the sentence is confuse. ALLWAYS 
the panel must allocate a class to an athlete after the 
physical and technical assessment, before 
competition. Writing like this, someone could 
understand that sport class could be allocated after 
observation in competition....but the athlete must 
receive a sport class to compete.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.1 Observation in Competition Assessment                                  
Addition of a sport class status for competition included 
into the article.

Recommended change to article                                                      
6.1 International Federations may provide that a 
Classification Panel can require than an athlete 
undertakes Observation in Competition Assessment 
before it allocates a final Sport Class and Sport 
Class Status to the athlete.                                              

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 That no first appearance takes place in a final might be a 
concern for SW, since athletes might not always swim their 
best in heats and some events are swum as direct finals

Allow Ifs to have the responsability of deciding what 
works for their sport.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in Competition Assessment - First Appearance                                  
The Article is not clearly written. Each IF should clearly define first 
appearance [observation during competition] as applicable to the 
respective sport in their rules and regulations.     

Recommend Rewording Article                                                                 
6.2 Observation in Competition Assessment must be 
undertaken at an Athletes First Appearance, that being 
the first time an athlete competes in an Event during a 
Compeition in a particular Sport Class.

Recommend Additional Sub Article:                                                                      
6.2.1 First Appearance must be defined by each IF that is 
specific to their sport.                                                                                                         
6.2.2 For Team Sports First Appearance must take place 
during the preliminary rounds of a Competition. Teams 
must not be permitted to select Athletes for participation 
in elimination rounds if those Athletes could have made 
an a Fisrt Appearance in earlier non-elimination rounds.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in Competition Assessment - 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, so 
first appearance should be based on their main event." 
Recommendation:                                                                First 
Appearance should be based on an Athletes main event

Recommendation:                                                                                 
First Appearance should be based on an Athletes main 
event

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Assignment of class on first apparance Only assign "C" status after first major event such as 
World Championships and/or Paralympic Games. Will 
make changes in the long term of fitness level, years 
of training and years of having an injury

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Is it reasonable that the athlete be seen in their first 
competitive event? If the classification isn't done prior to a 
competition how will this occur? 



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 This is not possible in PE for the above reasons. Allowance 
for this has been written into our sport Rules

Flexibility for sports such as Para equestrian where 
the horse is also an athlete and trained accordingly.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in competition assessment – the note is very 
important to clarify expectations ( maybe should be another 
point).

Add different bullet with the note instead of the note.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

 6.2 Sometimes it´s difficult for Classifiers to decide in the first 
event of the S Sport Class. Classifiers need more time to 
decide the Sport Class of the swimmer. Not just on the first 
event. 

First Appearence should be after the whole first 
competition the swimmer participates instead the 
first event.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

 6.2 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. IF should be able to 
decide what is FA in that sport.

Each IF should be able to decide what is FA in that 
sport, taken into a consideration of the impact of the 
possible sport class changes have in the competition. 



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Observation in Competition Assessment - First 
Appearance                                  
Each IF should clearly define first appearance 
[observation in competition assessment] as applicable to 
the respective sport in their rules and regulations. 
  
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 athlete.  
It needs to also be clear in first appearance that if a 
certain technique is demonstrated in one event this then 
applies for all events with the same technical skill (eg in 
swimming, if the athletes first appearance is 200IM, then 
the breaststroke component must be observed in this 
race as it is a technical skill being demonstrated, it should 
not then be left to a subsequent breastroke event)

Recommend Rewording Article                                                                 
6.2 Observation in Competition Assessment must 
be undertaken at an Athletes First Appearance, 
that being the first time an athlete competes in an 
Event during a Competition in a particular Sport 
Class.

Recommend Additional Sub Article:                                                                      
6.2.1 First Appearance must be defined by each IF 
that is specific to their sport.                                                                                                         
6.2.3 First Appearance should be based on the 
athletes primary event, or the first event in which a 
particular technical skill is demonstrated
6.2.2 For team sports, First Appearance must take 
place during the preliminary rounds of a 
Competition. Teams must not be permitted to 
select Athletes for participation in elimination 
rounds if those Athletes could have made an a Fisrt 
Appearance in earlier non-elimination rounds.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2 Add to comment: must not take place at the final of an event, except in 
sports where the first appearance is the competition.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2. (comment) No information about the minimal time to conduct 
observation in pool or preliminary rounds.

It should stated that a MINIMAL TIME is necessary to 
conduct the observation in competition IN THE FIELD 
OF PLAY.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.2. (comment) No information about the minimal time to conduct 
observation in preliminary rounds.

It should stated that a MINIMAL TIME is necessary to 
conduct the observation in competition.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 6.2 Operational and should not be included here Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment to 
Article 6.2

Observation in Competition Assessment
Comment to Article 6.2: "... International Federations must make 
clear provision as regards the impact of any such changes on 
results and prizes."

This principle needs to be extended to an athlete's ranking points 
should they change class at any time, not just when they change 
class after First Appearance  

Recommend Rewording Comment:
[Comment to Article 6.2........ If changes to an Athlete 
Sport Class or Sport Class Status are made following 
Observation in Competition Assessment, the Chief 
Classifier shall inform the relevant parties as soon as 
practically possible. International Federations must make 
clear provision as regards the impact of any such changes 
on results, including Ranking Points and prizes



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 6.2 Operational and should not be included here as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 States the obvious but operational and should not be 
included here as it is covered in 6.5

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3-6.5 This section reads as though an athlete would be classed in 
without or before the competition assessment. Shouldn’t the 
competition assessment be part of the classification 
process? If this align with what is written then this section is 
satisfactory.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 Add at front of sentence: Wherever possible, observation in competition 
assessment....

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.3 States the obvious but operational and should not be 
included here as it is covered in 6.5

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.4 With this wording an athlete should not change from the 
highest class to NE after observation in competition.  

Allow for a change to NE .

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.4 Repeats what is in section 5 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.4 Repeats what is in section 5 Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.4 Becomes 6.5 to accommodate another article to give clarity and 
direction:

Observation in Competition Assessment should take place 
in situations where further evidence is required to ensure 
that what was assessed to determine minimal impairment 
criteria is consistent with what is seen through observation 
in competition in order to determine class status.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5 Can be simplified Change to "An IF should confirm that Observation in 
Competition Assessment is done so that a 
Classification Panel may determine the extent to 
which an Athlete can perform the specific tasks and 
activities required by a sport."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5 Why does it need to be specified what is observed and why, 
how this is to take place and by whom and what is the 
impact of observation on sport class allocation? Does this 
need to be added to the rules?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5 NS we want to make a technical observationprotocol sport technical bullets



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5 Can be simplified Change to "An IF should confirm that Observation in 
Competition Assessment is done so that a 
Classification Panel may determine the extent to 
which an Athlete can perform the specific tasks and 
activities required by a sport."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 6.5 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide how this information is conveyed

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5. (comment) The same than above The same than above

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

6.5. (comment) The same than above The same than above

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 6.5 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide how this information is conveyed

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7 Sport Class Status                                                                                
There has been no recognition of sport class status being 
allocated for competition. Many sports use a competition 
review status to indicate that the athlete will be observed 
in competition. This should be reflected in this section. 

Recommended addition to article:
Addition of Sport Class Status "Competition Review 
Status" and explanation of when this would be 
allocated at a Competition. This also needs to be 
clarified in regards to the Athlete Evaluation at a 
Non-Competition venue and whether this may be 
allocated to an athlete who requires observation 
at a later time.
7.2.4  Competition Review Status (CRS)
7.10 A Classification Panel must designate a Sport 
Class Status of "Competition Review Status" at a 
competition if an athlete is required to undergo 
Observation in Competition Assessment.  

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 Change to be flexible as an IF may have another approach or 
lettering.  Also should include N and NE as a class…..

Change to "The Sport Class Status allocated to an 
Athlete by a Classification Panel may be one of the 
following"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 7.2.1 Confirmed ( C )  7.2.2  Review ( R )  7.2.3 Review with 
a Fixed Review Date ( FRD )

The New ( N )  is deleted and does require this in this 
Chapter?



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2. Abscence of Tracking codes Tracking codes as CNS and CRS shoulbe be included 
again.It helps management of classification results 
during competition, and differentiate which atheletes 
are still under review in compeitition by observation 
in competition. At least for those sports with 
Observation in participation it might be wise to 
complete and work with two classification sheets and 
give the athlete two classification sheets: one after 
the bench and technical assesment / medical 
assesment and other after the Observartion in 
competition part.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2. Abscence of Tracking codes Tracking codes as CNS and CRS should be included 
again. It helps management of classification results 
during competition, and differentiate which athletes 
still under review in competition by observation in 
competition.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.2 Change to be flexible as an IF may have another approach or 
lettering.  Also should include N and NE as a class…..

Change to "The Sport Class Status allocated to an 
Athlete by a Classification Panel may be one of the 
following"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.3 There may be changes in physiology over time, some of 
which can even happen as a result of training and or a whole 
raft of other factors but currently we do not re-test athletes; 
clearly, as things can change in athletes, especially if their 
career spans 10-20 years and more in many cases, there 
should be a process of review. This is part of our 
observational responsibilities.

An Athlete will be designated with Sport Class Status 
Confirmed (C) if the Classification Panel is satisfied 
that the Athlete’s Eligible Impairment will remain 
stable. In this circumstance an Athlete will be given a 
Sport Class Status Confirmed (C) for a period of five 
(5) years; the athlete will then be required to undergo 
subsequent Athlete Evaluation every five (5) years 
from the date of their initial classification.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.3 Comment should include Changes to Impairment and 
reference to Medical Review for C athletes

Comment should include Changes to Impairment and 
reference to Medical Review for C athletes

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 7.3 If this is provided elsewhere, it is not necessary to repeat 
here

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 7.3 If this is provided elsewhere, it is not necessary to repeat 
here

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.4 Sport Class Status                                                                                 
In the IS for Classifier Personnel & Training Article 2.7 it specifies 
a Classification Panel should consist of at minimum two classifiers 
- This Article is not in keeping with this requirement. One 
Classifier alone should not be able to conduct the Athlete 
Evaluation Process at an Intrernational Level.

Delete Article 7.4

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.4 Sport Class Status                                                                                 
In the IS for Classifier Personnel & Training Article 2.7 it 
specifies a Classification Panel should consist of at 
minimum two classifiers.
Should other circumstances occur and a one classifier 
conducts assessment, this classifier should only be able to 
allocate a Review Status so that the athlete is seen at the 
next opportunity with the full panel. The wording provided 
allows a classifier to provide a review fixed date (RFD), 
which is not fair to other athletes in the sport. 

Recommended change to article 
7.4 Should an unexpected circumstance occur 
and a classification panel consists of one panel, 
the classifier must only designate a Sport Class 
Status Review (R) 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.5 Needs to include newly aqcuired injuries, level of 
fitness and years of training in general and specific

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.5

Fluctuating impairments like albinism will never change over time. 
This will in some cases always result in a specific athlete being 
categorized as “R” even though they may have been involved in high-
performance sport for a long time. greater context is required

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.5.2
 IPC and the IFs should work together to develop classification best 
practices to deal with permanent fluctuating impairment

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.5.3 Definition of “Minor” varies in accordance with country. 
Clarification should be needed.

Glossary should be attached with the IPC 
Classification Code such as :
“Minor: A natural Person who has not reached the 
age of majority as established by the applicable laws 
of his or her country of residence” (sampled from 
WADA Code definition).

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.5.3 What if the minor is Blind or an amputee? The cost of 
classification is expensive-- where we can eliminate the 
need for additional classication evaluations we should.  The 
other option is to put a FDR for 4 years or more.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.7 Fixed Review Date (FRD) must be designated by the Classification Panel, 
public and included in the master list.

A Classification Panel may designate an Athlete’s Sport Class 
with Sport Class Review with a Fixed Review Date (FRD). An 
Athlete with Sport Class Status Review (FRD) is required to 
complete Athlete Evaluation at the first opportunity after the 
relevant Fixed Date. The RFD must be included in the respective 

  International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.7 The athlete should have completed evaluation and if he or 
she has FRD, it is another classification opportunity

Change "complete" to "undergo"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.7 Should this always be year rather than a certain date?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.7 fixed review date needs to be clarified first date in sport season (after 1 July) or the first 
date of the year

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.7 The athlete should have completed evaluation and if he or 
she has FRD, it is another classification opportunity

Change "complete" to "undergo"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.8 An athlete should but there may be circumstances 
preventing this

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.8 An athlete should but there may be circumstances 
preventing this

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

7.9 Change the word basis to "methodology"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 not ineligible (typographic error?) not eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 "Athletes who are Not Ineligible" should be titled athletes 
who are no eligible and not ineligible (since this implicates 
they were eligible before)

Change title to Athletes who are Not Eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 HEADER - fix double negative in language Athletes who are Not Eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible

The title of this Article looks like a significant typo 

Suggested rewording :

8. Athletes who are Not Ineligible Eligible
International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Surely the title should be "Not Eligible"?? Change to "not eligible"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                                         
This is a Double Negative - ? Typo

Recommend Rewrite Title:                                                                         
8. Athletes who are Not Eligible



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible
Given the gravity of being declared Not Eligible, the Athlete and 
their National Body should have the right to direct the second 
panel towards any mistakes they felt the first panel made and 
submit evidence supporting their argument that the Athletes 
meets the Minimum Impairment Criteria. 

This right needs to be clearly stated in this International Standard

Recommend Additional Article: 
"8.7 An Athlete or National Body who has requested a 
second Athlete Evaluation may submit directions to the 
second Classification Panel via the Chief Classifier 
concerning decisions made by the first panel that the 
Athlete or National Body do not agree with. The Athlete or 
National Body may also submit evidence supporting their 
assertion that the Athlete meets the minimum criteria. 
The Chief Classifier must review any such evidence or 
direction prior to the second Athlete Evaluation taking 
place."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                       Addition to 
article that Review by a Second Panel should not be subject to a  
Fee

Addition Article:
8.8 Review by a second panel following allocation of Not 
Eligible to Compete are not subject to a fee.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                              There 
is no refeeence made in this article to the make up of the second 
panel

Addition Article:
8.9 The second panel should be made up of an equal 
number of Classifiers as the first panel, with equal or 
greater level of Classifiers. 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.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Heading reads: Athletes who are not Ineligible Should read: Athletes who are Not Eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Use of term "Not Eligible" Agreed at HOC meeting last year the term Ineligible 
was the preferred terminology

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible

The title of this Article looks like a significant type-o!

Suggest rewrite:

"8. Athletes who are Not Ineligible Eligible"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible (sic)

Given the gravity of being declared Not Eligible, the Athlete 
and their National Body should have the right to direct the 
second panel to the mistakes they felt the first panel made 
and submit evidence supporting their argument that the 
Athletes meets the Minimum Impairment Criteria. 

This right needs to be clearly stated in this International 
Standard.

Recommend additional article: 

"8.8 Prior to the second evaluation, an Athlete or 
National Body may submit directions to the second 
Classification Panel via the Chief Classifier 
concerning decisions made by the first panel that the 
Athlete or National Body do not agree with. The 
Athlete or National Body may also submit evidence 
supporting their assertion that the Athlete meets the 
Minimum Impairment Criteria. The Chief Classifier 
must review any such evidence or direction prior to 
the second Athlete Evaluation taking place."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 and 8.7 Not Eligible – Athlete requests to be reviewed by 2nd panel 
provision: wording as soon as practicable. There is a need 
for something a bit more systematic in order to ensure the 
athlete has a clear answer and does not feel he is prevented 
from being classified. The right of a 2nd panel need to be 
stated in this. The importance of submitting extra 
documentations is also very important in order to have a fair 
2nd Athlete Evaluation.

8.7 An Athlete or National Body who has requested a 
second Athlete Evaluation shall submit 
documentations  to the second Classification Panel 
via the Chief Classifier concerning decisions made by 
the first panel that the Athlete or National Body do 
not agree with. The Athlete or National Body shall 
also submit evidence supporting that the Athlete 
meets the minimum criteria. The Chief Classifier 
must review any such evidence or documentation 
prior to the second Athlete Evaluation taking place.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8, p. 9 "…athletes who are Not Ineligible" Do you mean: "athletes who are not eligible" or 
"athletes who are eligible"?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible
The title of this Article is a typo and should be Athletes 
who are Not Eligible

Correct article title to be:
8. Athletes who are Not Eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                       
Inclusion of the Comment to Article 8 as an article, as the 
current wording in the 8 does not clearly state the right of 
an athlete and article 8.6 indicates that an athlete who 
does not request a second evaluation does not have a 
right  to have an automatic second evaluation. 
An athlete should have an automatic right to a Second 
Evaluation and should not have to request it.

Recommend additional article:
8.7 If a classification panel determines that the 
athlete does not comply with the minimum 
eligiblity criteria in respect of a sport, the Athlete 
has the right to be re-evaluated by a second 
classification panel.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                       
Inclusion of the Comment to Article 8 as an article around 
the re-assessment, however with flexibility that this may 
not occur should there be exceptional reasons.  If an 
athlete does not undergo a Second Evaluation at the 
Event where they were made Ineligible by the First Panel, 
they should still be able to undergo review by a Second 
Panel at a later Competition. In some cases the athlete 
may need to provide further evidence to support that 
they meet Minimum Impairment Criteria.

Recommend additional article:
8.8 Where possible, an athlete should undergo an 
immediate re-assessment at a Competition or Non-
Competition Venue, if the provisions for this exist. 
8.8.1  A Chief Classifier may agree that the re-
assessment takes place at a subsequent 
opportunity,  if it is in the best interest of the 
athletes to do so (for example, if the athlete 
required further medical evidence). The 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                       
Addition to article that Review by a Second Panel should 
not be subject to a  Fee

Addition Article:
8.9 Review by a second panel following allocation 
of Not Eligible to Compete are not subject to a fee.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                              
There is no refeeence made in this article to the 
requirements of the second panel

Addition Article:
8.10 The second panel should be made up of an 
equal number of Classifiers as the first panel, with 
equal or greater level of Classifiers. 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.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 Surely the title should be "Not Eligible"?? Change to "not eligible"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 8

gramatic error athletes that are not ineligible”. This 
reference should likely be changed to “not eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 8 Athletes who are Not Ineligible 8 Athletes who are Not Eligible

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.1.2 add that is not an eligible impairment "for that sport".

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.2 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5 This provision should require that the second Classification 
Panel consist of different people to the first Classification 
Panel. It may also be beneficial to have an Athlete 
Representative (e.g. an Athlete Rep of the IPC or IF) 
involved to ensure transparency and independence.

Amend the Article to require the second 
Classification Panel to 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. Also consider whether the Second 
Classification Panel should include an independent 
Athl t  t tiInternational Standard for Athlete 

Evaluation
8.5 It may be that the classifiers want a period of time to pass so 

this should be flexible
Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5 NE Athlete may request a review by a second panel as soon 
as practicable

This is much more workable than previously

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5. that that twice?



