
Section Article(s) Topic Comment Suggested Change
Classification Code 2.2.2 Classification Panels Each IF shall have its own Classification Rules that must 

comply with the Code. The Code is intended to be specific 
enough to achieve harmonisation on classification issues 
where standardisation is required, yet general enough in 
other areas to permit flexibility on how agreed principles 
are implemented.

If possible to add onto the end of this sentence: In 
the event that changes are made to the code or 
classification within a specific sport the Athete 
Council for the sport or the IPC Athlete Council is 
consulted prior to any changes made or 
implemented.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.3 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility The impairment should limit the Athlete's ability to 
compete equitably in elite sport with Athletes without 
impairment.

This may no longer apply to all sports. Rewording 
required for bullet point, reason: with more and 
more Olympic and Paralympic sports running 
competitions at the same time integrated to a 
certain point this may no longer apply for all sports.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility If an Athlete has an Activity Limitation resulting from an 
impairment that is not permanent and/or does not limit the 
Athlete's ability to compete equitably in elite sport with 
Athletes without impairment, the Athlete
should be considered ineligible to compete.

This may no longer apply to all sports. Rewording 
required for bullet point, reason: with more and 
more Olympic and Paralympic sports running 
competitions at the same time integrated to a 
certain point this may no longer apply for all sports. 

IS on Protest and Appeals 8.1.3 Protests Would it be possible to notify IPC AC? Add: 8.1.3 
Notification of Protests to be sent to Athlete Council 
for the Sport Class identified in the Protest. If no 
Athlete Council for Sport Class then IPC Athlete 
Council Chairman to be sent notification through IPC 
Management.

IS on Protest and Appeals 8.2.1.2 Appeals Would it be possible to notify IPC AC? Add: 8.2.2 
Notification of Appeals to be sent to Athlete Council 
for the Sport Class identified in the Appeal. If no 
Athlete Council for Sport Class then IPC Athlete 
Council Chairman to be sent notification through IPC 
Management. 

Compiled feedback
First consultation round 1 June to 30 September 2013

Classification Code Review 2013-2015  
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IS on Protest and Appeals 8.3.3 Appeals Would it be possible to notify IPC AC? Add: 8.3.3 
Notification of Protests to be sent to Athlete Council 
for the Sport Class identified in the Appeal. If no 
Athlete Council for Sport Class then IPC Athlete 
Council Chairman to be sent notification through IPC 
Management. (I'm not sure if we require the 
infomation on the Protests or Appeals until after a 
decision has been made. The Athlete Council would 
like to be informed of Protests and Appeals if 
possible at some point in the process).

IS on Protest and Appeals 12 Other CONSEQUENCES FOR ATHLETE SUPPORT PERSONNEL Does Athlete Suport Personnel include the IPC 
definition of entourage if not should it be added. 
CONSEQUENCES FOR ATHLETE SUPPORT 
PERSONNEL AND ENTOURAGE

IS on Protest and Appeals 12.1 Other IFs shall enforce sanctions on Athlete Support Personnel 
who assist or encourage an Athlete to fail to attend Athlete 
Evaluation, to fail to cooperate, intentionally misrepresent 
skills and/or abilities or disrupt the evaluation process in 
any other way

Again if Athlete Support Personnel does not include 
the Entourage then this could read: IF s shall enforce 
sanctions on Athlete Support Personnel and 
Entourage etc…….

IS on Protest and Appeals 12.3 Other In this circumstance, reporting Athlete Support Personnel 
to appropriate parties is an important step in deterring 
intentional misrepresentation by an Athlete.

Same as above: Add Entourage after Athlete 
Support Personnel

IS on Protest and Appeals 13 Other PUBLICATION OF PENALTIES
IFs may disclose details of penalties imposed upon Athletes 
and Athlete Support Personnel, outlined in Articles 9 to 12 
of the Code. 

Same as above: Add Entourage after Athlete 
Support Personnel

No specific section 15.2 Other Classification Research If possible to add onto the Classification Research: 
When conducting Classification Research 
consultation and/or consideration should be 
considered with the Athlete Council in the Sport 
Class or through the IPC Athlete Council if no 
Athlete Concil exists within the Sport to ensure 
athlete participation. 
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No specific section 17.3.1 and 
17.3.2

Other Acceptance and Implementation Deadlines 17.3.1 Each 
Signatory shall accept the Code, by signing a declaration of 
acceptance, on or before the first day of the Beijing 2008 
Paralympic Games. 17.3.2 Each Signatory shall implement 
the Code on or before the first day of the Vancouver 2010 
Paralympic Winter Games.

Should this be updated with the current games of 
Sochi 2014 and Rio 2016?

No specific section Appendix 1 Other APPENDIX 1: GOVERNANCE OF PARALYMPIC 
MOVEMENT
As of 1 January 2008

Needs to be update with current listing

No specific section Appendix 2 Other Glossary Add the IPC Definition of Entourage

No specific section 2.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure IFs should undertake and/or support ongoing evidence-
based research and review of their Classification Rules.