International Standard for Athlete 
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8.5-8.6 Athletes who are not Ineligible (sic)

The way this article is written places all the onus on the 
athlete to request the second panel. We feel this is wrong. 
Athletes should automatically have the right to be seen by a 
second panel. We agree that the  athlete should be given the 
opportunity to waive that right.

Furthermore, Article 8.5 is too long and should split into 
separate Articles. 

Recommend rewrite:

8.5 If a Classification Panel allocates Sport Class Not 
Eligible (NE) on the basis that the Athlete does not 
comply with Minimum Impairment Criteria, the 
Athlete has the right to reviewed by a second 
Classification Panel. The Athlete may chose to waive 
that right.

8.6 Athletes that have been declared NE must be 
seen by a second panel as soon as is practicable. 
Pending any such second assessment, the Athlete 
will be allocated Sport Class Not Eligible (NE) and 
designated Sport Class Status Review (R). The 
Athlete will not be permitted to compete before such 
re-assessment.

8.7 If the Athlete chooses to waive the right to be 
reviewed by a second Classification Panel or is 
reviewed by a second Classification Panel who 
allocate the Sport Class NE then the Athlete must be 
allocated the Sport Class Status Confirmed (C) and 

        International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5 It may be that the classifiers want a period of time to pass so 
this should be flexible

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5 Athlete should not have to request a review by a second panel, it 
needs to be offered. The athlete has a right of refusal but they 
should not have to REQUEST it.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.5 Comment As this is covered in another IS, no need to repeat Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 We suggest the provision stating that Athletes must not be 
permitted to compete at any future Competitions if they are 
allocated Sport Class Not Eligible, and that the Athlete has 
no right to have this determination reviewed except by 
Appeal, needs to be qualified to allow for a Medical 
Review/fresh evaluation in light of an Athlete's 
circumstances changing

Amend Article 8.6 to provide for a Medical 
Review/fresh evaluation where a change in the 
Athlete's circumstances  may mean that their "Not 
Eligible" is no longer correct.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 It is possible that if an athlete is NE one year, in 3 years 
time, he or she could be eligible

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 "If there is an immediate opportunity a re-assessment to 
take place at at Competition or Non-Competition Venue"

"If there is an immediate opportunity for a re-
assessment to take place at at Competition or Non-
Competition Venue"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                       
Remove 8.6.1 It is not in fairness of the athlete - the right to 
have a second panel assessment should remain through 
an automatic review status. In some cases athletes have 
progressive impairments or are required to obtain further 
information before a second assessment. Athletes should 
not be penalised by having a confirmed status after first 
evaluation and be forced into a medical review process 
unnecessarily

Remove article 8.6.1

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 It is possible that if an athlete is NE one year, in 3 years 
time, he or she could be eligible

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6.1 Athletes who are Not Ineligible                                                         
An athlete should have an automatic right to a Second Evaluation 
and should not have to request it. If an athlete does not undergo a 
Second Evaluation at the Event where they were made Ineligible 
by the First Panel, they should still be able to undergo review by a 
Second Panel at a later Competition. In some cases the athlete 
may need to provide further evidence to support that they meet 
Minimum Impairment Criteria.

Delete Article 8.6.1                                                                                       
Delete Comment to Article 8.6

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6.2 Sentence format is broken into 2 paragraphs, repair to form one 
paragraph. Add:

or any future competitions "for that sport"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8.6 comment add immediate opportunity "for"....

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 8 Repetitive Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 8 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

8 comment Remove second reference to "eligible impairment" in second line.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9 Can the model of best practice be improved? What happens 
if the athlete undergoes surgery, does a medical review 
allow an athlete to change sport class (e.g. from II to PI)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.1 also rules about if and when an athlete might ask for a class 
change

add rule (now we have it not very clearly written : 
after the first season allowed to change the class to 
the other possible class, it is not stated how, if 
reassesment is needed etc)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9 (comment) About combination of physical impairment, visual 
impairment and/or intellectual impairment

Because the IS for Elegible Impairments contains 8 
PI, 1 VI and 1 II, it is suitable that an athlete presents 
a combination of physical impairments. The outcome 
of the classification will be different classes for PI in 
the same sport. Then, the athlete should choose 
which one is better for him. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9 (comment) About combination of physical impairment, visual 
impairment and/or intellectual impairment

Because the IS about Elegible Impairments contains 
8 PI, 1 VI and 1 II, it is suatiable that an athlete 
presents a combination of physical impairments. The 
outcome of the classification will be differente 
classes for PI in the same sport. Then, the athlete 
should choose which is better for him. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 9 This will be defined by the IF so this comment is not required Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 9 This will be defined by the IF so this comment is not required Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

9 comment I have always been lead to believe that an athlete who has an 
impairment in more than one category then they need to choose 
the category they wish to compete in for that sport. E.g. They 
could not chose to sit or stand, it had to be a determined class.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 As the athlete may be unable to attend e.g. no transport 
available or be ID, this is not likely to help

Delete and replace with "an athlete should attend the 
athlete evaluation at the date, time and place set by 
the Chief Classifier"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 It is not a Natonal Body's responsibility to ensure an athlete 
attends an evaluation.

Recommend changing this to the athlete's 
responsibility.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.1 As the athlete may be unable to attend e.g. no transport 
available or be ID, this is not likely to help

Delete and replace with "an athlete should attend the 
athlete evaluation at the date, time and place set by 
the Chief Classifier"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 10.1 Delete as the national federation may not have control at all Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 10.1 Delete as the national federation may not have control at all as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 IF to decide.  The definition of an evaluation session should 
go in the glossary but only if it is necessary.  If the IF has to 
include provisions about failure to attend an evaluation, then 
clauses 10.3 on can be deleted.  So if 10.4 on are kept, 
delete 10.2 completely

Change "must" to "should" and delete the sentence 
about evaluation session.  Preferably delete the 
whole clause

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.2 IF to decide.  The definition of an evaluation session should 
go in the glossary but only if it is necessary.  If the IF has to 
include provisions about failure to attend an evaluation, then 
clauses 10.3 on can be deleted.  So if 10.4 on are kept, 
delete 10.2 completely

Change "must" to "should" and delete the sentence 
about evaluation session.  Preferably delete the 
whole clause

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.4 Should add in that the athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore..

Add "...the Athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore will not be permitted to compete at the 
relevant Competition"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.4 Should add in that the athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore..

Add "...the Athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore will not be permitted to compete at the 
relevant Competition"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.5 Should add in that the athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore..

Add "...the Athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore will not be permitted to compete at the 
relevant Competition"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

10.5 Should add in that the athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore..

Add "...the Athlete will not be evaluated and 
therefore will not be permitted to compete at the 
relevant Competition"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 10.5 This is up to the IF to decide so delete Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 10.5 This is up to the IF to decide so delete as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11 add an 11.2.9 If observation in competition assessment shows an athlete 
presenting differently to what was assessed to confirm 
athlete class and is a case of clear misrepresentation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 This says IFs should have rules and then defines those rules 
in 11.2 onwards

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.1 This says IFs should have rules and then defines those rules 
in 11.2 onwards

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 Suspension of Athlete Evaluation

The decision to suspend Athlete Evaluation should be made 
by the Chief Classifier - on recommendation of the 
Classification Panel. The article currently gives that 
responsibility to the Classification Panel.

Recommend rewrite:

"11.2 The Chief Classifier may suspend Athlete 
Evaluation on the recommendation of a Classification 
Panel if that Panel cannot allocate a Sport Class to 
the Athlete, including but not limited to one or more 
of the following circumstances:"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2 Suspension of Athlete Evaluation

Classification Panels should be allowed to suspend Athlete 
Evaluation to seek medical, technical or scientific opinion, in 
line with Article 2.2.3 of this International Standard. 

Recommend additional article:

"11.2.9 the Classification Panel needs to seek 
medical, technical or scientific opinion, in order that 
it can allocate a Sport Class."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2. The point does not include the circumstance about the 
athlete does not attend to the classification process with the 
adequate uniform and sport equipment. 

Include it as a circumstance for suspension athlete 
evaluation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2. The point does not include the circumstance about the 
athlete does not attend to the classification process with the 
adequate uniform and sport equipment. 

Include it as circumstance for suspension athlete 
evaluation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.2 Should add medical information to be provided in language 
determined by the IF

Add "… medical information in the language 
requested by the IF…."



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.2 Suspension of Athlete Evaluation                                                  
The IF must request Medical Documentation within a Timeframe 
that allows an athlete to bring this with them to Classification. If 
an IF has not informed the athlete in advance that this 
documentation is required it should not be a reason to suspend 
Athlete Evaluation. This highlights the importance of rasonable 
timeframes for the Provision of Medical Documentation in 
advance of Athlete Evaluation so that anything else required can 
be highlighted to the tahlete in advance. 

Addition of Comment to 11.2.2                                                                 
An athlete should not be penalised and suspended from 
Athlete Evaluation where an IF has not outlined in 
advance either through their Classification Rules or 
Eligible Impairment Process that specfic Medical 
Documentation is required.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.2 Suspension of Athlete Evaluation                                                   
IFs have a responsibility to clarify the medical 
documentation requirements of an athlete in advance. If 
certain medical documentation is required but the IF has 
not indicated that it must be provided, it should not be a 
reason to suspend Athlete Evaluation. This highlights the 
importance of reasonable timeframes for the Provision of 
Medical Documentation in advance of Athlete 
Evaluation. 

Addition of Comment to 11.2.2                                                                 
An athlete should not be penalised and suspended 
from Athlete Evaluation where an IF has not 
outlined in advance either through their 
Classification Rules or Eligible Impairment Process 
that specific medical evidence is required

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.2 Should add medical information to be provided in language 
determined by the IF

Add "… medical information in the language 
requested by the IF…."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.3 Is this inclusive of botox injections? There needs to be an inclusion in medical procedures 
as well as devices or implants.  Botox is might be not 
be legally considered medication but is a medical to 
use it.  Adding medical procedures covers our backs

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.3 If the athlete discloses they are using or not using any 
medication and /or medical devise or implant, should they 
be penalized (suspended from the Evaluation). 

This information has been disclosed before.  What is 
the penalty for not disclosing the information. Clarity 
on process?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.5 Suspension of Athlete Evaluation                                          The 
Athlete Support Personnel and/or Translator needs to be included 
here - If an athlete is unable to speak Engligh or has a Speech 
Impairment then it should be the resonsibility of their Athlete 
Support Personnel and/or Interpreter to communicate on their 
behalf.

Recommend Reword Article:                                                                         

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.7 and 
11.2.8

It would be great to have better guidence on non-
cooperation and IM - how to identify and how to deal with it



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.9 It is possible that an evaluation is suspended due to a 
classifier being unavailable for whatever reason.  This is the 
problem with trying to define everything in a document as 
this should also be included in a new 11.3.4

Assess the need for this detail here as it should be in 
the IFs rules

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.2.9 It is possible that an evaluation is suspended due to a 
classifier being unavailable for whatever reason.  This is the 
problem with trying to define everything in a document as 
this should also be included in a new 11.3.4

Assess the need for this detail here as it should be in 
the IFs rules

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.1 National federation not body Replace "body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.1 National federation not body Replace "body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.2 It is not good to have both the Head of Classification and 
Chief Classifier involved

Delete head of classification

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.2 It is not good to have both the Head of Classification and 
Chief Classifier involved

Delete head of classification

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.3 If an athlete evaluation is suspended (and made CNC 
according to IPC AT rules) should there be a limit on how 
many times they are CNC? Like CNC Review…

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.3.3 Athlete Evaluation will be terminated and the Athlete must 
be precluded from competing at any Competition

In the previous draft classifiers would allocated 
Classification Not Completed. What with be the 
Status or situation of the classification of these kind 
of athletes -again N? And if not N, the athlete should 
be allowed to compete and complete the 
classification in the next 30 days to have the results 
recognised. With the possibility to be classified out of 
competition the new Code offers it will be feasible to 
be be classified that way. 



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

11.4 There should also be a right for an Athlete to suspend 
Athlete Evaluation where this is being conducted 
inappropriately and/or in breach of the IF Code of Conduct. 
Details as to the procedure in the event of suspension by an 
Athlete 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. Providing for an Athlete Chaperone 
to accompany the Athlete would assist in this process as 
they could support the Athlete if the Athlete Evaluation is 
being conducted inappropriately and intervene if necessary. 

Insert a right for the Athlete to suspend Athlete 
Evaluation and provide circumstances in which this 
may occur, similar to Article 11.2.

Consider inserting an obligation for Athlete 
Evaluations to be filmed. 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Medical Review                                                                    Addition to 
article that Medical Reviews should not be subject to a Medical 
Review Fee

Recommend Addition Article:
12.8 Medical review requests are not subject to a fee for 
submission

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 as a whole This is already covered in many IF rules under a review 
request and another category of review is not required - 
otherwise all other reasons for a review to be requested 
must be specified.  In any case, the classification panel 
should see the athlete at evaluation.  IF this is kept, the 
review should be submitted by the athlete with support if 
required by the NF

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 Medical Review                                                                    
Addition to article that Medical Reviews should not be 
subject to a Medical Review Fee

Recommend Addition Article:
12.8 Medical review requests are not subject to a 
fee for submission

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12 as a whole This is already covered in many IF rules under a review 
request and another category of review is not required - 
otherwise all other reasons for a review to be requested 
must be specified.  In any case, the classification panel 
should see the athlete at evaluation.  IF this is kept, the 
review should be submitted by the athlete with support if 
required by the NF

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.1. 
(comment)

The example does not include the case of impairment 
progression (e.g. muscular distrophy)

Include impairment progression as a circumstance to 
allow a Medical Review



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 This provision states that a National Body must make a 
Medical Review Request on behalf of an Athlete but does 
not set out the timescale for submitting such request. This is 
particularly pertinent when there has been an improvement 
in the Athlete's condition.

The comment to Article 12.4 also states that a Medical 
Review Request must not be made by an Athlete, unless it is 
"impractical" for the National Body to do so.  There is 
concern that a National Body may choose not to request a 
Medical Review Request for a variety of reasons, some of 
which may not be in the interests of the Athlete.

Impose a timeframe in which a National Body is to 
make any Medical Review Request and include an 
obligation on the National Body to consider any 
request by an Athlete to make a Medical Review 
Request. The National Body should only be able to  
refuse to submit a Medical Review Request on behalf 
of the Athlete if in all the circumstance it is 
reasonable to reject a request.

Safeguards should also be put in place for Athletes in 
the event that the National Body refuses to submit a 
Medical Review Request - see "General" comment 
on IPC Classification Code above.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.4 The comment is inconsistent with the article. Clarification 
must be made to the article if under specific circumstances 
an athlete is able to make a medical review request. 
Examples or guidelines related to what denotes 'impractical 
for this to be made by a national body' should be included in 
the comment

clarify article and give examples

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 12.4 comment clarrification needed

defining when it would be impractical for a National 
Federation to submit an athlete review request.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.5 Is it the National Body's responsibility to make the medical 
review request? Is this what we want?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 We use a medical review panel as opposed to the head of 
classification (who is from time to time within the panel, but 
not always)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.6 add or designated senir classifer

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

12.1. 
(comment)

The example does not include the case of impairment 
progression (e.g. muscular distrophy)

Include impairment progression as a circumstance to 
allow a Medical Review

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Delete as the rest of the section defines what is required.  
OR delete the rest of the clause and then allow the IF to 
decide on this

Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Notification of Outcomes of Athlete Evaluation                
Recognition that Sport Classes should be published prior 
to competition and then again following competition 
where Observation in Competition component is 
required. 

Recommend addition to article:                                                                   
13.1  International Federation must publish sport 
class and sport class status allocation following the 
completion of pre competition assessment (Articles 
3,4,5 of IS for Athlete Evaluation)
13.2  International Federation must publish sport 
class and sport class status allcoation following  the 
completion of Observation in Competition 
Assessment 

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.1 Delete as the rest of the section defines what is required.  
OR delete the rest of the clause and then allow the IF to 
decide on this

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 Sense is better in the changed format Change to "An IF should inform the athlete and/or 
national federation of the outcome of the evaluation 
and published….." and change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 Does this  include the publication of class and point totals?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 event  ?? Is it a classification event?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Note to 13.2 immediately after the first event… (First appearance?) immediately after the first appearance…

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 Notification of Outcomes of Athlete Evaluation                
Change Terminology to reflect Article 6 of the IS Athlete 
Evaluation - Observation Assessment should be renamed 
Observation in Competition Assessment

Recommend addition to article:                                                                   
Include Comment
13.2.1 A Chief Classifier must advise any 
International Federation Delegate and/or Event 
Organising Committee representative as to the 
Sport Class and Sport Class Status allocated to 
each athlete. If Observation in Competition 
Assessment has been required this notification 
should take place immediately after the Event.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.2 Sense is better in the changed format Change to "An IF should inform the athlete and/or 
national federation of the outcome of the evaluation 
and published….." and change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment Article 
13.2

Notification of Outcomes of Athlete Evaluation                
Change Terminology to reflect Article 6 of the IS Athlete 
Evaluation - Observation Assessment should be renamed 
Observation in Competition Assessment

Recommend Reword Comment to Article 13.2:                                                                       
Comment to Article 13.2..........If Observation in 
Competition Assessment has been required this 
notifiation shoudl take place immediatley after the Event.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment13.2 This is operational and the IF will decide Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment13.2 This is operational and the IF will decide as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.3 This is operational and should not be included here.  IF it is 
kept, delete "master"

Change "must" to "should" and "so that the IF 
classification list is updated "

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.3 This is operational and should not be included here.  IF it is 
kept, delete "master"

Change "must" to "should" and "so that the IF 
classification list is updated "

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

13.3 add or designated personnel

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14 Athlete Evaluation Location 
Whilst we support development of further classification 
opportunities, 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 Athlete Evaluation at a Non-Competition Venue, 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 Athlete Evaluation at a Non-Competition 
V

Addition Article:
14.8 Athletes undergoing a Athlete Evaluation at a Non-
Competition Venue will be assigned a Sport Class Status 
Review (R)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14 Athlete Evaluation away from competition is welcome but for 
sports such as PE where observation on the horse is 
required not all aspects of the evlauation can be completed 
unless the opportunity to observe the athlete riding is also 
made avialable. This option could certainly assist more 
remote countries who have less competition opportunities to 
provide classification. Can this be done with VI Classification 
also?

No suggestion though appears to be covered in 
14.7.1 and 2



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14 Athlete Evaluation Location 
Enabling flexiblity in this area has the potential to result in 
classification errors, abuses of the system,  or other issues. 
Clarity about the sport class status that can be allocated 
at this type of evaluation is crucial. In it needs to be 
considered if protest resolution opportunities should take 
place at a Non-Competition Venue given that all 
elements of classification are not able to be conducted. 
 
We recommend that only a review status can be 
allocated following Athlete Evaluation at a Non-
Competition Venue, 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 
Athlete Evaluation at a Non-Competition Venue. 
Currently, the only consideration for exception to this is to 
the vision impairment group where currently there is 
further assessment in Competition

Recommend additional article:
14.5.1 Athletes undergoing a Athlete Evaluation at 
a Non-Competition Venue will be assigned a Sport 
Class Status Review (R)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.1 and 14.2 Either allow the IF to decide and delete clauses from 14.3 on 
OR delete these 2 clauses

Delete 14.1 and 14.2

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.1 and 14.2 Either allow the IF to decide and delete clauses from 14.3 on 
OR delete these 2 clauses

Delete 14.1 and 14.2

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.3 Surely this only refers to VI Classification?
If also PI classification, classifiers must be certified for IPC 
Athletics. It is quite rare that classifiers are certified across 
sports. Also, it will be rare for venues to have the correct 
facilities for example access to a track or throwing areas for 
the technical assessment (not only observation in 
competitions)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.3 Athlete assessment at non competition venue would it be acceptable to charge a nominal fee to 
these athletes to cover costs for rental of space, 
equipment rather than having the OC cover the cost?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.4.3. 
(comment)

ADD. In those cases where observation in competition is 
part of the evaluation the status to be allocated will be R. If 
not, the athlete can be allocated a C or a RFD

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.3. 
(comment)

…that Competition For Example…." …that Competition. For Example…." (include a .)



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.3. 
(comment)

…that Competition For Example…." …that Competition. For Example…." (include a .)

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14.3 Operational and should not be included here Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment to 
Article 14.3

In a point of view of a small nation a possibility for 
classification at non-competition venue sounds just an extra 
travel and extra cost for an athlete. It´s better to be able to 
have classification at the competition where you would 
anyway participate

Make sure that there is options both at a competition 
and also at a non-competition venue to get a 
classification

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14.3 Operational and should not be included here see above

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.4 NFs Replace "body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.4 This section indicates the assessment location must be 
communicated to National Body's. Should this read 
National Body's and/or athletes?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.4 NFs Replace "body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.5 The IFs rules should apply Replace "with this Standard and Code " with "with 
the IF's rules."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.5 The IFs rules should apply Replace "with this Standard and Code " with "with 
the IF's rules."

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.6 The language in this provision is unclear, in that it states 
that a Protest Panel "must" handle Protests at a Non-
Competition Venue but also sets out what is to happen 
"failing this".

Clarify whether Protests from Athlete Evaluations 
taking place at Non-Competition Venues "must" be 
handled at the Non-Competition Venue, and if not, 
clarify the timeframe and procedure for such Protests 
to be resolved "failing this".

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.6 IF to decide; NF not national body.  The idea of classification 
here is to reduce costs and create opportunities but having a 
protest panel available and no competition really does not 
make any sense

Change "must" to "should" throughout, replace 
"body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.6 This section is confusing and complicated. Why can there be 
a protest due to the athlete evaluation occuring at a non-
competition venue? Who comprises the protest panel and 
when does it need to hear the protest?

Recommend clarifying and simplifying this entire 
section. Seems overly complicated.



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.6 IF to decide; NF not national body.  The idea of classification 
here is to reduce costs and create opportunities but having a 
protest panel available and no competition really does not 
make any sense

Change "must" to "should" throughout, replace 
"body" with "federation"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.6 Evaluation at a Non Competition venue only gives the athletes NF 
an opportunity to protest as no other NFs are likely to be present. 
Need a clause stating:

All evaluations completed at a Non Competition venue will 
be made a review status to ensure other NFs have the

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.7.1 NF not national body.  This is also vague as it could be that 
the IF advises the NF 5 minutes before the evaluation so it 
should be at least 4 weeks before the NCV evaluation.  In 
reality IFs will likely not do this as most require observation 
in competition.  The comment to this makes it all not viable

Replace "body" with "federation" and " at least 4 
weeks prior to …"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.7.1 NF not national body.  This is also vague as it could be that 
the IF advises the NF 5 minutes before the evaluation so it 
should be at least 4 weeks before the NCV evaluation.  In 
reality IFs will likely not do this as most require observation 
in competition.  The comment to this makes it all not viable

Replace "body" with "federation" and " at least 4 
weeks prior to …"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.7.2 in AS observation in competition is an important tool in 
decision making , we have to think about how to secure this 
when we allow of competition evaluation (PI) but for VI it 
gives interesting possibilities , better facilities to perform 
some tests.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.7.2 This advice should be issued 4 weeks out

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.7.2 This advice should be issued 4 weeks out

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.8 Remote assessment in special circumstances Need to outline possible special cirumstances

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.9 The athlete must always be given the benefit of the doubt.  A 
face to face evaluation does this.  What happens if the 
medical documents do not cover all information particularly 
as classification is specialised?

Delete



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.9 International Federations may assess whether or not an 
Athlete has an Eligible Impairment in circumstances where 
the Athlete is not physically present. This is referred to in 
this Standard as ‘Remote Assessment’. Remote Assessment 
must be conducted in a manner that is consistent with the 
International Standard for Eligible Impairments.
[Comment to Article 14.9: given that the establishing of an 
Eligible Impairment is often a diagnostic exercise that can 
be determined on the basis of verified records, it is helpful 
for both International Federations and Athletes for this to be 
done without the need for a face to face consultation].

What does Remote assessments use technology? 
Internet service? Skype? Digital video?

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.9 Is this referring to a class allocated based on a video or 
paperwork review? 

Suggest to provide examples in this section for 
clarification.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation 14.9 add comment Remote classifications should be provisional or temporary for                  
International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14.9 Delete Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14.9 Delete Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14 Repetitive Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment 14 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

14.9 The athlete must always be given the benefit of the doubt.  A 
face to face evaluation does this.  What happens if the 
medical documents do not cover all information particularly 
as classification is specialised?

Delete

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment Repeats sections of other documents as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Comment Delete as this is not a viable option as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Glossary Probably incomplete Review



International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Glossary Non-Competition Venue Include R Status at the end of the sentence, because 
is the only Status possible in that evaluation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Glossary Non-Competition Venue Include R Status at the end of the sentence, because 
is the only Status possible in that evaluation.

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Glossary Probably incomplete Review

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

purpose delete 'in a manner' delete extra words

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Purpose Word deletion at end of sentence. Delete in a manner

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"

International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1 General Provisions
Classifiers must be afforded the same rights and privileges by IFs 
and Major Event Organisers as other Technical Officials. We feel 
this needs to be explicitly stated in these documents and that the 
General Provisions Article of this International Standard is best 
placed to do so. 

Recommend Additional Article:
"1.4 Classifiers are fundamental to the effective 
implementation of the Classification Rules and must be 
afforded rights and privileges on a par with other 
Technical Officials."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1 Welcome an IS on this topic No suggestion



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1 General Provisions

The retention of quality Classifiers is critical to the 
Paralympic Movement.  Classifiers must be afforded the 
same rights and privileges by IFs and Major Event 
Organisers as other Technical Officials. We feel this needs to 
be explicitly stated in these documents and that the General 
Provisions Article of this International Standard is best 
placed to do so. 

This principle is alluded to at Article 3.1 in the Code 
("Classification Personnel are fundamental to the effective 
implementation of Classification Rules") and Article 2.1 in 
the International Standard of Classification Personnel and 
Training ("A Classifier is a person authorised as an Official 
and certified by an International Federation..."), but neither 
of these Articles preclude IFs from treating classifiers as 
inferior to other Technical Officials - which can be a cause of 
poor classifier retention.  

Recommend additional article:

"1.4 Classifiers are fundamental to the effective 
implementation of Classification Rules and must be 
afforded rights and privileges on a par with other 
Technical Officials."



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.2 General Provisions - National Classification                                                             
National Classification should be the first access an atlete has to 
classification opportunities. In order for this to happen IF's need 
to have a structure that supports the development of classifier 
training and certification at a National Level. There is currently no 
clear guidelines for the training and development of National 
Classifiers. Some IF's support the development of National 
Classification while others do not. Currently many IF's do not 
incorporate training for National Classifier and many do not 
provide any support for development of National Classifiers. 
There needs to be a link for National Classifier Training. Not all 
NPC's have the budgets available to send Classifiers to 
International Training and purely want National Level Classifiers 
who can conduct a high level of National Classification for their 
athletes. There needs to be a mechanism whereby NPC's can run 
National Training and certify Classifiers at a National Level, with 
the support of the IF's either through access to educators or 
through basic National Classifier education materials. 
Presentations/Workbooks are the best format as it allows distance 
learning and is cost effective while providing a mechanism to 
interpret IF Classification Rules and allows for development 
ofquality National Classification Structures in line with IF 
Classification Rules.                                                 As it is part of the 
Code that National Federations and NPC's are responsible for 

Recommend Reword Article Addition of Sub Article 
National Classification:                                                               
"1.2 IFs must have within their Classification Rules 
(and/or other relevant rules) a clear and transparent 
process for the eductaion, training, development and 
certtification of classifiers at an international and national 
level.                                                                                         
1.2.1 IF's shall support a pathway structure, whereby 
they support NPCs/NFs in the education of classifiers at a 
National level. This includes sharing educational 
materials, international educators or other relevant 
resources and the provision of ongoing support."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.2 General Provisions - National Classification                                                             
National Classification is generally first access an athlete 
has to classification opportunities. to support this,  IF's 
need to have a structure that aids the development of 
national classifiers. There is currently no clear guidelines for 
the training and development of National Classifiers. 

Recommend Reword Article Addition of Sub Article 
National Classification:                                                               
1.2 IFs must have within their Classification Rules 
(and/or other relevant rules) a clear and 
transparent process for the eductaion, training, 
development and certtification of classifiers at an 
international and national level.                                                                                         
1.2.1 IF's shall support a pathway structure, whereby 
they support NPCs/NFs in the education of 
classifiers at a National level. This includes sharing 
educational materials, international educators or 
other relevant resources and the provision of 
ongoing support."



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.3.2 how to maintain classifier certification??

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1.3.2 how to maintain classifier certification??

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

1 Add a 1.3.6 to include: Classifiers are to be considered by the IF as technical 
officials and receive all services provided at the event 
equitably.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Classification Personnel Each IF will appoint and  publish the name and 
contact of its HoC -or group of persons for this 
responsibility

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Classification Committee                                                    The 
workload of the Head of Classification is huge, and will continue 
to grow as Paralympic Sport grows. An additional section should 
be incorporated under Classification Personnel for a 
Classification Committee of which the Head of Classification is 
the Chair.                                                Incorporate a Classification 
Committee under each IF - There main role should incorporate 
the duties of the Head of Classification. The Head of 
Classification should become the Chair of this Committee and is 
the direct link between the Classification Committee and the IF, 
and also the main link between the IF and the IPC on 
Classification related issues. Representation across each Region / 
Zone abd a Classifier Educator also ensures consisteny in 
Classification Process / Training across all Regions / Zones. A 
Compliance Officer also ensures ongoing review of their 
Classification Rules in line with the Code and International 
Standards.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                 
Classification Committee                                                                        
The Classification Committe is responsible for the 
administrative and development duties related to 
international classification. The duties of the Classification 
Committee include evaluation and revision of 
classification rules, and policy and procedures related to 
athlete evaluation and protests, classifier certification and 
training and other related administration of classification.
The Classification Committee shall be composed of the 
Head of Classification who serves as Chairperson, a 
Senior Classifier from each Region/Zone, a Classifier 
Educator and Compliance Officer           

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Trainnee Classifiers                                                                   
Wherever possible, IFs should look to recruit international 
classifiers who already have experience of classifying athletes 
nationally in that sport       



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Role of National Classifiers                                                   National 
Classifiers need to be recognised for the key role they play in 
classification within the Paralympic Movment. An additional Sub 
Article should be added under Article 2 to Include the Role of the 
National Classifier.

Recommend Additional Articles:                                                        
National Classifiers                                                                                                                   
2.16 A National Classifier is a person who is in the process 
of formal training by the IF and/or NPC and/or NF to 
conduct National Classification. 
2.17 This level of certification indicates the individual may 
participate in the allocation of sport class in their nation.
2.18 This individual is unable to allocate an international 
sport class.     

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2

There should be a requirement imposed on those 
IFs who have sports involving athletes with a 
number of eligible impairments to have 
classification expertise available on its classification 
panels to assess all eligible impairments it deals 
with. This should be a mandatory requirement 
imposed by the word shall or must rather than 
permissive wording such as can or may. The types 
of impairments currently covered by this Code are 
very distinct from each other. It will be very difficult 
if not impossible to find practicioners in any health 
sciences discipline who have the detailed 
knowledge required to perform a proper 
classification.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2/ 2.8 there are not comments related to the procedure of electing 
a Head of classification or term of office

I suggest that this procedure need to be standardize 
in all the sports

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Addition of National Classifiers
Include in national classifiers as a seperate group in this to 
recognise the difference within the pathway between 
national and international. It also needs to recognise that 
whilst a person may have undertaken an international 
federation course to become a classifier there may be 
additional requirements (for example child protection 
legislation requirements, medical registration 
requirements) that must be undertaken to work as a 
classifier in their country). 

Recommend addition of:
National Classifiers
2.16  A National Classifier is a person who is 
recognised as meeting the requirements to 
conduct national level classification in their country 
as deemed by the International Federation and/or 
the National Federation and/or National 
Paralympic Committee. 
2.17 A National Classifier must be authorised by 
their National Federation and/or National 
Paralympic Committee to conduct national level 
classifications, and may need to adhere to  
additional national requirements for certification 



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Classification Committee                                                    
An additional section should be incorporated under 
Classification Personnel to support a Classification 
Committee of which the Head of Classification is the 
Chair.                                    
The Head of Classification is the direct link between the 
Classification Committee and the IF, and also the main 
link between the IF and the IPC on Classification related 
issues. Committee members can support the 
responsibilities listed for Head of Classification.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                 
Classification Committee                                                                        
The Classification Committee is responsible for the 
administrative and development duties related to 
international classification. 
The duties of the Classification Committee include 
evaluation and revision of classification rules, and 
policy and procedures related to athlete 
evaluation and protests, classifier certification and 
training and other related administration of 
classification.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2 Role of National Classifiers                                                   
National Classifiers need to be recognised for the key role 
they play in classification within the Paralympic 
Movement. They are the first access point for athletes in 
their country and are individiuals who develop 
experience at the national level before progressing to be 
international level classifiers.
It also needs to be recognised that National classifiers 
may be subjected to additional requirements in order to 
classify in their nation (for example, national child 
protection legislation requirements, national professional 
registration requirements)

Recommend Additional Articles:                                                        
National Classifiers                                                                                                                   
2.16 A National Classifier is a person who is in the 
process of formal training by the IF and/or NPC 
and/or NF to conduct National Classification. 
2.17 A national classifier indicates the individual 
may participate in the allocation of sport class in 
their nation.
2.18 A national classifier may be subject to further 
requirements within their own country for 
certification
2.19 This individual is unable to participate in the 
allocation of an international sport class.     

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.1 This is internal to the IF Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.1 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

Delete 2.10

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.1 This is operational and should be deleted. Delete 2.10

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.1 This is internal to the IF Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.1 remove the before transfer

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.2 Replace "including while serving" with: and will serve as a...

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment 2.2 Adds no value Delete



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment 2.2 This comment and all comments are helpful in the draft 
stage of a document but have no place in the final document 
- all comments should be removed or if necessary be made a 
part of the document in the code. So if necessary to state 
this is should become 2.2.1 or new 2.3

Delete

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.4 Not all IFs allow former athletes and coaches to be 
classifiers

Qualifications and competencies for classifiers is 
determined by each IF, refer to the IF guide for those 
qualifications.  IPC Athletics needs to define 
qualifications.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.4 There is no mention that Classifiers should have experience 
as National Classifiers prior to moving to International 
Classifier

The Code should describe a pathway which includes 
National Classifier

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.4

List of specialties may be perceived as exhaustive. Health 
Science practitioners is too broad in this context since 
some IFs may choose to use nurses opticians and the like 
to make classification decisions which should be made by 
more highly trained medical professionals such as 
opthalmologists and optometrists. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 2.4

Insuffient list of specialisations, may be seen as exhaustive. Needs to 
better relate to VI 

Expand list with specific reference related to Visual 
Impairment

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 2.4

Health practitioner is too broad a term. Not all health practitioners 
(nurses, opticians) can be used

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.4 replace but in any event with and

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment 2.4 As this section says it is up to the IF, this is repetitive Delete

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment 2.4 see above Delete

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.5 The IF may have different documents which it uses and this 
defines for us where this issue must go. It could be 
guidelines, regulations but it is an IF issue to decide

Change to "IFs should have within their classification 
framework….."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.5 The IF may have different documents which it uses and this 
defines for use where this issue must go. It could be 
guidelines, regulations but it is an IF issue to decide

Change to "IFs should have within their classification 
framework….."



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.6 A Panel can conduct some components of Athletes 
evaluation, but by "some" what do we understand? A panel 
conduct the whole classification including assignation of 
class and status, but not the whole classification procedure 
if we undestand it as including up to the appeals. That 
sentence does not exactly reflects what a panel is. Maybe is 
something lost in translation. The whole panel do the whole 
classification, but some of its members could made just 
some part of it. 

A Panel is a group of classifiers appointed to conduct 
the Athlete Evaluation and/or handle Protest in 
accordance with the IF Classification Rules, a 
member of the panel could conduct some part of the 
Athlete Evaluation and/or handle Protest relevant to 
his/her expertice area.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 Classification Panel                                                                   While 
we recognise the cost implication of larger classification panels 
we strongly believe all Classification Panels should include a 
minimum of Three Classifiers. 

Three classifiers incorporates ensures a Majority Decision in 
relation to sport class allocation, in particular with borderline 
decisions.Secondly in exceptional circumstances (eg. Extreme 
Weather, Severe Illness etc.) where one classifier does not arrive 
for Athlete Evaluation you still have a Panel of 2 classifiers to 
conduct the classification.

Recommend Rewrite Article:                                                                     
"2.7  Classification Panels must include a minimum of 
three Classifiers"                                                        
[Comment to Article 2.7 IFs and Major Event Organisers 
must always plan to have a minimum of three Classifiers 
as part of a panel for Athlete Evaluations. However, there 
may be exceptional circumstances (for example:  extreme 
weather, severe illness, etc.) when despite appropriate 
planning this is not the case. In these exceptional 
circumstances Classification Organisations may allow 
Athlete Evaluation to proceed, but must use the 
restrictions stipulated in the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluations.]"    