If possible to add: IFs should undertake and/or 
support ongoing evidence-based research and 
review of their Classification Rules with the 
involvement of the athletes through the Athlete 
Council in the Sport Class or through the IPC Athlete 
Council if no Council exists within the Sport Class.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure The Athlete may be accompanied by an interpreter, and 
not more than one representative of the Athlete’s 
NPC/National Federation.

Does this allow for a quide or Athlete Support 
Personnel for the athlete that may require 
assistance?(ie. Support worker for athetes with high 
support needs or Guide for visual impaired athlete) If 
not can we ensure they have the ability to 
accompany the athlete for obvious reasons.

IS on Protest and Appeals 14.5 Appeals APPEAL HEARING 14.5 Not more than two representatives 
of any party, excluding the Athlete and any interpreter, 
shall be entitled to participate in the Hearing.

Does this allow for a Guide or Athlete Support 
Personnel for the athlete that may require 
assistance?(ie. Support worker for athetes with high 
support needs or Guide for visual impaired athlete) If 
not can we ensure they have the ability to 
accompany the athlete for obvious reasons.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.1-5.6 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension It should be pointed out that the prove of the impairment 
lies at the athlet 

The athlet has the burden of prove of his 
impairment. He has to give evidence that meet the 
eligibility criteria

Classification Code 3.3.3… Sport Class Status - Confirmed I find too much confirmed status. In B2 and B3 classifiiers 
should be very very careful with confirmed status,  
classifiers must be able to change confirmed status easier

I would suggest two possibilities, a. no confirmed 
status at B2 and B3 athlets or b. only classifiers can 
easily change the confirmed status as well.
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 7 Observation in competition so long we have no good pattern VIP assessment of the 
athlets we must have at least an observation Assessment. 
This is crucial, I belief that at least 30% of B2 and B3 
athletes are not eligible!!!

add: visual impairment

IS on Athlete Evaluation 11.2 Intentional Misrepresenation you should give an example what intentional 
misrepresentation is: If you are classifieing somebody 1-2 
times B2 or B3 and then NE. Is that intentional 
misrepresentation???? That happenes quite a lot. And I 
think it is misrepresentation

give examples

Classification Code

2.2.2 NPCs and/or NFs must be allowed to have their own 
policies and procedures for classification 
administrationprovided that they are Code compliant (i.e. 
the sport IF shall not dictate policy/procedure within the 
nations.)

Insert 2.2.2.1 with language providing NPC/NF 
jurisdiction over classification matters within their 
nation. The Head of Classification shall be a 
currently authorized classifier (of the respective IF) 
responsible for the…

Classification Code

3.2.1 Classification Personnel Head of Classification position to be filled by a currently 
authorized/certifed classifier for the respective IF

The Head of Classification shall be a currently
authorized classifier (of the respective IF)
responsible for the…

Classification Code

16.3.4 Definition and Purpose Recommendation from NPC to NFs for rules to align with 
both respective sport IF and the Code.

To recommend to National Federations that
individual National Federation Classification Rules 
should be in compliance with the respective IF 
Classification Rules and the Code.

Classification Code
new 16.3.5 Definition and Purpose NPC role and responsibility to monitor the NFs. To monitor the compliance with the Code of NFs.

Classification Code
Appendix 1 Definition and Purpose Updated IF List needed

Classification Code

2.5 Definition and Purpose Define "appropriate notice" and establish a minimum 
timeframe for notice to NPCs/NFs and International 
Classifiers

Minimum 6 months notice

Classification Code

2.6 Definition and Purpose Provide notice of implemented changes and updates to 
Classification Rules.

IFs shall publish and regularly update their
Classification Rules in an easily accessible format
and provide notice to NPCs and NFs of
implemented changes and the effective date(s) of
implementation.

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 2.2 Classification Personnel IFs resopnsible for certification of international Classifiers 
in the sport / NFs and or NPCs shall have jurisdiction over 
national classifier certification

IFs are soley responsible for the certification of
international Classifiers in their Sport.
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IS on Classifier Training and Certification 4.5 Classification Personnel Published list of interational classifiers readily available to 
NPCs / NFs

Each IF shall maintain and publish a list of its
Classifiers.

Classification Code 3.3.2 Classification Personnel International Classification Panels must include a minimum 
of two Classifiers

International Classification Panels must include a 
minimum of three (3) Classifiers

Classification Code 3.4.1. Classification Personnel Ad under this rule that Yearly Evaluation of 
Classificers will take place same as under Assessing 
Competencies

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.1 Sport Class Ad that if an athlete class has changed, every record 
made in previous class will be absolete and medals 
returned from major events same as in a doping 
infraction

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7 Sport Class IF competition rules shall establish, if required, the process 
and consequences whereby an Athlete may or may not 
compete in a different Sport Class than the Athletes 
allocated Sport Class.