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 Sentence reads badly.  ? Punctuation and/or missing word

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 In previous Codes it was clearly stated that a panel 
consisted of a minimum of two classifiers, this Code refers to 
"generally" two classifiers. When more than one classifier 
does at least one still need to be from a different Nation to 
the athlete?

Clarify under what circumstances two Classifiers 
would not be required
Should read Classification Panels will include at least 
two classifiers.
If one needs to be from a different nation to the 
athlete should this be stated?



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 Classifiers and Classification Panels

This article uses the word "generally" as opposed to "must" 
or "may". As a consequence it is unclear as to what it is 
directing.

It is also contradicted by Article 7.4 of the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation which states that "A 
Classification Panel which consists of one Classifier may not 
designate a Sport Class with Sport Class Status Confirmed 
(C)." We assume article 7.4 of the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation allows for Athlete Evaluation to proceed 
with one Classifier only in exceptional circumstances. If this 
assumption is correct this needs to be reflected in the 
International Standard of Classifier Personnel and Training.

Recommend Article is rewritten and a supporting 
comment added :

"2.7  Classification Panels must include a minimum 
of two Classifiers."

"[Comment to Article 2.7: This Article does not 
preclude IFs from stipulating that in their sport a 
Classification Panel must include three or more 
Classifiers.

IFs and Major Event Organisers must always plan to 
have a minimum of two Classifiers as part of a panel 
for Athlete Evaluations. However, there may be 
exceptional circumstances (for example: force 
majeure, extreme weather, severe illness, etc.) when 
despite appropriate planning only one classifier 
arrives at an Athlete Evaluation. In these exceptional 
circumstances Classification Organisations may allow 
Athlete Evaluation to proceed, but must use the 
restrictions stipulated in the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluations ]"     

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 Classifiers and Classification Panels

This article uses the word "generally" as opposed to "must" 
or "may". As a consequence, it remains unclear.

This article is contradicted by Article 7.4 of the IS for Athlete 
Evaluation which states that "A Classification Panel which 
consists of one Classifier may not designate a Sport Class 
with Sport Class Status Confirmed (C).

We think that a classification panel must have a minimum of 
two persons. That's why this need to be reflected in the IS 
for Athlete Evaluation.

Recommended Article rewording:

2.7  Classification Panels must include a minimum of 
two Classifiers (technical /and medical).

IS for Athlete Evaluation
Remote article 7.4 



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.7 Classifiers and Classification Panels
There must be a minimum of 2 classifiers to form a panel.  
We assume article 7.4 of the IS for Athlete Evaluation 
allows for Athlete Evaluation to proceed with one 
classifier only in exceptional circumstances. If this 
assumption is correct this needs to be reflected in the IS of 
Classifier Personnel and Training.

Recommend change to article:
2.7  Classification Panels must include a minimum 
of two Classifiers, unless an Infernational Federation 
requires more than two Classifiers constitute a 
Classification Panel. 
2.7.1 In exceptional circumstances (for example: 
extreme weather, severe illness, etc.) where only 
one classifier is able to conduct an Athlete 
Evaluation, an IF may allow Athlete Evaluation to 
proceed, but must use adhere to provisions for this 
in the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluations.   

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 Head of Classification as it written now can not be a 
classifier, it can lead to conflict when decision on 
classification has to be done, since the knowlegde and 
expertices of someone not being a classifier can alweys be 
challenge. 

The Head of Classification is a classifier. Or the Head 
of Classification is a senior classifier…

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 Head of Classification                                                              In the 
Glossary of the Code the Head of Classification is identified as " A 
Classifier repsponsible for all direction, administration, 
coordination and implementation of Classification matters for the 
IF.  The IS should reflect what is written in the Code.                       

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 as Article 2.10 allows. However, the 
principle should start with their being one person responsible for 
leading classification matters for the IF. 

Recommend Rewording of Article:                                                            
"2.8 The Head of Classification is a Classifier identified  
repsponsible for the direction, administration, 
coordination and implemembtation of Classification 
maters 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."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

 2.8 I think the Head of Classification should be International 
Classifier certified

Instead of "a person indentief by IF" add 
"International Classifier certified"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

 2.8-2.11 … 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

Add: "The Head of Classification needs to be 
certified classifier."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 there are not specific competencies defined for a Head of 
classification

I suggest that a minimum of experience as Classifier 
at international level need to be requiered to apply for 
this position.



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 Classifiers and Classification Panels

There must be a minimum of 2 from differing nations to 
form a panel to ensure transparency and reduce any real 
or perceived conflicts of interest.

Recommend change to article:
3.8 Classification panels must consist of classifiers 
from at least 2 different nationalities. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 Head of Classification                                                              
The Head of Classification is identified as " A Classifier 
repsponsible for all direction, administration, coordination 
and implementation of Classification matters for the IF.  
We believe that it is best that this person is a classifier in 
the specific sport.

Recommend change to Article:                                                            
2.8 The Head of Classification is a Classifier 
identified  repsponsible for the direction, 
administration, coordination and implemembtation 
of Classification maters for the IF. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 - 2.9 - 2.10 
2.11, 2.12. 
2.13

The method to identify, elect, appoint the person who will be 
resposible for classification in an IF should not be in the IS - 
this is the sole right of the IF. The IS may state that each IF 
should have a person who is designated to be responsible 
for classification but not how this happens or the title of the 
individual

Delete or combine all into one item that gives advice 
but not direction or titles 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.8 Add a 2.8 to read or place as 6.2.6: Classification panels should be comprised of a minimum 
of 2 classifiers from different NFs so as to mitigate any 
conflict of interest.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.9 Head of Classification                                                             We 
believe that the Head of Classification should always have 
experience as a experience as a Classifier within that specific 
sport (Active or Non-Active). If the role of Head of Classification 
cannot be filled by a Classifier (Active or Non-Active) then any 
person appointed should have to work in conjunction with a 
Classification Committe of Active Classifiers within the sport.

Recommend Rewrite of Article:                                      2.9 
If the position as Head of Classification cannot be filled, 
an International Federation may appoint a person to be 
responsible for these Classification matters for the 
International Federation who works in conjucntion with a 
Classification Committee of Active Classifiers within the 
Sport. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.9 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

Delete 2.9

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.9 This is operational and should be deleted. Delete 2.9

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.9 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide. See above

Delete 2.9

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.10, This provisions allows the Head of Classification to delegate 
their responsibilities but does not specify the competencies 
and proficiencies required of such persons.

Amend the provision to ensure that responsibilities 
are only delegated to people with appropriate 
competencies and proficiencies.



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.10. This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide. See above

Delete 2.10

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.11 Head of Classification-What is best for the system that the 
person is a certified classifier as pre-requisite?

Recommendation that Head of Classification has 
experience as a classifier. Preferred would be a non - 
active or current classifier who can act as a mentor to 
others and assumed other leadership duties beyond 
the classifier role itself. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.11 If Certified as a Classifier… The HoC should be a certificied and experienced 
International Classifier

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.11 A comment to the fact that is preferential that HoC are in fact 
senior classifiers. How can they be in a position to vet medical 
documents or have a working understanding of classification 
without hands on experience

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.12 there are not specific competencies defined for a Chief of 
classification

I suggest that a minimum of experience as Classifier 
at international level need to be requiered to apply for 
this position.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.13 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide

Delete 2.13

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.13 This provision allows the Chief Classifier to delegate their 
responsibilities but does not specify the competencies and 
proficiencies required of such persons.

Amend the provision to ensure that responsibilities 
are only delegated to people with appropriate 
competencies and proficiencies.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.13 This is operational and should be deleted. Delete 2.13

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.13 This is operational and should be deleted - an IF affair to 
decide. See above

Delete 2.13

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

2.14 Trainee Classifiers
Recognition needs to be included that trainee classifiers 
must have the endorsement from their national body prior 
to undergoing formal training as an international classifier.  
In some cases, the national body will select the people  
that they deem to be at the standard required to 
progress to the training. 

Recommend addition of:
2.14.1  A Trainee Classifier requires the endorsement 
of their National Federation and/or National 
Paralympic Committee prior to undergoing formal 
training by an International Federation. 
2.14.1 A Trainee Classifier generally shall be a 
national classifier in their nation



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training
We continue to see national classifiers as the first level of a 
pathway towards becoming an international classifier. Wherever 
possible, IFs should look to recruit international classifiers who 
already have experience of classifying athletes nationally in that 
sport and support NPC’s and NF’s to develop appropriate 
national level training opportunities. Entry level education for 
Classifiers should occur wherever possible at a National Level 
where there are National Classification Structures. This should be 
reflected in this article.

Recommend Additional Article:
"3.1.1 Entry Level Education                                    
•         3.1.1.a National                                                 
•         3.1.1.b International     

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training
We continue to see national classifiers as the first level of a 
pathway towards becoming an international classifier. It is an IF’s 
responsibility to develop, implement and maintain a clear 
classifier training and recruitment pathway. This pathway should 
incorporate National Level Classifier Training as the starting point 
through partnership with NPC’s & NF’s. This needs to be 
included in Article 12.2 (Roles and Responsibilities of IFs) of the 
Code and reflected through relevant sections in the International 
Standard Classification Personnel & Training.                  

IFs should make their classifier training resources available to 
National Federations/NPCs to ensure national classification 
processes can mirror international classification processes. 

Recommend Additional Article:
"3.3 IFs must make classifier training resources available 
to National Federations and NPCs to support traiing of 
National Classifiers." 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training

IFs should make their classifier training resources available 
to National Federations/NPCs to ensure that national 
classification processes can reflect international 
classification processes  

Recommended additional article:

3.3 IFs have to make classifier training resources 
available to National Federations and NPCs.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 What is the role of IF´s to ensure that classifier education at 
national level are in compliance with their rules. Education 
material should be available for NF´s and NPC`s

3.2. IF`s will specify how they will provide and 
maintain both an ongoing education program for its 
classifiers, and similar programs for persons who 
wish to become classifiera both international and 
national level. 



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training

IFs should make their Classifier training resources available 
to National Federations/NPCs to ensure national 
classification processes can mirror international 
classification processes  

Recommend additional article:

"3.3 IFs must make classifier training resources 
available to National Federations and NPCs." 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training
IFs should recognise the importance of consistency 
between national and international classification 
processes by making available classifier training resources 
to National bodies. This ultimately creates a better pool of 
classifiers to progress to international and also reduces the 
risk of athlete class change at the international level. 

Recommend additional article:
3.3 IFs must make classifier training and 
classification resources available to National 
Federations and NPCs to support consistency of 
classifications at a national level 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Classifier Training
IFs should recognise that national level classifiers form an 
important role in the classifier pathway and may have the 
potential to progress to be an international level classifier 
in the future. Entry level education for Classifiers should be 
available where possible at a National Level. 

Recommend Additional Article:
3.1.1 Entry Level Education                                    
•         3.1.1.a National                                                 
•         3.1.1.b International     

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3 Ifs to be responsible for giving guidelines and/or course content 
for the NFs certified International Classifiers to train classifiers to 
a national level. This will ensure there is consistency of training 
standards and knowledge of classifiers. Senior classifiers to 
mentor national level classifiers.

3.1.1. to read: Entry level education to a national 
Classifier status.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1 Classifier Training
We see it as important that an IF's classifier training programme 
should maintain the skillset of certified classifiers. Remove 
"and/or" from this article, retain "and". 

Recommend Reword Article:                                
"3.1 International Federations must provide training and 
education in order that Classifiers may obtain and 
maintain Classifier Competencies..."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1 This is for the IF to decide Change to "IFs should provide……Competencies to 
meet its Classification requirements" and delete 
3.1.1 to 3.1.4

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1 This is for the IF to decide Change to "IFs should provide……Competencies to 
meet its Classification requirements" and delete 
3.1.1 to 3.1.4



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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3.1 Classifier training

We see it as important that an IF's classifier training 
programme should maintain the skillset of certified 
classifiers.

Remove "and/or" from this article, retain "and". As 
follows:

"3.1 International Federations must provide training 
and education in order that Classifiers may obtain 
and/or maintain Classifier Competencies..."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1 Classifier training
We see it as essential that IF's  should maintain the skillset 
and ensure competency of classifiers.

Recommend change to article:
3.1 International Federations must provide training 
and education in order that Classifiers may obtain 
and maintain Classifier Competencies..."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1 This is for the IF to decide Change to "IFs should provide……Competencies to 
meet its Classification requirements" and delete 
3.1.1 to 3.1.4

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1.4 what is needed to re-certificate?

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.1.2 we need to specify what is advanced training?

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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3.1.3 what is needed to maintain certification? are we satisfied with once a year acting as a 
classifier?

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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3.1.3 what is needed to maintain certification? are we satisfied with once a year acting as a 
classifier?

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "will" to "should"
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3.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "will" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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4.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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4.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

4.2 The competencies are for the IF to decide Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

4.2 The competencies are for the IF to decide Change "must" to "should"



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 4.2 Agree that classifiers must know the rules. 

IFs should be required to include the teaching of sport 
specific rules in their training

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

4.2.2 Add to an understanding of the sport and "the Competition 
Rules" for the sport..

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

4.2.4 remove "and/or handle protests" and replace with: and other classification related activities that could 
include, but not limited to: protests and appeals, data 
protection,

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5 It would be important to clarify the way IF could say this 
classifier is not good enough for the future. Who has the 
right to declare or take off the certification of a classifier in 
the IF?

Organice a Committee to discuss this issue to make a 
decision, integrated by different members and one of 
them should be a classifier.A widly knwon criteria set 
to evaluate the incompetence.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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5 Classifier Certification                                                              Ifs 
should have a minimum number of levels that classifiers may be 
certified at. This ensures that new / inexperienced classifiers are 
supported on a Classification Panel by more Senior Experienced 
Classifiers.

Recommend Additional Article:        
"5.3 Each IF shall detail the levels of certification for 
Classifiers. The minimum number of levels shall include:                                                                     
5.3.1 National and/or Trainee
An individual who is in the process of formal training by 
the IF, NF or NPC, but who is not yet certified as a 
Classifier and may not be an appointed member of a 
Classification Panel at an international competition. This 
individual is unable to allocate an International sport 
class.
2.4.2 Level 1
An individual who has successfully completed the formal 
training of the IF and has been certified to be a member of 
a Classification Panel at an international competition. This 
individual may participate in the assignment of sport class 
with minimum supervision of more experienced 
classifiers.
2.4.3 Level 2
An individual, who has successfully completed the formal 
training of the IF and has demonstrated the appropriate 
level of experience as a Classifier in the relevant sport, as 
determined by the IF. This individual may participate in 
the assignment of sport class with no supervision from 
more experienced classifiers.                                                                        



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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5 Classifier Certification
In the interests of developing transparent Classification Systems 
that are based on the best possible evidence and which athletes 
and other Paralympic stakeholders understand and have 
confidence in as outlined in the Introduction each IF should have 
to publish a list of all certified classifiers in the sport. IFs should 
make available the names, nationalities, type and levels of their 
current accredited classifiers.

Preferably published on their website but at the very least on 
request from NPCs and NFs

Recommend Reword Article:        
"5.4 Each IF shall publish a list of certified classifiers and 
trainee classifiers, which at a minimum must include
- Classifiers Certification Level                                                                      
- Date of Certification                                                                                  
- Classifier Type
- Classifiers Nationality      

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5 Classifier Certification

IFs should make available to NPCs and NFs the names and 
nationalities of their current accredited classifiers.

Preferably published on their website but at the very least on 
request from NPCs and NFs

Recommend additional article:

"5.3 International Federations must make available 
to the IPC, NPCs and NFs a list of the names and 
nationalities of their current accredited international 
Classifiers."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5 Classifier Certification
IFs should provide the names, level of accreditation and 
nationalities of their current accredited classifiers.

Recommend additional article:
5.3 International Federations must make available 
to the IPC, NPCs and NFs a list of the names, level 
of accreditation and nationalities of their current 
accredited international classifiers



International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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5 Classifier Certification                                                              
IFs should determine the levels of classifier and determine 
the requirements of each level of certification. 
The Code should detail a minimum number of levels that 
classifiers may be certified at. Mentoring is required by 
new / inexperienced classifiers by more Senior 
Experienced Classifiers to ensure consistency within the 
system. 

Recommend Additional Article:        
5.3 Each IF shall detail the levels of certification for 
Classifiers. The minimum number of levels shall 
include:                                                                     
5.3.1 National and/or Trainee
An individual who is in the process of formal training 
by the IF, NF or NPC, but who is not yet certified as 
a Classifier and may not be an appointed member 
of a Classification Panel at an international 
competition. This individual is unable to allocate an 
International sport class.
2.4.2 Level 1
An individual who has successfully completed the 
formal training of the IF and has been certified to 
be a member of a Classification Panel at an 
international competition. This individual may 
participate in the assignment of sport class with 
minimum supervision of more experienced 
classifiers.
2.4.3 Level 2
An individual, who has successfully completed the 
formal training of the IF and has demonstrated the 
appropriate level of experience as a Classifier in 
the relevant sport, as determined by the IF. This 
individual may participate in the assignment of 
sport class with no supervision from more 
experienced classifiers.                                                                        
2 4 4 Classifier Educator
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5.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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5.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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5.2 Classifier Certification
Classifiers should remain "active" to retain their certification but 
see no reference to that principle in this article.

Furthermore, there should be an expectation and IFs should allow 
and encourage their international classifiers to classifiy at a 
national level. This would ensure that they frequently practice 
their classification skills, strengthen national practices  and 
ensure national classification processes can mirror international 
classification processes. 

Recommend Additional Article:
"5.2.6 the amount of classification activity a Classifier 
must undertake to retain their Classification Certification. 
IFs may allow their classifiers to operate at a national as 
well as international level in order to  sufficiently maintain 
their required level of classification activity" 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5.2 Classifier Certification

We assume that classifiers should remain "active" to retain 
their certification but see no reference to that principle in 
this article.

Furthermore, IFs should allow their international classifiers 
to classify at a national level. This would ensure that they 
frequently practice their classification skills as well as 
strengthen national classification practices. 

Recommend additional article:

"5.2. An International Federation may provide that 
Classifier Certification is subject to certain 
limitations, including (but not limited to)... 

5.2.6 the amount of  activity a Classifier must 
undertake to retain their Classification Certification. 
IFs may allow their classifiers to operate at a national 
as well as international level in order to sufficiently 
maintain their required level of classification 

 International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5.2. International Classifiers should be able to classify also at the 
national level. This is very important for small nations. 
Otherwise it´s not possible to educate classifiers for 
international level which would be a disadvantage for 
national classification development

International Classifiers status is not a hindrance to 
classify at the national level

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5.2 Classifier Certification
Classifiers should remain "active" to retain their 
certification at both a national and international level. 

Recommend Additional Article:
5.2.6 The amount of classification activity a 
Classifier must undertake to retain their 
Classification Certification.
 IFs shall allow their classifiers to operate at a 
national as well as international level in order to  
sufficiently maintain their required level of 
classification activity" 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5.2 remove "provide and replace with "rule"
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5.2.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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5.2.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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5.2.4 the criteria should be clear, objective, transparent and should be 
decided by a classification committee that include a 
classifier/educator. Not as it was performed in the past year

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

5.22 need consistent formatting Put "A specific timeframe only" at the 
front of a sentence

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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Comment 5 This is for the IF to decide as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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Comment 5 This is for the IF to decide Delete comment

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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6 Classifier Code of Conduct

IFs should have a process for managing Conflicts of Interest - 
the current drafting of the International Standard says that 
classifiers just need to "declare any actual, perceived or 
potential Conflicts of Interest." There is no onus for IFs to do 
anything with such a declaration. 

IPC should develop a Model of Best Practice for managing 
Conflicts of Interest.

Recommend additional article:

"6.5 International Federations must have a process 
for managing actual, perceived or potential Conflicts 
of Interest."

Also recommend that IPC develop a Model of Best 
Practice for managing Conflicts of Interest.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6 IFs should have a process for managing Conflicts of Interest - 
the current drafting of the IS says that classifiers just need 
to "declare any actual, perceived or potential Conflicts of 
Interest." 

6.5 International Federations must have and 
implement  a process for managing actual, perceived 
or potential Conflicts of Interest. This process and its 
implementation has to be reviewed by IPC yearly to 
ensure it is consistenly managed. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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6.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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6.2 Classifier Code Of Conduct - Confidentiallity                                                 
Recognition of the need to treat all classification information as 
confidential. Classifiers should not publicly discuss an athlete's 
classification. 

Recommend Additional Sub Article:                                           
6.2.6 Maintain strict confidentiality surrounding athlete 
classification in line with the IS for Classification Data 
Protection

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.2 Classifier Code of Coduct - Conflict of Interest
IFs should have a process for managing Conflicts of Interest. 
Currently in the draft IS Article 6.2.4 outlines that the Classifier 
Code of Conduct must at minimum include provision for 
classifiers to "declare any actual, perceived or potential Conflicts 
of Interest." There is no onus for IFs to do anything with such a 
declaration or no provision for the management of those conflicts 
delcalred or conflicts which arise that have not been declared.

IPC should develop a Model of Best Practice for Managing 
Conflicts of Interest.

Recommend Additional Article:
"6.4 International Federations must have a process for 
managing actual, perceived or potential Conflicts of 
Interest."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.2 Classifier Code of Conduct 
The code of conduct  very clear in the 2007 IS for Classifier 
Training and Certification (Section 6) and in the IPC Code 
of Ethics (IPC Handbook). 
It isn't clear within Article 6
A standardised the Code of Conduct of classifiers across 
all Paralympic Sports should be provided to IFs for all 
classifiers, with the option for IF to include in additional 
requirements as applicable.                                                 

Recommend changes and additions to articles:
6.2.1 comply with all relevant ethical standards, 
including the IPC Code of Ethics
6.2.6  must respect other classifiers, athletes and 
athlete representatives during the classification 
process
6.2.7  must maintain confidentiality of athlete 
information and respect the dignity of the athletes.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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6.2.4/6.2.5 We see it as beneficial for Technical Classifiers in particular 
to have a day-to-day involvement in their sport. It will 
actually make the calssification even more accurate. 
Without the technical knowledge it is impossible to be an 
effective Technical Classifiers. In any country, most 
technical classifiers will be attached to their nations in some 
ways. This is where the process around managing conflict of 
interest needs to be managed across sports similarly 
(standardized process led by IPC). 

Classifiers must not be accredited as anything other 
than a Classifier or assume any other role when 
acting as a Classifier at a Competition.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

 6.2.5 Comment to article 6.2.5; 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 
from their own nation. Every classifier signs a Code of 
conduct, if there will be any violation against that, then IF 
have a possibility to take away that classifier's certification.

Add: ".. At that particular competition" instead of "at 
that sport".

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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6,2,5 Most of the classifiers come from the NPC or IF, most of 
them had responsabilities and duties to those that support 
them, as this is written, any position can be taken as a 
conflinct of interest and the number of classifiers can be 
drastically reduce. 

to be more specific, defining which positions are a 
conflict of interest and which not. Not only Team 
Doctor, but National Team Coach, by example. Can a 
classifier  classify for his/her national championships? 
Can a classifier advise in classification matter to 
his/her federation or NPC? Are such things a conclict 
of interest? Is so, who will remain as classifier? Which 
NPC will support someone to become a classifier if 
once they get certify they cannot work or even help 
the NPC?

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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6.2.5 how to deal with classifiers with different roles on different 
events??

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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6.2.5 "Judge or other official" "Referee or other official"
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6.2.5 See comments of Art. 3.5.5 of the code Comment 
Indicate the possibility for a classifier, if he is not 
assigned to an official classification task, to have 
another function on an event (judge, doctor ...)

Add an article
International Federations must have a process for 
managing actual, perceived or potential Conflicts of 
I t tInternational Standard of Classification Personnel 

and Training 
6.2.5 

Accompanying 
Comment 

Classifier Code of Conduct - Roles & Responsibilities
We disagree with this article and the example given in the 
accompanying comment. "A Classifier must not hold any sport 
related responsibility within a team, such as a team doctor, 
regardless of whether that team is competing at the relevant 
competition.". 

An Irish Classifier would be perfectly placed to classify at an Asia 
or America Zonal Championships and still have a role within the 
Irish Team. Similarly an American Classifier would be well placed 
to classify at an Asian or European Zonal Championships and 
have a role with their national team. 

We see it as beneficial for Technical Classifiers in particular to 
have a day-to-day involvement in their sport. Without up to date 
technical knowledge it is impossible to be an effective Technical 
Classifiers.

We don't feel this Article and the accompanying comment are an 
effectivemeans for addressing Conflicts of Interest within 
classification.

Recommend Rewrite of Article and Removal of 
Accompanying Comment
"6.2.5: Classifiers must not be accredited within any other 
role other than as a Classifier or assume any other role 
when acting as a Classifier at a Competition."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.2.5. See comments of Art. 3.5.5. of the code
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Article 6.2.5 
and 
accompanying 
comment 

Classifier Code of Conduct

We disagree with this article and the second sentence in the 
accompanying comment. 

A British Classifier would be perfectly placed to classify at 
an Asia or America Continental Championships and still 
have a role with the British Team. Similarly an American 
Classifier would be well placed to classify at an Asian or 
European Continental Championships and have a role with 
their national team. 

We see it as beneficial for Technical Classifiers in particular 
to have a day-to-day involvement in their sport.

The word "avoid" in the comment is unhelpful. 

We don't see this Article and the accompanying comment as 
an effective method for addressing Conflicts of Interest.

Recommend rewrite of Article and the deletion of the 
accompanying comment:

"6.2.5 Classifiers must only ever be accredited as a 
Classifier at a Competition. Classifiers must not 
assume any other role when acting as a Classifier at a 
Competition."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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comment to 
6.2.5

Classifier must not hold any sport related responsibility 
within a team…regardless of whether that team is 
competing

I'm not sure that this is realistic, as many classifiers 
are classifying because they are involved with the 
sport.  Some are team doc, some are team managers.  
The Classifier code of conduct will allow them to 
classify if their team is not there/competing

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment to 
Article 6.2.5.

We run out of skillful classifiers if they can´t have any other 
roles within the sport

Further, a classifier must not hold any sport related 
responsibility within the team, such as a team doctor, 
at competitions where they are acting as classifiers

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.2.6 - NEW Classifiers should not be publicly discus an athletes 
classification.  

Maintain strict confidentiality surrounding athlete 
classification with information being restricted to the 
Classification panel and the NPC.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

NEW - add 6.2.6 Classifiers should not publicly discus an athlete's classification.  Maintain strict confidentiality surrounding athlete classification 
with information being restricted to the respective Classification 
panel that evaluated the athlete and the respective NPC.
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6.2.7 Classifers should not discuss the results or issues  of the 
athletes classification with members of other classification 
panels to insure an impartial panel for protest procedures.

Discussion between classification panels are 
prohibited until after the Protest period has expired, 
ir order to ensure an impartial panel should a Protest 
occur.

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Comment 6.2 Adds no value Delete comment
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Comment 6.2 Adds no value as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.
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6.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

6.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"
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6.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

general
Sports with multiple EI groups (VI/PI/II) must use classifiers specific 
to each impairment type. 

Use the word must when stating that a classifier must be 
trained with particular relation to the relevant Impairment 
group. 

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Glossary Entry criteria does not make sense "who wish to be act"??
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Glossary Entry criteria does not make sense "who wish to be act"??

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"
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Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"
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Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Purpose It is up to the IF to determine training, qualifications and 
identified

Change to "the purpose is to encourage 
harmonisation….."

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
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Purpose It is up to the IF to determine training, qualifications and 
identified

Change to "the purpose is to encourage 
harmonisation….."
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Title The title of this document is "International Standard of 
Classifier Personnel and Training". The titles of the 
International Standards for the 2007 Code and all the WADA 
International Standards use "for" rather than "of".

Recommend for consistency that all International Standards 
are titled "International Standard for..." 

Recommend amended title:

"International Standard of for Classifier Personnel 
and Training"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Remove the use of the term Para sport throught out all IS 
and replace with sport for persons with a disability

Change to "...sport for persons with a disability"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Classification Personnel 
and Training 

Purpose It is up to the IF to determine training, qualifications and 
identified. It is difficult to understand why any one would 
think that training in one sport would necessarily follow as 
the training method in another. What the IS should be 
interested in is that the IF has a clearly defined training and 
refreshing process for their classifiers.

Change to "the purpose is to encourage 
harmonisation….."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1 The complexity of managing data protection for 
International sport across countries with different laws is 
possibly underestimated in the Standard. It is appreciated 
that the IPC has attempted to clarify this.

No suggestion

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.2 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.3 If national legislation sets higher standards then this IS is 
superfluous

Delete "this International Standard and"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.3 If national legislation sets higher standards then this IS is 
superfluous

Delete "this International Standard and"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

1.3 If national legislation sets higher standards then this IS is 
superfluous

Delete "this International Standard and"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 1 This repeats what is covered in section 1 as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

2 Which Classification Data can be Processed

We understand that one of the main aims of this 
International Standard is to protect the athlete's right to 
receive copies of the results of each classification 
assessment, along with any photography or video footage 
taken as part of the assessment process.

Several IFs regularly deny requests to provide copies of the 
results of the classification assessment as a matter of policy. 
The current wording of the draft does not address this issue.

Recommend additional article:

"2.4 For the purposes of this International Standard, 
Classification Data includes:

- The results of each assessment used to allocate a 
Sport Class
- Any video or photographic footage taken as part of 
Athlete Evaluation
- Any medical information supplied by the Athlete or 
their National Body as part of Athlete Evaluation"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

2.3 Make this a lot simpler Change to "IFs must not process any information that 
is not required for the classification process."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

2.3 Make this a lot simpler Change to "IFs must not process any information that 
is not required for the classification process."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 2 This repeats what is covered in section 2 Delete comment

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 3

We are not comfortable with processing information 
without an athlete’s consent related to an investigation into 
the conduct of that athlete.

e suggest that as part of the consent process 
before an athlete undergoes classification, he or 
she be required to consent to giving investigative 
bodies access to their classification material related 
to IM

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.1 Change to make it clearer Change to "An IF may only process data with the 
written consent of the Athlete and should explain the 
implications of not giving such consent."



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.1 Change to make it clearer Change to "An IF may only process data with the 
written consent of the Athlete and should explain the 
implications of not giving such consent."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 3.2

definition of a minor should be defined and given a date (we 
recommend 18)

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 3.2 Age is a limiter to providing informed consent. 

A specific age should be standardised for when this 
can be given (18 recommended) 

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.3 Not sure that this is legal Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.3 Not sure that this is legal Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.3./3.4. What could be the reasons why athlete is unable to to 
rpovide consent or in which circumstances a classification 
organization may process the data without  an athlete´s 
consent

These points should be written more clear and 
specific and not just in comment. These points are 
unhelpful

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.3 Not sure that this is legal Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.4 Not sure that this is legal Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.4 This point and the comment below seem contradictory to 
previous points. If data must be processed without an 
athlete's consent do the international classificaiton 
standards not apply and only the National laws?

Re-word to clarify. This point is open to 
interreptration and is unclear.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

3.4 Not sure that this is legal Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 3 This repeats what is covered in section 3 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 4

Add: nations/ IFs may provide researchers de-identified 
information, thus removing the need to include researchers 
in the list of classification organisations

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 4

To allow  researchers still have access to all of the 
information that is pertinent to the research but they do not 
have access to information that may identify a specific 
individual.  

add: to allow a national organization or an IF to 
provide information to researchers in the aggregate 
or after having all personal de-identified



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.2 This is not correct - the research will have to comply with the 
requirements of the tertiary institution's ethics committee

Change to "An athlete must provide written consent 
for his or her data to be used for research purposes 
provided that the research project and its publication 
has been approved by the ethics committee of an 
institution of higher learning."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.2 This is not correct - the research will have to comply with the 
requirements of the tertiary institution's ethics committee

Change to "An athlete must provide written consent 
for his or her data to be used for research purposes 
provided that the research project and its publication 
has been approved by the ethics committee of an 
institution of higher learning."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.3 Can be simplified Change to "Any data provided by the athlete for 
research purposes can only be used for that specified 
research."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.3 Can be simplified Change to "Any data provided by the athlete for 
research purposes can only be used for that specified 
research."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.3 Can be simplified Change to "Any data provided by the athlete for 
research purposes can only be used for that specified 
research."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.4 The agreement for consent for research must be a separate 
issue from consent to being classified. 

Sports need to add a separate section for research 
consent. It can not be an implied consent.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.4 This is superfluous Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.4 Last sentence is unclear. Simplify the terms used.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

4.4 This is superfluous Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 4 This repeats what is covered in section 4 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.1 Again, its important to define who the Classification 
Organizations  are

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.1.2 Given that the athlete should give consent before data is 
processed, this is wrong

Change to "the classification data that will be 
processed and stored"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.1.2 Given that the athlete should give consent before data is 
processed, this is wrong

Change to "the classification data that will be 
processed and stored"



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.2 This is contradictory.  If data is held, the athlete has the 
right to see it.  If there is an investigation, the athlete has the 
right to know about the investigation and be given the 
opportunity to cooperate

Delete in full

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.2 Then, I guess the athlete will be informed about that is the 
reason the info has not given to.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

5.2 This is contradictory.  If data is held, the athlete has the 
right to see it.  If there is an investigation, the athlete has the 
right to know about the investigation and be given the 
opportunity to cooperate

Delete in full

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 5.3 comment

problmeatic in relation to specific athletes. We are uncomfortable 
using social media for this purpose. . Social media or websites should 
only be used when notifications of a general nature are being shared 
with athletes involved in a specific sport, and when there are no 
athletes being singled out by name or other forms of personal 
identifying information.  

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 5.3 comment

problematic when relating to a particular athlete as we are 
very uncomfortable with using social media for this 
purpose since other athletes may become aware of the 
notification that has been provided to a specific athlete. 
Social media or websites should only be used when 
notifications of a general nature are being shared with 
athletes involved in a specific sport and no athletes are 
being singled out by name or other forms of personal 
identifying information.  

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 5 This repeats what is covered in section 5 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

article 6 add addional article requireing the sharing of decisions that 
intentional misrepresentation occurred between Ifs, or 
publically (similar to WADA code)

add article

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

6.1.1 Data Security Security safeguards should include volunteers and 
administrative personnel not directly related to the 
act of classification but with the capability of 
accessing to personal information. Any kind of 
signature in an agreement sheet should be fine

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

6.1.2 Without the written approval of the athlete, no third party 
may have access to any data

Delete or re-phrase "get the written approval of the 
athlete before it may release any classification to a 
third party."



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

6.1.2 Without the written approval of the athlete, no third party 
may have access to any data

Delete or re-phrase "get the written approval of the 
athlete before it may release any classification to a 
third party."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1 Concern that athlete classification data and personal information can 
readily be passed from one IF to another IF

Classification Organizations must not disclose Classification 
Data to other Classification Organizations except where such 
disclosures are related to Classification conducted by other such 
Classification Organizations. Any such disclosure may only occur 
if the Athlete has given prior written consent.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1 Not sure that this is legal Delete as it is covered if the new section 6.1.2 is 
included

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1 Not sure that this is legal Delete as it is covered if the new section 6.1.2 is 
included

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1 This point is not clearly explained Maybe another example would be useful.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1./7.2. It is very important for athletes´rights to be sure that this 
personal sensitive data can not be shared between 
organizations or disclose to the third parties without consent 
of an athlete

To share or disclose classification data there need to 
be athlete´s written consent

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.1 Not sure that this is legal Delete as it is covered if the new section 6.1.2 is 
included

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.2 Not sure that this is legal Delete as covered in new 6.1.2

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.2 Not sure that this is legal Delete as covered in new 6.1.2

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

7.2 Not sure that this is legal Delete as covered in new 6.1.2

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 7 This repeats what is covered in section 7 which is largely 
deleted

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8 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  

Recommendation for Consideration                                                  
Further consideration be made about timeframes for 
destroying data. 



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8 Retaining Classification Data                                                
There are concerns about retention of data and 
permanently deleting information where records of 
previous classifications may be destroyed yet might be 
required in the future.

Recommendation for Consideration                                                  
Further consideration be made about timeframes 
for destroying data. 

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.1 Classification Data should be retained until the athlete officially retires 
from the sport (for the purposes of medical review or a protest)

Classification Data will be retained until the athlete officially 
retires from the sport and notification is provided to the IF by the 
NPC of such retirement. If the retention of Classification Data is 
no longer necessary, it must be deleted, destroyed or 

tl  i d

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.1 Retaining Classification Data                                               All 
relevant Classification Data held by an IF in relation to an athletes 
classification should be retained until the athlete officially retires 
from the sport. This ensures all relevant classification data from 
previous classifications are available for the purposes of medical 
review, classification protests and any investigations in relation to 
misconduct during the classification process. There should be an 
extra article to cater for IF retention of Classification Data 
seperate to Other Classification organisations eg. Competition 
Organisers

Recommend Additional Article or Sub Article of 8.1:                                                         
"IFs must ensure that Classification Data will be retained 
until the athlete officially retires from the sport and 
notification is provided to the IF by the NPC of such 
retirement. If the retention of Classification Data is no 
longer necessary, it must be deleted, destroyed or 
permanently anonymised. "

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.1 Classification Data should be retained until the athlete 
officially retires from the sport. For the purposes of medical 
review or a protest.