IF competition rules shall establish, if required, the 
process and consequences whereby an Athlete may 
compete in a different Sport Class than the Athletes 
allocated Sport Class as long as the athlete are in the 
same general class (T42 to T44) and competes 
under the rules of that class. An athlete can not 
move down in its class only up.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 10.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure …to undergo any further Evaluation for the Sport for a 
minimum of three months

…to undergo any further Evaluation for the Sport for 
a minimum of a year, repeated failure 2 years - 
needs to be reinforced

IS on Athlete Evaluation 11.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Needs to be reinforced - never happens

IS on Athlete Evaluation 12.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Needs to be reinforced - never happens

IS on Athlete Evaluation 13 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure IF may disclose details of penalties…. IF will disclose details of penalties and publish….

IS on Athlete Evaluation 15.2.3. Athlete Evaluation - Procedure …. For example, biomechanics, kinesiology, and 
physiology

…. For example, biomechanics, kinesiology, and 
physiology, ad medical and functional

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3 Sport Class Status - Review Each athlete need to be on a review status for a 
minimum of two (2) major events (World 
Championships and a Paralympic Games) before 
moving in to a Confirmed © status

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Documentation Include Medical Documentation

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.5.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Video footage and/or photography may be utilized… Video footage and/or photography will  be utilized…
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 9.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Ad a third bullet - Participated in one World 
Championships and one Paralympic Games

IS on Athlete Evaluation 13.1 Classification Rules Delete 13.1 should not be separate rules for the 
Paralympic Games

IS on Athlete Evaluation 13.2 Classification Rules Only Athletes with a R or C classification can 
participate in Paralympic Games

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.3 Protests Athletes with Sport Class Status C may only be protested by 
the Chief Classifier….

Needs to change - Athletes with Sport Class Status 
C can be protested by the Chief Classifier and IF…. 
No logic why not IF cannot protest

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.4 Classification Personnel ….include a minimum of two classifiers needs to change - ….. Include a minimum of 
three (3) classifiers

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 3.5 Classification Personnel There needs to be a Yearly Reviews

Classification 2.1.1 Is it possible to 'ensure' that the athlete competes 
equitably? 

Alternative word to ensure. 

Classification Personnel 3.2.1 It should not be a requirement that the Head of 
Classification is a classifier. 

Eligibility to Compete 5.3 This statement is not true of some athletes competing in 
Paralympic Sport. 

Intentional Representation 11.4 Is a lifetime ban proportinate? Also what is the burden of 
proof on IM? 

General principles for handling protests 2.3 An IF would not accept a protest from an NPC 

Classification Code Introduction Definition and Purpose The codes recognizes the pivotal role thatathletes play in 
classification

You could include the role that sports science and 
evidence-based classification research contributes 
to the development of a fair classification systems.

Classification Code 3.1. Classification Personnel The code states that the IF have the responsability of 
trainee and certification. 

I suggest to included that the NPC or national sports 
federations have the responsability to certificate the 
experience at a national level or propose candidates. 
The idea is to avoid that classifiers without 
experience launch international classifier status.

6/87



Classification Code 5.3 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility The test says that the athlete must show an impairment 
that should limit the ability to compete equitable in elite 
sport with athletes without impairments.

IPC Code recognizes 10 elegibility impairments, 
related with the international classification of 
functioning disability and health. There are other 
impairments that are not elegible in Paralympic 
Sports.

Classification Code 11.4 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension The lifetime ban due to two IM refers ONLY the Paralympic 
Games

I suggest change for "Paralympic Movement or the 
Sport of the IF responsaible of that classification"

Classification Code 15.2.3 Includes areas related with PI. We could include "Motor control" because is an 
importante area for the study of the activity 
limitation of athletes with hyperthonia, athetosis and 
ataxia 

Classification Code 17.2 Beijing and Vancouver Change for next Paralympic Games

Classification Code Appendix I Boccia (CPISRA) Boccia (BISFED)

Classification Code Appendix I Wheelchair Rugby (IWAS) IWRF

Classification Code Appendix I New Paralympic Sports Para-Triathlon and Canoeing

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Confirmed Status © First point: all the members of the classification 
panel must have the same opinion. In case of no 
agreement among the mebers of the panel, the 
athlete could continue with R Status.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.1.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure "…need to provide facilities and support 
infraestructure…"

Include "personnel"; many time we need a volunteer 
with good communication skills to assist during the 
athlete´s reception and prepare and assit with the 
paperwork…specially when the chief classifier is 
involved in the classification process.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Relevant documents Include "Scientific or evaluation reports" (EMG, 
strenght evaluation, etc.)

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure First point The athlete can fully cooperate with classifiers, but 
do not perform the best. We would include it.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility "inegilibility to compete" Include (or substitute by) the term "Not Elegible" 
(NE), term included in the classification forms for 
athletes and teams
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IS on Athlete Evaluation Appendix II Athlete Evaluation - Procedure "Review" Slot (upper half of the figure) Include CNS (Competition New Status)

IS on Athlete Evaluation Appendix II Athlete Evaluation - Procedure "Sport Class Change" Slot (lowerr half of the figure) Include CRS (Competition Review Status)

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.3.3 Appeals The Confirmed Status © says that the athletes will not 
requiere further evaluation.