Classification Data will be retained until the athlete 
officially retires from the sport and notification is 
provided to the IF by the NPC. If the retention is not 
longer…

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.1 Retaining Classification Data                                               
All Classification Data held by an IF in relation to an 
athletes classification should be retained until the athlete 
officially retires from the sport. 
This ensures all relevant classification data from previous 
classifications are available for the purposes of medical 
review, classification protests and any investigations in 
relation to misconduct. 

Recommend additional article:                                                         
8.1.1 IFs must ensure that Classification Data will be 
retained until the athlete officially retires from the 
sport and notification is provided to the IF by the 
NPC of such retirement. If the retention of 
Classification Data is no longer necessary, it must 
be deleted, destroyed or permanently 
anonymised. "



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.2 Comment to Article 8.2                                               Classification 
Systems can change over time which can have an impact on 
Sport Classes where athletes who were previously confirmed will 
need to attend for Review of their Classification. Classification 
Data should be retained throughout the athletes involvement in a 
sport. This ensures all relevant classification data from previous 
classifications are available for the purposes of medical review, 
classification protests and any investigations in relation to 
misconduct during the classification process.

Recommend Remove Comment to Article 8.2:

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.2 if an athlete has an amputation, the medical information is 
not needed to be maintained but if there is a fluctuating 
impairment it may need to be maintained

When there are inconsistencies with requirements for 
different impairments and impairment types, there is 
the chance that needed information may be 
destroyed.  Since the medical documentation is 
required for classification, ALL classification 
documents (including medical documentation) 
should be maintained until the athlete officially 
retires from competition.  This will eliminate any 
confusion and decrease potential for mistakes.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

8.2 Comment to Article 8.2                                               
Classification Systems can change which can have an 
impact on Sport Classes, where athletes who were 
previously confirmed will need to attend for Review of 
their Classification. Classification Data should be retained 
throughout the athletes sporting career. The comment 
indicates that the IF can decide upon when the data is 
destroyed without full consideration as to whether it may 
be required again in the future. 

Remove Comment to Article 8.2

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comments 8 This repeats what is covered in section 8 See above 



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1 Access Rights to Classification Data
This article and the accompanying comment allows IFs to 
"respond" to aan access request for data within 8 weeks. This is a 
very long timeframe in particular if the athlete is the subject of a 
protest or appeal.  

IFs should not be allowed to withhold the data they have of an 
athlete until the timeframe for protests and/or appeals has 
closed

Recommend Additional Article:
"9.1.3 Classification Organisations must have a process in 
place to make Classification Data available if requested 
within a timeframe to allow an athlete to protest or appeal 
the decision."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1 Athlete Request                                                                An NPC or 
NF usually requests this information on behalf of the athlete, 
rather than the athlete directly - 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 or an Athlete Release of 
Information Form)  

Recommend Additional Article:
9.1.4 The process for requesting classification data from 
the IF should be directed through the NPC or NF. In doing 
so, the athlete may consent to their NPC or NF to request 
the classification data on their behalf, both during and out 
of competition through a standard Classification 
Information Release Form

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1 Access Rights to Classification Data

This article and the accompanying comment allows IFs to 
"respond" to a request for data within 8 weeks. Presuming 
that response doesn't necessarily need to include the data 
itself this seems an inordinate length of time - in particular if 
the athlete is the subject of a protest or appeal.  

IFs shouldn't be allowed to withhold the data they have of an 
athlete until the timeframe for protests and/or appeals has 
closed.

Recommend additional article:

"9.1.3 Classification Organisations must have a 
process in place to expedite responses to data 
requests on a case-by-case basis, in particular when 
an athlete is the subject of a protest or appeal."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1. an important point which could be written stronger Athletes have a right to request from a classfication 
organization



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1 Access Rights to Classification Data.
IFs should not be allowed to withhold the data they have 
of an athlete  when there are limited timeframes for 
protests and/or appeals. An athlete and national body 
should have immediate access to the full classification 
data to be able to prepare a protest and/or appeal

Recommend additional article:
9.1.3 Classification Organisations must provide the 
athlete and its national body full Classification 
Data if requested within an appropriate timeframe 
to allow an athlete to protest or appeal the 
decision in accordance with the International 
Standard of Protests and Appeals

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1 Athlete Request                                                                
An national body usually requests this information on 
behalf of the athlete. An 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). 

Recommend additional article:
9.2 The process for requesting classification data 
from the IF should be directed through the athletes 
national body. 
In doing so, the athlete may consent to their 
national body to request the classification data on 
their behalf, both during and out of competition. 
This consent may be sought through the Athlete 
Evaluation Consent Form or an individual 
agreement between the athlete and the athlete's 
national body. 

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.1 This seems to be out of place as all athletes have to be 
classified and therefore it follows that data will be held and 
that at the time of classification, the athlete will be advised 
of the process and his or her rights - so it is superfluous

Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.1 This seems to be out of place as all athletes have to be 
classified and therefore it follows that data will be held and 
that at the time of classification, the athlete will be advised 
of the process and his or her rights - so it is superfluous

Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 9.1.2

Problmeatic is allowing an organization to take up to eight weeks to 
provide an athlete with a copy of the classification data it has on file. 
Especially if the athlete is looking into gathering information relating 
to an appeal. 

regulations should be modified to ensure timely processing 
in such cases



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.2 Relevant Classification Data                                               What is 
relevant classification data? The article isn't clear that the athlete 
has the right to access all the classification data relating to their 
classification assessment.

Athletes should have a right to full copies of all classification 
paperwork. IFs must provide full copies of Classification 
Paperwork on request at the conclusion of the classification 
process and/or competition

Recommend Reword Article:
9.1.2 A copy of the full classification data held by the 
classification organisation (if such a copy is requested it 
should be provided within a reasonable timeframe in line 
Protest and/or Appeal deadlines).

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.2 Combine with the sentence in 9 and the athlete has the right 
to all data held on him or her

Combine with the intro sentence in 9

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection 9.1.2

allows an organization to take up to eight weeks to provide 
an athlete with a copy of the classification data it has on 
file about that specific athlete. This timeframe may be 
inappropriate especially in circumstances where an athlete 
has appealed a classification decision and is looking to 
obtain copies of the notes or other materials generated by 
a classifier during the classification process.

There should be some flexibility built into the eight 
week time frame to allow for both eventualities.

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.2 Relevant Classification Data                                               
An athlete has the right to access all the classification 
data relating to their classification assessment, meaning a 
right to access full copies of all classification paperwork.

Recommend change to article:
9.1.2 A copy of the full classification data held by 
the classification organisation should be provided 
within a reasonable timeframe. 

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

9.1.2 Combine with the sentence in 9 and the athlete has the right 
to all data held on him or her

Combine with the intro sentence in 9

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment This repeats what is covered in section 9 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Question Is an athlete has an Impairment that does not allow him to 
comply with the rules and an exception due to anatomical 
limitation has been granded, to what extent can this be 
published? TDs will need to be informed of the exception for 
these athletes and this information needs to be centrally 
located  i e  on the website

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment This repeats what is covered in section 9 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 1 This repeats what is covered in section 1 Delete comment

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 2 This repeats what is covered in section 2 Delete comment



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 3 This repeats what is covered in section 3 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 4 This repeats what is covered in section 4 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 5 This repeats what is covered in section 5 Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comment 7 This repeats what is covered in section 7 which is largely 
deleted

Delete

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Comments 8 This repeats what is covered in section 8 Delete both comments

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

General This whole IS is repeating national legislation and the 
essentials are in the draft Code.  The comments are not 
necessary as they repeat what is in the IS.

Delete the articles from 2 on and replace with a 
summary of national legislation: that personal data is 
medical information, personal information including 
date of birth, that the information will be kept 
confidential, requesting and keeping the information 
requires the athlete's written consent (or that of a 
guardian), the athlete has the right to see it and 
correct it and THAT IS ALL

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

It is not about data being used properly but that the data is 
appropriately protected

Change "… is to ensure the personal and medical 
data is protected in terms of the standards 
established by national legislation where the data are 
stored."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

General This whole IS is repeating national legislation and the 
essentials are in the draft Code.  The comments are not 
necessary as they repeat what is in the IS.

Delete the articles from 2 on and replace with a 
summary of national legislation: that personal data is 
medical information, personal information including 
date of birth, that the information will be kept 
confidential, requesting and keeping the information 
requires the athlete's written consent (or that of a 
guardian), the athlete has the right to see it and 
correct it and THAT IS ALL



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification Data                                                               This 
definition of Classification Data doesn't include the data an IF 
creates when an athlete undergoes classification.                                                          
Classification Data should not be limited to that information which 
has been provided by an Athlete, National Body and/or Third 
Party but must include the results of each assessment that makes 
up the athlete evaluation process including any classifier notes 
taken on the athlete during the classification evaluation process. 
Athletes should be granted full access to their own Classification 
Data

RecommendRewording Article:                                                                   
"Classification Data: Personal Information and/or 
Sensitive Personal Information provided by an Athlete 
and/or a National Body and/or a Third Party to a 
Classification Organization, or produced as an outcome of 
the Athlete Evaluation process and/or in connection with 
Classification."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification data should only refer to data provided by the 
athlete.  If a third party, including a national body, provides 
information it is to do with a protest which will be dealt with 
in a transparent process

Delete "and/or a National Body and/or a Third Party"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification personnel must surely include classifiers??? Add classifiers, head of classification, chief classifier 
etc

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary As personal information will be held only for athletes who 
have been classified, the reference to athlete support 
personnel can be deleted

Delete reference to athlete support personnel in the 
definition of classification information

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Research purposes is defined in the first part and the 
examples of impact on this and that is irrelevant

Delete "Movement, including the impact of 
Impairment and Activity Limitation on sport 
performance and the impact of assistive technology 
on such performance"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification personnel must surely include classifiers??? Add classifiers, head of classification, chief classifier 
etc

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary As personal information will be held only for athletes who 
have been classified, the reference to athlete support 
personnel can be deleted

Delete reference to athlete support personnel in the 
definition of classification information

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Research purposes is defined in the first part and the 
examples of impact on this and that is irrelevant

Delete "Movement, including the impact of 
Impairment and Activity Limitation on sport 
performance and the impact of assistive technology 
on such performance"



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Glossary: Classification Data

This definition of Classification Data doesn't include the 
data an IF creates when an athlete undergoes classification. 

We assume that this is an oversight and that this 
International Standard is designed to protect the athlete's 
right to receive copies of the results of each classification 
assessment and any photography or video footage taken as 
part of the assessment process.

Recommend rewrite definition of Classification Data 
in the Glossary of this IS (additional wording 
underlined):

"Classification Data: Personal Information and/or 
Sensitive Personal Information provided by an 
Athlete and/or a National Body and/or a Third Party 
to a Classification Organization, or produced as an 
outcome of the Athlete Evaluation process and/or in 
connection with Classification."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification Data                                                               
Definition needs to include  the results of each assessment 
that makes up the athlete evaluation process including 
any classifier notes taken on the athlete during the 
classification evaluation process. Athletes should be 
granted full access to their own Classification Data.

Recommend change to article:                                                                   
"Classification Data: Personal Information and/or 
Sensitive Personal Information provided by an 
Athlete and/or a National Body and/or a Third 
Party to a Classification Organization, and data 
produced through the Athlete Evaluation process 
and/or in connection with Classification."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification data should only refer to data provided by the 
athlete.  If a third party, including a national body, provides 
information it is to do with a protest which will be dealt with 
in a transparent process

Delete "and/or a National Body and/or a Third Party"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Classification personnel must surely include classifiers??? Add classifiers, head of classification, chief classifier 
etc

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary As personal information will be held only for athletes who 
have been classified, the reference to athlete support 
personnel can be deleted

Delete reference to athlete support personnel in the 
definition of classification information

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Glossary Research purposes is defined in the first part and the 
examples of impact on this and that is irrelevant

Delete "Movement, including the impact of 
Impairment and Activity Limitation on sport 
performance and the impact of assistive technology 
on such performance"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

2nd para It is more likely that the need for classification drives the 
need for data rather than the Code

Change "For the athlete to be classified, certain 
medical and personal data is required by the IF…"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

introduction Classification Organizations (CO) need to be explained: who 
are they? 

Define the Comissions or organizations that will be 
able to belong to these Classification Organizations

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Purpose The purpose of this Standard should not only be about how 
Classification Organisations store and use classification data. The 
purpose of this IS should also be  to support the athletes rights in 
relation to accessing their classification data held by an IF or 
National Classification Organisation. The purpose should reflect 
that every athlete who 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. 

There are a number of IFs that currently do not provide this 
information to athletes, even once requested.                                                                                                   
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. 

Recommendation;                                                                                  
The IPC take steps to clearly communicate within the 
purpose of this Standard the rights of the athlete to have 
access to their own classification data held by IFs and 
National Classification Organisations.                                            

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Purpose Again (noted in the October comments) there is 
classification organisation - should be changed to IF to 
maintain consistency with the draft Code and IS

Change "classification organisation" to "IF" 
throughout the document

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Purpose Again (noted in the October comments) there is 
classification organisation - should be changed to IF to 
maintain consistency with the draft Code and IS

Change "classification organisation" to "IF" 
throughout the document

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Purpose It is not about data being used appropriately but that the 
data is appropriately protected

Change "… is to ensure the personal and medical 
data is protected in terms of the standards 
established by national legislation where the data are 
stored."



International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

It is not about data being used properly but that the data is 
appropriately protected

Change "… is to ensure the personal and medical 
data is protected in terms of the standards 
established by national legislation where the data are 
stored."

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "...sport for persons with a disability"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Classification Data 
Protection

Purpose Again (noted in the October comments) there is 
classification organisation - should be changed to IF to 
maintain consistency with the draft Code and IS

Change "classification organisation" to "IF" 
throughout the document

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

1.2 0 Delete this section as it is the decision of the IF.  If it 
is retained, change to "International Federations 
should ensure that their relevant sport governance 
rules (including but not limited to their Classification 
Rules) provide…."

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

1.2 If this IS in not deleted then the following comments need to 
be considered This undermines the governance of the IF by 
an outside party binding the IF to do something which 
should be decided by the IF membership

Delete this section as it is the decision of the IF.  If it 
is retained, change to "International Federations 
should ensure that their relevant sport governance 
rules (including but not limited to their Classification 
Rules) provide "

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

1.3 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" in both instances

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

1.3 If this IS in not deleted then the following comments need to 
be considered The IF should do this in terms of its internal 
governance but as the organisation responsible for its 
technical rules, this is the decision of the IF

Change "must" to "should" in both instances

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2 and 5.2.3 General Comment
Clarity is required in these articles to stipulate that the 
health condition must lead to a Permanent Eligible 
Impairment

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "are required" to "should" 



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2 Do we agree that the National Body must initiate the 
process? It is reasonable for the National Body to sign off on 
the athlete request for assessment but nothing futher.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.1 It is probably the athlete him or herself who initiates the 
process.  There is no national body - it is a national 
federation

Change "an athlete should approach his or her 
national federation to begin the classification 
process"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF

Change "are required" to "should" 

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.1 It is probably the athlete him or herself who initiates the 
process.  There is no national body - it is a national 
federation

Change "an athlete should approach his or her 
national federation to begin the classification 
process"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.2 More information needs to be added to the end of this paragraph 
to make it clearer.

Add: in advance and prior to an athlete presenting for 
Athlete Evaluation in front of a classification panel. Each 
IF will determine the timelines for medical information to 
be submitted.It must be noted or acknowledged that for 
some developing NFs it is not affordable or available to 
access Visual testing and Cognitive testing assessments 
due to availability and cost.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.2 Add after the IF HoC: or designated senior classifier". It may not always be the 
HoC particularly if they are not a classifier or medical 
expert.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.2 and 2.2.3 Change order so 2.2.3 comes first.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.3 Establishing Eligible Impairment                                               
Currently there is no consistentcy around either the Timeframes 
or Type of Documentation required acrossIFs. There should be 
consistency across all sports around this area. Recommend IPC 
develop Model of Best Practise around this.

Recommendation:                                                                                        
IPC develop a Model of Best Practise for Timeframes and 
Type of Documentation required to establish if an athlete 
has an Eligible Impairment.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.3 The information is the athlete's and should be provided by 
the athlete not the national federation which is a third party 
in terms of data protection

Change to "The athlete should provide…so that the 
IF Head of Classification can consider if the athlete 
has one or more…."

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.3 The information is the athlete's and should be provided by 
the athlete not the national federation which is a third party 
in terms of data protection

Change to "The athlete should provide…so that the 
IF Head of Classification can consider if the athlete 
has one or more…."



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.3 Add Again to the IF HoC "or designated senior classifier". It may 
not always be the HoC particularly if they are not a classifier or 
medical expert.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.2.4 Add Again to the IF HoC "or designated senior classifier". It may 
not always be the HoC particularly if they are not a classifier or 
medical expert.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 reference to 2.2 instead of 5.2.  Delegate any of the 
responsabilities - add "of the Head of Classification"

channge numbering, add "Head of Classification"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 Error - Wrong article referenced within the text. Should read 
2.2, not 5.2

An international federation may delegate any 
reponsibilities described in Article 2.2  to a 
classification panel

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 Establishing Eligible Impairment

"2.3 An International Federation may delegate any of the 
responsibilities described in Article 5.2 to a Classification 
Panel."

We assume this is a type-o and should refer to Article 2.2

Recommend rewrite (amendment underlined):

"2.3 An International Federation may delegate any of 
the responsibilities described in Article 2.2 to a 
Classification Panel."

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 …responsibilities decribed in article 5.2 I think this should be article 2.2

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 The number used 5.2 referring to the precedent article 
seems to be an error 

Ensure correct numbering :

An IF may delegate any of the responsabilitites 
described in article 2.2 to a Classification Panel.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.4 There may be additional information required by the IF 
including seeing the athlete in person before deciding if the 
athlete is NE

Change "must designate" to "may designate …. that 
sport in terms of the IF's rules."

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.4 There may be additional information required by the IF 
including seeing the athlete in person before deciding if the 
athlete is NE

Change "must designate" to "may designate …. that 
sport in terms of the IF's rules."

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

2.3 Add a 2.3.1 An IF may request more medical information from the NF 
so as to determine eligibility.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment 2 It is the decision of the IF how to proceed with eligible 
impairments and most allow the athlete to be seen and 
given the benefit of the doubt.  For ITTF, documentation is 
considered only in 10% of athletes as the onsite 
classification process is critical

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment 2 It is the decision of the IF how to proceed with eligible 
impairments and most allow the athlete to be seen and 
given the benefit of the doubt.  For ITTF, documentation is 
considered only in 10% of athletes as the onsite 
classification process is critical

Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3 Eligible Impairments and Commonly Associated Health 
Conditions

It would be useful for the Paralympic Movement  if this 
International Standard clearly stated why those 10 
impairments are eligible and why the 11 impairments listed 
are non eligible. 

i.e. What characteristics do the 10 eligible impairments 
share? They're permanent, measurable and have 

th l i l 

Recommend additional article (additional text 
underlined):

"3.1 An Eligible Impairment in the Paralympic 
Movement must be permanent, measurable and have 
a pathological cause.

3.2 The following are Eligible Impairment in the 
Paralympic Movement..." 

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3 and 4 What happens with present athletes classified prior to 2017 
with MS and other minor syndromes? ( Article 4.0/ 5.0).

Similar as above.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3 there aren't any  mention related to those impairments must 
to be  permanent. 

I suggest that the word "PERMANENT" need to be 
included.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1 It is always possible that impairments eligible in the 
Paralympic Movement are different in an sport specific area 
and flexibility for the IF should be allowed.  For example, on 
reading this, it indicates that visual impairment may have to 
be considered by some IFs

Change to "the following include eligible 
impairments…. as defined by each IF"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1 It is always possible that impairments eligible in the 
Paralympic Movement are different in an sport specific area 
and flexibility for the IF should be allowed.  For example, on 
reading this, it indicates that visual impairment may have to 
be considered by some IFs

Change to "the following include eligible 
impairments…. as defined by each IF"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.1 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.1. Include Multiple Sclerosis as condition for Impaired Mucle 
Power

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment 3 As this refers to examples which are not exhaustive, the 
examples in the sections 3.1.1 to 10 should be deleted and 
the comment thus deleted

Delete



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.2 Under 'Eligible Impairments' there is mention of non-eligible 
condition such as pain. This makes this section confusing. 
This section should only make mention to eligible 
impairments, as the title suggests.

Delete any mention of non-eligibility from 3.1.2. and 
give fuller explanation un the Section 4 (Non-Eligibile 
Impairments). This will avoid confusion.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.2 Good to have the issue of limited ROM due to pain discussed 
but in reality can be very difficult to determine with some 
athletes

No suggestion

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.2 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.2 Remove Osteoarthritis as an example in this list - whilst an 
athlete may be NE due to pain with this condition, it is our 
understanding that athletes can deteriorate to the point 
where there is restricted ROM which would make the 
athlete eligible. 

Recommend change to article:
3.1.2 remove example of osteoarthritis from this 
article

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.2 Don't list Osteo Arthritis as not eligible, Yes it is NE due to pain 
but if there is restricted ROM and it is permanent then the athlete 
could be eligible.

Remove example.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.6 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.6. muscle tension muscle tone. 

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.6; 3.1.7 Typo error  "Cerebral palsy" written with capitals, different 
from other health conditions and in 3.1.8.  Need 
consistency.

cerebral palsy 

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.7 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.8 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.1.9 examples include should say examples may include, but are not limited 
to…

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 reference to 3.1 instead of 2.1 Change numbering

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 Question on Implementation for current athletes to comply with 
these new standards once implemented. 
What will  happens withcurrentclassified athletes that have not 
provided medical documentation to confirm Eligible Impairment? 

Recommendation:                                                                                      
IFs provide some transition document and process to all 
NFs on how the CODE will be implemented and provide 
notice on the transition plan as there may be some 
athletes will be classified out not meeting this new Eligible 
Impairment Criteria



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 What happens with present "C" classified athletes that has 
not provided medical documention

Ensure that all present classified athletes has 
medical records if not to placed under "R" or "RD" 
class

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 Question on Implementation for current athletes to comply 
with these new  standards once implemented. 
What will  happens with present "C" classified athletes that 
have not been provided medical documentation? 

Recommendation to have IFs provide some transition 
document and process to all NFs on how the CODE 
will be implemented and provide plenty of notice on 
the transition plan as there may be some athletes will 
be classified out not meeting this new Minimum 
Eligibility Requirements, which could be a huge risk 
internationally knowing profile of athletes if not 
managed appropriately.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 General Comment
Guidelines should be provided around implementation for 
current athletes to comply with these new standards 
once implemented, where current athletes have not 
provided any medical diagnostic evidence previously. 
There is a chance that some athletes may be found 
ineligible once they provide medical diagnostic 
evidence

Recommend:                                                                                      
IPC to provide guidelines to IFs in relation to the 
expectations of this standard and general 
guidelines to how the this standard should be 
implemented.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.2 Add to comment This information needs to be submitted in advance and to 
the timeline specified by the IF...

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.3 This is stating the obvious Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

3.3 This is stating the obvious Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment 3 As this refers to examples which are not exhaustive, the 
examples in the sections 3.1.1 to 10 should be deleted and 
the comment thus deleted

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

4.0 & 5.0 What happens with present ahtletes classified prior to 2017 
with MS and other minor syndromes

Ensure that all present classified athletes with MS 
and minor syndromes to placed under "R" or "RD" 
class

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

4.1 Impairment types which are not part of list under 2.1 are 
called Non Eligible Impairment types. Some example are:

Impairment types which are not part of list under 2.1 
are called Non Eligible Impairment types. These lists 
are below:

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

4 and comment If the list is not exhaustive, do not include it as it may be 
detrimental in a legal proceeding and it is covered in 5.1

Delete 4 and the comment



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

4 and comment If the list is not exhaustive, do not include it as it may be 
detrimental in a legal proceeding and it is covered in 5.1

Delete 4 and the comment

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5 Comment: Good to have a list of examples of Health 
conditions that are NE. 

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5 There is no reference in this article stipulating that the health 
condition leading to an eligible impairment "MUST BE 
PERMANENT"

Permanence should be mentioned in article 2 of this 
standard. Should read permanent and of a pathological 
cause.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2 As this is a document applicable to all IFs, it is not 
appropriate to include what the IPC has decided as it is but 
1 of the IFs

Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2 As this is a document applicable to all IFs, it is not 
appropriate to include what the IPC has decided as it is but 
1 of the IFs

Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.1 English is not good. Change "are not leading to" : Conditions "my not lead to "...

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.1 add May not lead to an eligible Impairment if pain is a key 
symptom

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.2 Typo/ spelling error:Ehlers-Dahlos 
Syndrome…..'hypermobility' of hypotonia'

Ehlers Danlos Syndrome…….'hypermobility' or 
'hypotonia'..

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.2 Conversion Disorders states that patients suffer from 
blindness. Why does this symptom not fir the definition of an 
eligible impairment?

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.2 Add a comment to 5.2.2 :  If pain is not the leading symptom for the examples given 
in 5.2.1 and an eligible impairment is presented by a 
health condition that is permanent and of a pathological 
nature, such a health condition may be considered. (for 
example or as a comment, complex regional pain 
syndrome may have ataxia presenting as the key symptom 
and not pain or a loss of muscle power)

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.3 Health conditions that may cause elegible impairment in 
later stages

Of course they are only examples but curiously all of 
them can lead to visual impairment even without 
muscular affection. Virtually any disease can lead 
with time to various kind of impairments, so it would 
be neccesary to assess the athlete as a whole and 
not focusing on any specific body system.



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

5.2.3 Health Conditions, which at early stages do not cause an 
eligible impairment, but in later stages may:

"Ealy stage" and "later stage" is very subjective 
expression. What is these definition "Ealy stage" and 
"later stage".

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment Repeats what is in section 1 Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment Delete as using examples is not appropriate Delete

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment to 
Article 1

General Provisions
The comment to this article says boccia is limited to one 
impairment type but we make it five: impaired muscle power, 
impaired passive range of movement, hypertonia, ataxia and 
athetosis.

Remove reference to Boccia in this comment

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment to 
Article 1

General Provisions

The comment to this article says Boccia is limited to one 
impairment type but we make it five: impaired muscle 
power, impaired passive range of movement, hypertonia, 
ataxia and athetosis

Remove reference to Boccia in this comment

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

General This whole IS can be deleted as it is covered in the policy on 
eligible impairments and repeats much of what is said in the 
IS on athlete evaluation

Delete the whole IS

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

General This whole IS can be deleted as it is covered in the policy on 
eligible impairments and repeats much of what is said in the 
IS on athlete evaluation

Delete the whole IS

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment Repeats what is in section 1 as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Comment Delete as using examples is not appropriate as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

General This whole IS can be deleted as it is covered in the policy on 
eligible impairments and repeats much of what is said in the 
IS on athlete evaluation

Delete the whole IS

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Glossary There is none Add

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"



International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Purpose Minimum Impairment Criteria is used throughout. Is this now 
the recognised term instead of MDC?

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Purpose The same standards across IFs is restrictive and should be 
similar

Change "same" to "similar"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Title The title of this document is "International Standard of 
Eligible Impairments". The titles of the International 
Standards for the 2007 Code and all the WADA International 
Standards use "for" rather than "of".

Recommend for consistency that all International Standards 
are titled "International Standard for " 

Recommend amended title:

"International Standard of for Eligible Impairments"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Intro 1st para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

If this IS in not deleted then the following comments need to 
be considered: Paralympic sport vs Para sport

Change to "...sport for persons with a disability"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

If this IS in not deleted then the following comments need to 
be considered IS should be flexible and encouraged

Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard of Eligible 
Impairments

Purpose If this IS in not deleted then the following comments need to 
be considered The same standards across IFs is restrictive 
and should be similar

Change "same" to "similar"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 1.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 1.1 The IF should do this in terms of its internal governance but 
as the organisation responsible for its technical rules, this is 
the decision of the IF.

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.1 Why can an athletes Sport Class Status not be Protested - If an IF 
allocates a status of Confirmed when an athlete is either new, 
young or has a progressive condition inline with Article 5.4 of the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation then in this case a 
Confirmed Status should not be given

Recommendation:                                                                                                 
If there has been incorrect procedure to allocate a certain 
Classification Status then should an athlete should be 
allowed to question that.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.1 I don't understand the difference between the two situations 
outlined in this statement. 

Re-write and simplify.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.2 Protest Definitions                                                                If an 
athlete is deemed not eligible by a First Panel and has to undergo 
asssessment by a Second Panel, then the athlete should have the 
right to outline their argument where they feel there has been any 
error in the first panel in making the decision of Not Eligible.

Recommendation Additional Article:                                                                          
2.2.1 Where an athlete has been made Not Eligible by a 
First Panel and is to undergo Assessment by a Second 
Panel they have the right to submit further documentation 
and outline where any errors were made during their first 
assessment.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.2 It seems unfair that an Athlete can be allocated Sport Class 
NE at the stage of assessing Eligible Impairment with no 
right to any recourse. As this is a paper based stage and it is 
likely to be the stage at which difficult medical questions re 
diagnosis etc. arise, safeguards against incorrect allocation 
of Sport Class NE at this stage are needed. If no right to 
Protest is permitted, at minimum it should be clear that an 
Athlete can re-submit new evidence of an Eligible 
Impairment or further medical research etc. about their 
condition at any time.

The comments also refer to an Athlete's "automatic re-
evaluation" however Article 8.5 of the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation uses the terminology 
"second assessment". We suggest there should be 
consistency in language used.

Amend the provision to allow for a Protest where an 
Athlete is ruled NE at the stage of assessing Eligible 
Impairment.

If the IPC does not agree that a Protest should be 
allowed at this stage, it should be clear  that an 
Athlete can re-submit new evidence of an Eligible 
Impairment or further medical research etc. about 
their condition at any time.

Replace references to "automatic re-evaluation" with 
"second assessment".

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.2 Protest Definitions                                                                
If an athlete is deemed not eligible by a First Panel and 
has to undergo asssessment by a Second Panel, then the 
athlete should have the right to outline their argument 
where they feel there has been any error in the first panel 
in making the decision of Not Eligible.

Recommendation Additional Article:                                                                          
2.2.1 Where an athlete has been made Not Eligible 
by a First Panel and is to undergo Assessment by a 
Second Panel they have the right to submit further 
documentation and outline where any errors were 
made during their first assessment.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.2 Comment The material starting from- If a Classification Panel allocates 
Sport Class NE because the athlete does not comply with 
Minimum Impairment Criteria, this is subject to a re-
evaluation if the athlete elects to have such a further 
evaluation. No protest is therefore necessary. An athlete can 
waive this automatic re-evaluation but if so would not be 
allowed to make a Protest thereafter

--- this should be attached to 2.2 and not as a 
comment.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.3 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.3 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.4 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.4 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.5 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 2.5 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 3 & 4 Terminology - National Body                                                                         

National Body is referenced throughout IS for Protests and 
Appeals. This term needs to be clarified.

The term "National Body" is never defined, not mentioned in the 
Code itself.

Recommendation:                                                                                                    
Either:
Add a definition of "National Body" to the Glossary;

or

Replace all references to "National Body" with "NPC 
and/or NF".

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 3 Reference to the old code is not required and does not add 
anything

Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 3.1 An "Athlete Body" on behalf of the Athlete should have the 
right to Protest where the Athlete's National Body refuses to 
do so. (See further General comment on the IPC 
Classification Code above).

Allow for a protest by an "Athlete Body" on behalf of 
the Athlete where the Athlete's National Body 
refuses to do so

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 3.1.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation" an add "on behalf 
of the athlete"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 3.1.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation" an add "on behalf 
of the athlete"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 3 Reference to the old code is not required and does not add 
anything

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4 The clause indicates that only an IF can protest an athlete 
not a Nation. This is in directly weaking Nations abilities to 
protest. This is an attempt to "stone wall" Nations input.

Allow Nations to directly protest classification issues

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4 If we are taking away the ability for an NPC to protest 
against another NPC, it needs further guidence in how to get 
the IF to protest.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4  Lack of details on the process between a Nations raising to 
the IF an issue that the IF would be protesting on.  It is 
acknowledged under note 4.5 but no clear process in place. 

Athlete should be under review until at least 1st 
major event such as World Championships or 
Paralympic Games due to several reasons such as 
years of injury, training status, ability for other 
nations to see athlete, change in function etc  What 
about ability to protest changes in medical conditions 
which affects functions? 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 Comment provides clarity on situations where athlete may need to 

protest themselves via the IF.  Second sentence confuses the intent of 
the clause as currently written. Delete it and let the comment provide the 
information about these special circumstances

A National Body may make a Protest on behalf of an Athlete. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 Covered in 3.1.1 Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1
                                                    

sentence of Article confuses the intent of the Article as currently 
written. Comment provides clarity on situations where athlete 
may need to protest themselves via the IF.  Delete second 
sentence of Article and let the comment provide the information 

Recommend Rewrite Article:                                                                    
A National Body may make a Protest on behalf of an 
athlete. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 Clarification needed: An athlete must not make a protest 
without the authorization of the International Federation.  
The explanation attempts to clarify, but should be more 
clearly stated in standard.

……an athlete entered as an individual without the 
authorization of the International Federation. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 The wording of the comment to 4.1 is unclear, in that it 
"specifies that a National Body, and not an Athlete, must 
make a Protest" but also states that International 
Federations "may make provisions for Athletes to make 
'direct' Protests".

Review 4.1 and clarify that (i) an Athlete may make 
'direct' Protests in certain circumstances; and (ii) set 
out what these circumstances are.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 This section indicates there is a provision for an athlete to 
make a protest via the International Federation under 
certain circumstances. It reads that at events where 
National Body's aren't present that athletes can make a 
protest. This section is somewhat unclear and requires 
better clarification

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.1 Covered in 3.1.1 Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.1 Delete as no athlete competes without the sanction of their 

NF
Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.1 Delete as no athlete competes without the sanction of their 
NF

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.2 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.2 in the comment: this not applly to Athletes assigned a FRD Athletes with a Fixed Review Date should be granted 

the right to protest their classification
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.2 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.2 Operational and should not be included here Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment to 4.2 This does not apply to athletes who have been designated 

with a fixed date review - Designated with FDR after 
classification? Why not?

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.2 Operational and should not be included here as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 National Body Protests
This article limits National Body Protests to being made only at a 
Competition. This completely contradicts Article 14.6 (Athlete 
Evaluation at a Non-Competition Venue) of the IS for Athlete 
Evaluation which gives National Bodies the opportunity to make a 
Protest at a Non-Competition Venue. 

Recommendation:                                                                              
Remove this article

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 Why does the National Body have to make a protest at a 

competition?
In an individual sport the national body is unlikely to 
be present at tournaments. 



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 National Body Protests

This article limits National Body Protests to being made only 
at a Competition. This completely contradicts Article 14.6 
(Athlete Evaluation at a Non-Competition Venue) of the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation which gives 
National Bodies the opportunity to make a Protest at a Non-
Competition Venue. 

Remove this article

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 This article limits the possibility for a national body to 
protest at a competition. It's in contradiction with the article 
14.6 of the IS for athlete evaluation which gives the 
opportunity to a national body protest at a non competition 
venue.

Rewrite this article to be in compliance with IS for 
athete evaluation.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 National Body Protests
This article indicates that a National Body Protests may 
only be  at a Competition. This contradicts Article 14.6 
(Athlete Evaluation at a Non-Competition Venue) of the 
IS for Athlete Evaluation which gives National Bodies the 
opportunity to make a Protest at a Non-Competition 
Venue.  Clarity is required around this area. 

Recommendation:                                                                              
Greater clarity is required as to whether protests 
may also be made where classification is held at a 
Non-Competition Venue. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.3 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 IF must define and publish process for how a National Body formally 

requests IF protest on an athlete from another National Body.
A National Body may not make a Protest in respect of the Sport 
Class of any Athlete who is under the jurisdiction of another 
National Body. If a National Body believes there are grounds for 
a Protest in respect of the Sport Class allocated to such an 
Athlete it may request its International Federation to make a 
Protest as provided for in this Standard. The International 
Federation must establish and publish the process for how such 
requests are to be made and subsequently addressed.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 National Body Protests                                                             IF 
           

                                                                                    
4.5 A National Body may not make a Protest in respect of 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 NF Replace "body" with "federation"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 This provision allows for a National Body to request its 
International Federation to make a Protest in respect of the 
Sport Class of any Athlete under the jurisdiction of another 
National Body. It would be helpful to set out the procedures 
for submitting, and timeframes for the International 
Federation to consider, such a request.  There should also 
be an obligation on the International Federation to properly 
consider such requests   

Clarify the procedure by which a National Body may 
request its International Federation to make a Protest 
and an obligation on the International Federation to 
properly consider such a request.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 Query regarding 'A National Body may not make a Protest in 
respect of the Sport Class of any Athlete who is under the 
jurisdiction of another National Body.'    Moreover this 
section is confusing and complicated.

Why not??

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 IF must define a process outlining how a national body can 
protest through the IF on an athlete from another national 
body

Complete this article 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 National Body Protests                                                             
IF must clarify a  process for how a National Body formally 
requests IF Protest on an athlete from another National 
Body. There is also no recognistion in this article that 
evidence is required for such protests in order to reduce 
the chances of tactical protests being raised

Recommend additional articles:                                                                                  
4.5.1 The International Federation must establish 
and publish the process for National Bodies to 
request an International Federation to make a 
protest and how the IF will address the request. This 
process must also establish what evidence must be 
provided by National Bodies for the request to be 
considered by the IF. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.5 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.5 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.5 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 

necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6 National Body Protests                                                  Minimum 
timeframes should be put forward as recommendations - in some 
instances the timeframe for protests is too short and unrealistic to 
write a protest within that time frame.