Include the exception under exceptional 
circumstances.

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 Appeals Inegilibility to compete Include abbreviature NE

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.1.1 Appeals Fees payable Fees payable and refunding

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 5.2. Classification Personnel About the responsabilities of the head of classification We could include some duties about research or 
evidence-based classification research to update or 
to improve the classification system.

Classification Code 5.1 IF’s should be made to publicise their eligibility criteria so 
that new/current athletes know this information

Classification Code 5.3 How does this correlate with some athletes competing in 
AB events e.g. in Archery and Cycling and being able to win 
medals/titles? Should they be deemed to be IE to compete 
in their Paralympic sport, as their impairment clearly does 
not limit their ability to compete equitably in elite sport with 
athletes without impairment?

Classification Code 5.5 Once found IE, it seems possible for an athlete to be 
reclassified by a different classifier who has no knowledge 
of the original classification. How can this be changed?

Classification Code 11.2 Is it possible to introduce a confidential ‘whistle-blower’ 
hotline/email out of competition for anyone to report 
athletes who appear much more able than their 
classification would dictate? Perhaps this would avoid 
some protests at competitions. (This also ties in with 5. 
Exceptional circumstances 5.2.2)

Classification Code 15.2.3 Classification research should involve as broad a section of 
athletes already competing in sport at every level. This 
would also enable fair comparison between the well-trained 
athlete and novice.

Classification Code 16.1.5 Perhaps some kind of audit/monitoring could be in place to 
ensure IF’s, NPC etc. comply with the code?
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Classification Code 16.2.2 When should athletes in new Paralympic sports receive 
information regarding classification and rules? Should there 
be a time limit imposed e.g. 3 years before the next 
Paralympic Games?

Classification Code 5.1 Is it mandatory for IF’s to clearly state eligibility criteria in 
each sport in the public domain? If not, why not? IPC 
minimum eligibility criteria not sport specific enough. [not 
included, double and already in place]

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.7 Perhaps there is a case for an entirely new classification 
panel to be used, regardless of time scale, as is the case in 
the Law Courts/Tribunals.

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.1.1 All protest and results should be made public and 
published by IF’s and NF’s for information, clarity and 
transparency within Paralympic sport.

IS on Protest and Appeals 16 Why are Appeals confidential but not Protests? Should 
Appeals be made public to have transparency and reassure 
athletes etc. that issues are dealt with fairly?

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.1 How can athletes be confident that their classifiers are 
adequately trained if their qualifications and experience are 
not available to view? Are statistics and tables compiled 
and available to indicate how many athletes classified by 
them have been protested or found to be IE? How else does 
IPC ensure that their classifiers are performing well, 
especially in new Paralympic sports?

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 6.2.1 How can athletes report a biased classification, perhaps 
confidentially? Would insisting each athlete have an 
independent chaperone at every International classification 
be good practice?

9/87



Classification Code 6.1.1 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility Section 6.1.1 states that "Athletes are categorised in 
reference to an Activity Limitation resulting from 
Impairment" with Activity Limitation defined as "Difficulties 
an individual may have in executing activities". This 
principle is how it should be but, unfortunately, the 
classification systems employed by Swimming (not 
including visual impairment) and Cycling (not including 
handcycle, tricycle and visual impairment) do not follow 
this principle. The move away from 'medical classification' 
to 'functional classification' was correct, but it cannot be 
argued that, for example Cycling C5, a moderate leg 
impairment causes equal functional difficulty as a mild arm 
impairment when cycling. Similarly, Swimming S6 is a real 
mix of conditions which will each cause different difficulties 
when swimming (moderate co-ordination on one side can't 
equal severe impairment of the lower trunk and legs which 
in turn can't equal dwarfism). Therefore not all athletes are 
categorised in accordance with their 'activity limitations', 
and the statement is therefore incorrect.

I'm not sure that the wording of the code is the 
problem so much as the classification system for the 
two sports mentioned, and further research into 
these is warranted. However, I feel that this section 
has to be reworded to account for the differences in 
classification principles between sports. Most sports 
are classified to in terms of limitation/impairment. 
Swimming and Cycling are supposedly classified in 
terms of ability in the water/on a bike. (However the 
aim of classification should be to provide a level 
playing field where limitation/impairment is levelled 
out, and the 'ability' of the athlete despite their 
impairment is what wins the medal, but I think this is 
a separate discussion)

Classification Code 3.1.4.9 Classification Rules Class T47 athletes with an amputation few cm below elbow 
compete against others who have an amputation just above 
the wrist. This length dicrepancy effects both the crouch 
start as well as the running biomechanics, irrelevant of the 
length of the event. Moreover, T47 athletes who are not 
sprinters no longer have the opportunity to compete in 
marathons under this classification. They are obliged to 
compete with the able-bodied. Taking again the example of 
the athlete with an amputation just below the elbow, he has 
an altered running gait biomecchanics, muscle imbalance 
and lack of momentum produced by his shorter forearm 
and competing against athletes with a full mid arm (down 
to the wrist) or having a full arm but impaired mucle power 
puts the athletes at a disadvantage.

Create marathon events for T47 athletes. 

IPC Classification Code 2.2.2
Classification/Classification 
Code

Each IF shall have its own Classification Rules that must 
comply with the Code 

Each IF Classification Rules may in practise be 
approved by the IPC, but it does not say so in the 
code. We suggest to add: “and should be approved 
by the IPC”
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IPC Classification Code 2.6.2.
Classification / Classification 
Master List

The availability of Classification Master Lists is restricted by 
the IF’s decision to publish the data or relies on an extra 
link of communication between the IF and NF or NPCs.

The Class. Master Lists should be public accessible 
through the internet for enhancing access to data. 

IPC Classification Code 3.2.2
Classification Personnel / 
Classification Positions

In order to maintain objectivity in the protest we have the 
following suggestion.

Supplement: “The Chief classifier can never be part 
of a protest panel”.

IPC Classification Code 5.3. Eligibility to Compete “Elite Sport” – what is the definition of this term?
Define the term “Elite Sport” in App. 2 – Glossary.

IS Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3.
Sport Class and Sport Class 
Status / Review (R)

”Sports Class Status R Athletes must complete evaluation
Adding text/article describing the latter situation.

prior to competing at International Competitions.” – some 
IF’s uses the term Review by e.g. 2014… meaning that the 
athlete can compete at a int. comp. prior to the year 
without completing evaulation. 

IS Athlete Evaluation 5.6.
Pre-Competition Tasks / 
Organization of Classification 
Evaluation Period Logistics

Often the expenses put on the LOC in relation to organizing 
classification at an int. competition are very high and 
stresses the financial fundament of the competition.

Adding text/article re making the process viable for 
the LOC

IS Athlete Evaluation 8.3
Assignment of initial sports class 
and update sport class status

“In case the Classification Panel requires Observation 
Assessment to

Remove “the Classification Panel” in the middle of 
the sentence.

confirm the Athlete’s Sport Class, the Classification Panel, 
the Athlete

is informed about this decision at this stage.” – wrong 
wording.

IPC Classification 8.1 Protests and Appeals / Protest
“Protests should be conducted in accordance with the 
International Standard for Protests and Appeals”

The International Standard for Protests and Appeals 
should include a passage of the chief classifier’s role 
in the protest protest procedure. Eg., it should be 
clear how the chief handle the two evaluations 
before making the conclusion of the protest.

IPC Classification Code 16.1.5. Roles and Responsibilities / IPC ”To withhold some or all funding of IFs and NPCs” Please elaborate on that sentence.
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IPC Classification 16.2.3
Roles and Responsibilities / 
International Federations

To promote Classification education and research.

We are aware that these comments could not be 
included in the Code. However, we have decided to 
inform you of our opinion on this promotion: It 
seems that information about education for 
classifiers is dislosed with very short notice. It makes 
it very difficult for NPCs to plan the education of 
classifiers. There are considerable costs in 
connection with international classification in 
tournaments. Requirements of education for e.g. 
technical classifiers in swimming are so high that 
NPC Denmark is not able to have technical classifier 
on a national level. We perfectly understand that 
there must be a certain level of education – 
however, these high requirements are now a barrier.

General classification We have to look for "professionel Classification Panels" for 
the future, independend from the administration of IPC or 
IF. Each IF needs to have a Head of Classification.

Athlete evaluation 3.3.3. review A review should provide with a date, when the next review 
of the sport-class will take place.                                               
After the first classification an athlete should get a R-
status, so that observation and protests are possible by the 
classifiers and/or NPC`s          

· Sport Class Status R is assigned to an Athlete who 
has been previously evaluated by an International 
Classification Panel. (delete the rest of the 
sentence)                                                                                 

5.4.3. collection of documentation there must be a timeline, equal for all IF`s fill in a timeline ex. 2 weeks

Protest and appeals 4.5. protest opportunities If there a changings in the relevant medical diagnosis of an 
R-Status athlete a NPC should have the right of a "medical 
request review" prior to the fixed date. There should be no 
protestfee by medical request

8. protest during Paralympics Protests should be submitted during Paralympic Games, 
either by a Chief classifier or by a NPC under the same 
rules and regulations as in any other international 
competition.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.1-5.6 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension It should be pointed out that the prove of the impairment 
lies at the athlet 

The athlet has the burden of prove of his 
impairment. He has to give evidence that meet the 
eligibility criteria
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Classification Code 3.3.3… Sport Class Status - Confirmed I find too much confirmed status. In B2 and B3 classifiiers 
should be  very careful with confirmed status,  classifiers 
must be able to change confirmed status easier