Recommendation:                                                                                                   
4.6.1 Minimum timeframes should be included                                            
*1 Hour following Athlete Evaluation                                                             
*1 Hour Following First Appearance

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6 An IF must designate the timeframes for in Competition 
protests

IFs must not penalise if an athlete is not present in 
the venue because he has gone to have lunch or rest 
after a session. For some athletes with an impairment 
the routines and the rest times are really essential for 
their health and competition performances.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6-4.7 Do we want protests at competitions?
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6 National Body Protests                                                  

Minimum timeframes should be put forward in the Code - 
in some IF Classification Rules,  the timeframe for protests 
is too short and unrealistic to write a protest within that 
time frame.

Recommendation:                                                                                                   
4.6.1 Minimum timeframes for a national body to 
make a protest shall be:                                      
4.6.1.1 1 Hour following Athlete Evaluation                                                             
4.6.1.2 1 Hour Following First Appearance

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.6 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.6 States the obvious Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.6 States the obvious as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 

necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.7 NF.  In some sports, if an athlete is not permitted to 
compete and undergo observation, it is unfair to the other 
athletes as they are not able to compete e.g. in groups or it 
may mean the cancellation of an event after the players 
have paid to get there.  It also has the impact of skewing 
rating points.  In any case, the observation may clarify issues

Replace "body" with "federation".  Also change "If a 
Protest is made before First Appearance takes place 
the Athlete MAY not be permitted to compete until 
the Protest has been resolved."

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.7 what happen if the protest is made after First Appearance It is needed to clarify whether a second first 
appearance must to be done or not.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Protests 4.7 States that athletes have to be assigned status on first 
appareance - if this is the case how can a protest be 
submitted? Athlete should be under review until at least 1st 
major event such as World Championships or Paralympic 
Games due to several reasons such as years of injury, 
training status, ability for other nations to see athlete, 
change in function etc

Only assign "C" status after first major event such as 
World Championships and/or Paralympic Games

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 4.7 NF.  Replace "body" with "federation".  Also change "If a 
Protest is made before First Appearance takes place 
the Athlete MAY not be permitted to compete until 
the Protest has been resolved."

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.7 Repetitive Delete



International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 4.7 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5 About protest of athletes with C status All this article refers to the decision of a Classification 
Panel during a competition. Then, it could be 
understable that protests can be made ONLY on 
athletes with entry status N or R. What´s happens 
with the protest of C athletes? It is not clear it 
National Bodies has this opportunity or not.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5 there are any comment about a major supervision of 
protests submitted.

I suggest  that all the protest submited should be 
supervised by  IF

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1 National Body Protest Procedure                                          Any 
fee that is paid should be returned in full if the Protest is upheld.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                
5.1.4.1  If the classification protest is 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.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1 National Body Protest Procedure                                          

Any fee that is paid should be returned in full if the Protest 
is upheld.

Recommend additional article:                                                                
5.1.4.1  If the classification protest is 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. 
5.1.4.2  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.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1 IF to decide Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.1 and 5.1.2 Should be better phrased Change "the athlete against whom a protest has 

been submitted" and "the decision against which a 
protest has been submitted"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.1 and 5.1.2 Should be better phrased Change "the athlete against whom a protest has 
been submitted" and "the decision against which a 
protest has been submitted"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.3 NF Replace "body" with "federation"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.3 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.4 Protest fee The IPC as governing body for Paralympic Sport 

should stablish a maximun amount for the protest 
fee. Moreover, the Article should specify that in case 
the Protest is resolved in favour of the NPC/Athlete 
the money will be returned  

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.1.4 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 5.1 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 5.1 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.2 Ideal but alllow flexibility Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.2 Ideal but alllow flexibility Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3 Ideal but alllow flexibility.  Some IFs do not always have a 

protest panel at events
Change "must" to "should" and change "specified in 
the IFs rules, the Chief Classifier should conduct a 
review of the Protest if a protest panel is present; if 
not, the protest will be referred to the head of 
classification following which:"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3 Do not agree with this process The extensive competive structure of wheelchair 
tennis makes a protest at a competition impractical. 
Consequently protests are allowed at any time (up to 
one year out from the Paralympic Games). 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3 Ideal but alllow flexibility.  Some IFs do not always have a 
protest panel at events

Change "must" to "should" and change "specified in 
the IFs rules, the Chief Classifier should conduct a 
review of the Protest if a protest panel is present; if 
not, the protest will be referred to the head of 
classification following which:"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.2 NF and the IF should decide what timeframes are practical 

for it
Replace "body" with "federation" and delete "and be 
consistent with this Standard"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.2 NF and the IF should decide what timeframes are practical 
for it

Replace "body" with "federation" and delete "and be 
consistent with this Standard"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.3.2 The Chief Classifier shall appoint a Protest Panel to resolve 
the Protest as soon as is reasonable possible, wich must be 
if practicable at the Competition the Protest was made. 

In those competitions offering only one Classification 
Panel, the athlete will be allocated only R status so 
they will be allowed to protest and/or to complete the 
classification in the next competition they 
participate. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 5.3.5? About the protest fees I recommend include a point which states that the 
fee should be returned in case the protest is resolved 
in favor of the Protest Party. There are no consensus 
actually about that among some Paralympic Sports. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment to 6 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment to 6 Repetitive as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 

necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.2 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.2 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.3.1 The head of classification may change to FDR Add "FDR"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.3.1 The head of classification may change to FDR Add "FDR"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.3.3 remove 'as or' change to '… amended to Sport class status' 
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.4 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 7.4 Repetitive Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.2 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel

This Article makes reference to "provisions relating to the 
appointment of a Classification Panel referred to in the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation". There are no clear 
provisions relating to an appointment of a Classification Panel in 
that International Standard

Recommend Rewrite Article:
A Protest Panel must be appointed by the Head of 
Classification in a manner consistent with the provisions 
relating to the appointment of a Classification Panel 
referred to in the International Standard of Classifier 
Training and Personnel.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.2 IF to decide and the IF's rules should apply Replase "must" with "should" and "the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation" with "IF's rules."



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.2 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel

This Article makes reference to "provisions relating to the 
appointment of a Classification Panel referred to in the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation". There are no 
clear provisions relating to an appointment of a 
Classification Panel in that International Standard. 

We assume the correct reference is the International 
Standard of Classifier Personnel and Training

Recommend rewrite (amended words underlined):

A Protest Panel must be appointed by the Head of 
Classification in a manner consistent with the 
provisions relating to the appointment of a 
Classification Panel referred to in the International 
Standard of Classifier Personnel and Training.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.2 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel
There are no clear provisions relating to an appointment 
of a Classification Panel in theInternational Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation". 

Recommend change to article:
8.2 A Protest Panel must be appointed by the Head 
of Classification in a manner consistent with the 
provisions relating to the appointment of a 
Classification Panel referred to in the International 
Standard of Classifier Training and Personnel.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.2 IF to decide and the IF's rules should apply Replase "must" with "should" and "the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation" with "IF's rules."

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.3 IF to decide and NF Change "must" to "should" and replace "body" with 
"federation"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.3 IF to decide and NF Change "must" to "should" and replace "body" with 
"federation"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.3 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main article

Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.3 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main article

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.5 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel                           
Discussion with the Chief Classifier or the Previous Panel should 
not be conducted till after the Protest Panel has completed any 
Athlete Evaluation. 

Recommend Rewrite Article:                                                                                               
8.5 The Protest Panel will conduct Athlete Evaluation in 
respect of the Protested Athlete according to the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation. The Protest 
Panel may make enquires of the Classification Panel that 
made the Protested Decision and the Chief Classifier 
following the completion of Athlete Evaluation, if such 
enquiries will enable the Protest Panel tomake a decisoin 
of classification in a fair and transparent manner. In 
addition, it may seek medical, sport, technical or scientific 
expertise in its conduct of Athlete Evaluation. These 
enquiries and requests and their outcomes shall be 
shared with the Athlete.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.5 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel                           
Given the seriousness of a protest, in fairness for the 
athlete, discussion with the Chief Classifier or the Previous 
Panel should not be conducted till after the Protest Panel 
has completed any Athlete Evaluation. 

Recommend change to aticle:                                                                                               
8.5 The Protest Panel will conduct Athlete 
Evaluation in respect of the Protested Athlete 
according to the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. The Protest Panel may make enquires 
of the Classification Panel that made the Protested 
Decision and the Chief Classifier following the 
completion of Athlete Evaluation, if such enquiries 
will enable the Protest Panel tomake a decisoin of 
classification in a fair and transparent manner. In 
addition, it may seek medical, sport, technical or 
scientific expertise in its conduct of Athlete 
Evaluation. These enquiries and requests and their 
outcomes shall be shared with the Athlete.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.5 States the obvious Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.5 States the obvious see above
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.7 This Article is overly absolute and does not recognise the 

right to Appeal or right to a Medical Review.
Amend provision to include or cross-refer to the right 
to Appeal and the right to request a Medical Review.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.7 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.7 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.7 Not required as will be covered in the IF's rules Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 8.7 Not required as will be covered in the IF's rules as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 

necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.8 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel

Fees - in the event of a National Body Protest being upheld 
the Protest Fee is refunded. This principle is not stated in 
this International Standard.

Recommend additional article:

"8.8 If a National Body Protest is upheld, the 
accompanying Protest Fee is refunded in full."

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 8.8 Resolving a Protest: the Protest Panel

Fees - in the event of a National Body Protest being 
upheld the Protest Fee is refunded. This principle is not 
stated in this International Standard.

Recommend additional article:
8.8 If a National Body Protest is upheld, the 
accompanying Protest Fee is refunded in full.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 9.1.1 What happens if the protest cannot be resolved prior to the 
competition and the athlete breaks records, etc?  Do the 
results stand if the protest is resolved at a later stage with a 
class change?

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 9 Not required as will be covered in the IF's rules Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 9 Not required as will be covered in the IF's rules see above
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10 observation during first appearance is only possible on a 

competition event. What about this when we have 
classification not on an event? 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10 Special Provisions:  It has to be acknowledged that full 
classification process needs to be followed as appropriate in 
terms of the athlete's health condition and impairments.  My 
concern is that it is often not appropriate to resolve a protest 
outside a competition because all 3 steps are not available.

A protest based purely on length measurements are 
the only ones that should be possible to confirmed 
outside a competiiton.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10 If athlete evaluation do not happen at competitions, how 
would countries know the result of the classification and 
when the 1st appearance occurs in order to protest.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10.1 The IF should include this in its rules Replace "accordance with the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation" to "accordance with the IF's 
rules"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10.1 The IF should include this in its rules Replace "accordance with the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation" to "accordance with the IF's 
rules"



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10.2 Special Provisions                                                         Strongly 
against Athlete Evaluation away from Competition being used for 
protest resolution. Many protest resolutions require a  observation 
in competition 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. This is particulalry key with Team Sports.

Recommend that it is an athletes choice if they are willing to 
undergo Protest by this route - If an athlete would prefer the 
Protest to be conducted at Compeition this should take first 
priority. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 10.2 Special Provisions                                                         
Athlete Evaluation away from Competition should not be 
used for protest resolution. Many protest resolutions 
require a  observation in competition component and in 
the fairness to the athlete, the protest should be 
conducted where all elements are available to finalise 
the protest.It is best for the athlete to have the protest 
resolved in a timely manner. 

Recommended:
Removal of this provision. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 10 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main articles

Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 10 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main articles

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 11 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main articles and will be covered in the IF's rules

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11 This Article states that a National Body may apply by way of 
an Appeal to have a decision it believes is unfair set aside 
but does not state (i) if such Appeals can only be made on 
behalf of the Athlete under their jurisdiction; or (ii) whether 
they can also be made in respect of decisions made 
regarding Athletes under the jurisdiction of other National 
Bodies. This should be clarified.

Clarify the circumstances in which a National Body 
may apply by way of Appeal to have a decision it 
believes is unfair set aside.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11 Appeal committee should have power to amend and make 
decision and in particular, to amend Sport Class or Sport 
Class status based on the facts/ expertise provided within 
the appeal process.

Add provision in the code for this to occur.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Appeals 11 Appeals committee decision making is weak, can only rule if 
that the relevant decision must be upheld or to set the 
decision aside

Appeals committee should have power to ammend 
and decision and in particula to amend Sport Class or 
Sport Class status

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.1 Appeals In general is it not very clear when a NPC/NF can 

lodge an appeal. Would it be possible to include some 
examples apart from the procedure reason?

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals

11.2

what standard of review should be used in determining whether the 
classification rules were not followed or if the decision was 
“manifestly unfair”. define manifest unfairness

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.3 Many IFs already have in place rules for dealing with appeals Replace "accordance with this Standard" with "the 
IF's rules"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.3 Many IFs already have in place rules for dealing with appeals Replace "accordance with this Standard" with "the 
IF's rules"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.4 Again, what the IPC does as an IF should be in line with what 
other IFs have to do.  Indicates the conflict of interest which 
still exists

Delete "sports for which the IPC acts as the 
International Federation or at"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.4 Members of the Appeal Body Althought IPC offer the BAC to any IF, I suggest 
include a recommendation about the constitution of 
a similar body, closer to the sport activity of the IF.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 11.4 Again, what the IPC does as an IF should be in line with what 
other IFs have to do.  Indicates the conflict of interest which 
still exists

Delete "sports for which the IPC acts as the 
International Federation or at"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 11 Repeats in more and different words what has been said in 
the main articles and will be covered in the IF's rules

Delete



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12 Appeals The IPC as governing body for Paralympic Sport 
should stablish a maximun amount of money for the 
appeal fee. Moreover, the Article should specify that 
in case the Appeal is resolved in favour of the 
NPC/Athlete the money will be returned. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12 Appeal Process                                                                      
Any fee that is paid should be returned in full if the Appeal 
is upheld.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                
12.2.6  If the classification protest is 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. 
12.2.7  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.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.1 NF Replace "body" with "federation"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2 IF to decide especially as this is consistent with other non-

classification decisions which may be subject of an appeal
Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2 IF to decide especially as this is consistent with other non-
classification decisions which may be subject of an appeal

Change "must" to "should"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2.1 be made within thirty (30) days Sometimes it is not easy to meet a deadline of only 
14 days and worst if you have to prepare 
documentation and authorise payments.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2.1 Timeframes to be decided by the IF in line with its rules Delete "within fifteen (15) days of the decision being 
complained of" and replace with "in line with the IF's 
rules"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2.5 This provision does not limit the fee potentially required by 
the International Federation in order to submit a Notice of 
Appeal. Any fee should be reasonable and not a barrier to 
appealing. Most athletes will be on limited funding and as 
such fees should only cover defined costs and should not be 
arbitrary. If the appeal is successful, the fee should be 
returned.

Insert a requirement that any fee specified by the 
International Federation must be "reasonable" and 
add an obligation to return the Fee if the appeal is 
successful. Also include in the notes examples of 
costs which it is and is not  acceptable for the appeal 
fee to cover.



International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.2.1 Timeframes to be decided by the IF in line with its rules Delete "within fifteen (15) days of the decision being 
complained of" and replace with "in line with the IF's 
rules"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12 Appeal Process                                                                      Any 
fee that is paid should be returned in full if the Appeal is upheld.

Recommend Additional Article:                                                                
12.2.6  If the classification protest is 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. 
12.2.7  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.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 12.2 Demonstrates the need to change 12.2.1 as with the current 
wording, all IFs are bound by 15 days

Delete

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 12.2 Demonstrates the need to change 12.2.1 as with the current 
wording, all IFs are bound by 15 days

as suggested earlier delete all comments unless 
necessary and then incoprorate this into the IS as 
necessary.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 12.3 This article states that the Appeal must be referred to the 
Appeal Body for resolution but does not state the manner of 
the Appeal. We would suggest that, unless the Athlete 
otherwise agrees, an oral hearing at which the National 
Body and the Athlete may be heard should be mandatory, 
unless the Athlete agrees that a hearing is unnecessary and 
the appeal can be decided on paper evidence. The Athlete 
must also have an absolute right to be represented. Athletes 
should have the option for their representative to be 
someone different to the National Body representative.

Add requirements for appeal procedures including an 
oral hearing and a right for the Athlete to be heard, 
and to be personally represented.

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 12.3 Operational and should not be included here Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Comment 12.3 Operational and should not be included here Delete
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 13.1 Covered in IF's rules and is normal practice Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 13.1 Covered in IF's rules and is normal practice Change "must" to "should"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 14.1 This 'Ad Hoc' section requires examples.
International Standard for Protests and Appeals 14.1 The second sentence is not required as the IF will do what it 

believes is necessary for its own events
Delete second sentence

International Standard for Protests and Appeals 14.1 The second sentence is not required as the IF will do what it 
believes is necessary for its own events

Delete second sentence



International Standard for Protests and Appeals

general

quite pleased that it has the jurisdiction under this standard to 
design and appoint its own appeal panel to resolve disputes. This will 
make it easier and more cost effective for most IFs to resolve these 
appeals expeditiously and fairly for athletes and National 
Federations. There is no reason why a legal and ethics committee for 
a specific IF could not be the appeal committee on classification 
appeals. 

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Glossary There is none Review
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Glossary There is none Review
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Intro 1st para 

(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "Para sport"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Purpose Change to allow best practice Replace "mandatory" to "best practice"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals Intro 1st para 

(and for all 
other IS intros)

Paralympic sport vs Para sport Change to "...sport for persons with a disability"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Intro 2nd para 
(and for all 
other IS intros)

IS should be flexible and encouraged Change "mandatory" to "strongly encouraged"

International Standard for Protests and Appeals Purpose Change to allow best practice Replace "mandatory" to "best practice"
International Standard for Protests and Appeals General We note that no grounds for protest are specified and that 

(at 5.1.3) a National Body simply has to state when 
protesting why it believes that the Protested Decision is 
flawed. However, 5.3.1 requires that the Protest must be 
supported by evidence. Given that assessing whether a 
Decision is flawed may be quite subjective and evidence of 
showing that a Decision is flawed may be quite difficult to 
obtain (particularly if video evidence of the evaluation 
process is not routinely available), clarity is needed as to 
what a National Body is required to show/submit.  It will also 
be helpful to distinguish when an Appeal should be 
submitted versus a Protest. 

Clarify whether a Protest is permitted as of right, or if 
not, what are valid grounds for Protest and what 
evidence is required to satisfy those grounds.

International Standard for National 
Classification

Where do we find the model of best practise in the 
Classification Code?
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