Suggestion of two possibilities, a. no confirmed 
status at B2 and B3 athlets or b. only classifiers  can 
easily change the confirmed status as well.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7 Observation in competition so long we have no good pattern VIP assessment of the 
athlets we must have at least an observation assessment. 

add: visual impairment

IS on Athlete Evaluation 11.2 Intentional Misrepresentation Please give an example what intentional misrepresentation 
is: If you are classifieing somebody 1-2 times B2 or B3 and 
then NE. Is that intentional misrepresentation? That 
happenes quite a lot. And I think it is misrepresentation

Please give examples

Classification Code 17.3 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Acceptance and Implementation Deadlines passed. Delete this articles, or changes to next step of 
implementation.

Classification Code 17.4 and 17.5 Governance and Scope There should be a standardized procedure to report code 
compliance. If this procedure is not ready yet, this article 
needs to be changed somehow.

leave under discussion

IS on Athlete Evaluation 9.2 Sport Class Status - Confirmed If any alternate in team sports, allocated as "C" after 
assessment, did not have chance to compete during that 
event, he/she remained as "R" status and have to be re-
evaluated for other event. We might need additional status 
for who does not need re-evaluation but should have First 
Appearance to be allocated "C" Status

add exceptional status, such as C/R, which 
represent a Sports Status "C" who did not complete 
the First Appearance. They don't need re-evaluation 
but, cannot be allocated a "C" until they have 
completed the First Appearance in other event. 

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.2 Classification Panels In some sports, such as Wheelchair Curling, there a is 
limitation to hold frequent training program for Classifier 
because of number of Santioned Events per year etc. So it 
will take time to have sufficient numbers of Certified 
Classifiers in every geographical region to have more than 
two panels with two Classifiers in each panel

add and interim requirement for Classifiers to work 
alone at times until the appropriate number of 
certified Classifiers secured.

2.1.2 Role fo 
Classification

Eligibility to Compete is not 
defined clearly.  The issue of 
'eligiblity' to compete should be 
clear and unambiguous and 
included under 'Definitions and 
Purpose'

Recommend that the word 'eligibility' be fully clarified and 
defined in an unambiguous ensure compliance and negate 
non-compliance due to ambiguity.

IPC should in a clear, concise and unabiguous 
manner define the criteria for 'elibility'
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2.2.2 Definition and 
Purpose

Recommend that the IPC have and hold the responsibility 
(not simply review for compliance) for ALL classification 
rules for all sports to ensure an equal application of due 
process and compliance with the Classification Code.  
While the IPC may review the IF's classification rule (and 
that of the NPC), there is no guarantee of consistency 
across all sports unless there is clear oversight and that 
oversight is transparent.  Sport disparity and gender 
disparity are the results of this lack of oversight which 
should be more than the odd monitoring role/responsibility.

IPC 

2.6.1 / 11.3 Classification 
Rules

Master Classification List should 
include the names of all athletes 
that have been thru the 
Classification Review process 
for that sport and their status.  
This should include any and all 
athletes that have been DSQ or 
no longer eligible (Ie/ IM) to 
compete.  There must be 
supporting documentation to 
confirm that an athlete has 
actually been through the review 
for that para sport.  The 
designation of IM (intentional 
mispresentation) is a clear 
unfettered message that 
misrepresentation during this 
process has consequences.

Recommend that the IPC ensure that the Master 
Classification List is complete and should include the 
names of all athletes including those who are no longer 
eligible to compete.  Through maintenance of a Master List 
the Sport Classification process should appear transparent 
and unbiased.  This includes current, past, active, inactive, 
eligible and ineligible.

Under review of IPC (and consequently the NPC), 
the IF can maintain this list.  There should be an 
avenue available for athletes to have their names 
removed from these lists if they have never been 
through classification for the sport in question.
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5.2 & 5.3 Classification 
Personnel

Eligibility to compete should be 
determined by an unbiased 
criterion.  IF's commonly 
determine classification elibility 
based upon deficiency of 
athletes in a particular class.  
This was clearly evidenced in 
the ITU World Paratriathlon 
Grand Final Championships 
2013 in London, UK.  Several 
athletes were DQ who were 
assessed to fit the 'deficient' 
classification who needed 
higher numbers for IPC review 
(Rio 2016 review).  The is 
classification by deficet in a 
class rather than classification 
by impairment (commonly done 
for those invisible impairments 
difficult to determine eligibility).

One set standard regarding minimum eligibility impairment 
needs to be clearly defined and supported by evidence.  
For the sport of paratriathlon 3 pre-existing paralympic 
sports classification systems exist (swim, bike and run).  
Athletes ineligible to compete in these sports are somehow 
eligible to compete in Paratriathlon and this does not make 
any sense.  This shows disparity in the application of the 
Classification Code rules and eligiblity standards. 

IPC determine eligiblity of all classes for all sports for 
those selected for Paralympic inclusion.  Should the 
IF determine or desire to add other non-paralympic 
competition classes then the IF / NPC should be 
responsiblit to monitor.

16.1.4 IF 
Responsibilities 
for 
Classification

Monitoring compliance is too 
weak a role.  Disparity exists and 
its needs rectification.  There is 
no mention of impairment in 
relation to the sport.  If a below 
the elbow amputee is not 
deemed impaired enough to 
compete in a sport, how can 
that same athlete be eligible to 
compete in a sport that includes 
aspects of that

IPC should take more of a lead in determining eligibility of 
athlete classes to ensure that athletes are in fact impaired 
in accordance with the standards of minimum impairment 
eligibility.  

IPC

Classification Code 2.2.2 Other The second part of this is not necessary. Keep only "Each IF shall have its own Classification 
Rules"

Classification Code 2.3.2 Other Either this should be deleted or allow for the "niceties" of 
each sport - one size does not always fit all

Delete 2.3.2

Classification Code 2.6 Other There should only be one classification list Delete "master" wherever it appears or replace with 
"international classification list"
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Classification Code 2.6.2 Other Sharing what can be defined as personal information needs 
to be managed carefully

Add "in compliance with data protection legislation"

Classification Code 3.2.1 Other A classifier is not necessary as HoC as this is largely an 
administrative job

Change to "the head of classification is 
responsible…."

Classification Code 3.3.1 Other The classification panel should also verify eligibility before 
determining sport class and sport class status

Change to "… to verify the eligibility, determine the 
Sport Class…."

Classification Code 5.2 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility This clause does not cover the possibility of improvements 
in medicine and the fact that an operation now and 
increasingly in the future may lead to an athlete being 
declared ineligible

Change to "leads to a long-term or permanent and 
verifiable activity limitation" or something to this 
effect - this would require an amendment to 5.4

Classification Code 5.3 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility This refers exclusively to elite sport but should in reality 
refer to all sport

Delete "elite"

Classification Code 8.3.1 Protests This clause gives the impression that the parties affected 
by a protest/appeal may announce the decision before the 
IF does or before the IF has made a decision

Delete the second sentence or change to read "until 
the IF has announced the outcome"

Classification Code 8.3.2 Protests This could be worded better in English and add the other 
parties to the process

Change to "The identity of Athletes whose Sports 
Class is the subject of a Protest or Appeal may not 
be disclosed by any party to the Protest or Appeal 
until it has been resolved and the result announced 
by the IF"

Classification Code 9.3 Protests Remove all / as all aspects are required for evaluation in 
second bullet and add documentation in English - perhaps 
add numbers instead of bullets

"…equipment, clothing and documentation in 
English…"

Classification Code 10.1 Non-Cooperation In this section, "unable" needs to be clarified as it can 
mean that it is not physically possible to cooperate

Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code 11.4 Intentional Misrepresenation The athlete should have a right to be heard and present 
their case before they are declared not eligible.  This could 
be done at the event with the competition jury, the TD to 
chair and submit the recommendation to ban to the IF

Simple procedures should be included either in the 
Code or in the IF's procedures.  In many sports, the 
decision to disqualify from an event is the referee's 
so banning needs to be a decision of the IF - as with 
14, similar wording could be included

Classification Code 12.2 Other Split infinitive Should be "intentionally to misrepresent"

16/87



Classification Code 16.1 Other This section should be split into the role of the IPC as owner 
of the Games and separately as an IF

Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code 16.1.4 Other This represents a conflict of interest as the IPC monitors its 
own implementation in relation to the sports for which it is 
an IF

Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code 16.1.5 Other 3rd bullet does not explain the conditions under which IPC 
may withhold funding which is probably procedurally unfair

Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code 16.2.1 Other Split infinitive "To develop, implement and review regularly…."

Classification Code 17.3 Other Needs to be deleted

Classification Code 17.6.3 Other Split infinitive "…both to receive and respond to…."

Classification Code 17.7 Other The consequences should be outlined Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code Glossary Other Add "administrator" to the definition of athlete support 
personnel

Classification Code Glossary Other Add to classification that it includes eligibility, allocation of 
sport class and status and observation as part of the full 
process

Classification Code Glossary Other Change "classification master list" "international classification list" and it is "managed" 
by the IF

Classification Code Glossary Other Add that classification panel determines eligibility "…to determine eligibility, sport class…"

Classification Code Glossary Other Competence not competency!

Classification Code Glossary Other The definition of an IF could also be the same as that used 
in the constitution?

Classification Committee to clarify

Classification Code Glossary Other Major competition organisation should be restricted to 
events where Para athletes compete

"… or other international competition involving Para 
athletes."

Classification Code Glossary Other National competition must be under the governance of 
either the NF or NPC depending on the status of the IF 
alhough preferably the NPC should also not be a governing 
body for any sport

"A competition where the NF or NPC respectively is 
the governing body for the competition and appoints 
the technical officials for the competition"
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Classification Code Glossary Other NPC should be recognised for all athletes with a disability 
only in relation to the Games as the NF is responsible for 
"its athletes" in all other matters

"…. territory to the IPC in relation to the Paralympic 
Games…"

Classification Code Glossary Other Permanent which is unlikely to be resolved is also likely to 
be life-long

"…principal effects are likely to be life-long."

Classification Code Glossary Other Signatories could include major event organisers but the 
status of a major event organiser is needed i.e. Paralympic 
related

Classification Committee to clarify

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.5 Other The implication is that an IF needs to give NPCs notice of 
changes in their rules where the NPC is not a member

"IFs should provide appropriate notice to its NFs…"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.7 Other Only the first sentence is necessary for these IS Remove the 2nd and 3rd sentences and put in the IS 
for Classifier Training and Certification

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.8 Other This implies that if an athlete is classified nationally he or 
she can compete internationally

"…at a national level before being evaluated at an 
international competition."

IS on Athlete Evaluation Throughout Other Use of "in accord" which should be "in accordance with"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Should be "supporting documentation" (also appendix 1) 
and clarify that IFs are only involved in some competitions 
not under their jurisdiction

"…IFs (depending on the competition) …..to 
supporting documentation which the athlete is 
required to bring to his/her evaluation.."

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure The documentation must be provided and if additional 
documentation is required, this must be communicated 
before a decision is taken not to allow a sport class to be 
allocated to ensure fairness

"…request such documentation and any further 
medical information….without this documentation 
provided that such request was communicated 
timeously before the competition."

IS on Athlete Evaluation Throughout Other If NPCs are included in the definition of NF, then they 
should be removed in most instances except for 
competions run by IPC and where the NPC is responsible 
for entries and teams

Classification Committee to clarify

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure First time "devices" is used and should probably be 
"assistive devices" to be clear

Add "assistive" in the intro paragraph and in the last 
bullet, change "any other device or equipment that 
they intend …."

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.2.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Change the wording "…full effort during evaluation, they should not be 
evaluated at that time…"
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Protests Reference is made to the second protest panel which 
implies there was a first protest panel.  The reference to a 
protest is confusing - the athlete should be reviewed once 
allocated a status of ineligible and then if he or she still 
wants to compete, he or she can be reviewed after a period 
of time determined by the IF

"..If the second Classification Panel confirms that 
the athlete's sport class is ineligible, the Athlete may 
request the IF to review this status after a period 
determined by the IF in its classification rules…."

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility There may not be a second panel on site "…second classification panel at the earliest 
opportunity." and delete "immediately"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.6.1 Protests Insert a word "…Teams require this information so that they can 
determine whether to protest…."

IS on Athlete Evaluation 10.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Should be "athlete's" in the first line

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.7 Governance and Scope Better English can be used "…allocation of the Sport Class against which a 
Protest has been received…"

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.1 Protests If this is a protest, it implies an evaluation has been done so 
a protest is part of a re-evaluation

"The Chief Classifier shall appoint a Protest Panel to 
conduct a re-evaluation…."

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.4 Protests Seeking sport advice is a bit vague and technical may be 
better and more appropriate.  Seeking advice from people 
who are not on site is perhaps not procedurally fair as the 
"experts" are not able to see the athlete for themselves and 
similarly the athlete is not able to interact with the expert

"The Protest Panel may seek medical, technical 
and/or sport expertise if available on site ….."

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility Reference is made to 7.4.1 of the IS on athlete evaluation 
when that clause refers to technical assessment - need to 
find the right clause!

Classification Committee to clarify

IS on Protest and Appeals 12.1 Appeals It is not clear that there is in fact an "opposing party" as the 
IF appoints the classification panel and has a responsibility 
to review the procedures followed independently.  This 
wording makes it very adversarial

"…copy of the notice of appeal to the chair of the 
Appeal Body."

IS on Protest and Appeals 12.3 Appeals 3rd bullet is missing ID at the beginning

IS on Protest and Appeals 13.1 Appeals Would suggest "NF submitting the appeal" rather than 
opposing party
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IS on Protest and Appeals 14.2 Appeals The composition of the panel should be left to the 
discretion of the IF while ensuring independence - not 
having any other official function in the IF implies that the 
IF has to get people from outside - any other function is not 
well defined and if taken literally would exclude a very large 
number of people

"In order to ensure a level of independence, a 
majority of members of the Appeal Body shall not 
have been involved in the classification process of 
the Appellant."

IS on Protest and Appeals 15.1 Appeals It is not clear why the decision of the Appeal Body should 
go to the IPC as IFs are independent structures

"the decision of the Appeal Body shall be provided 
to all parties and, where relevant, to the competition 
organising committee"

IS on Protest and Appeals 19 Protests This section seems to be in the wrong place and could 
better be placed in section 1 clause 9 with consequential re-
numbering

IS on Protest and Appeals Appendix 1 
step 7

Protests Remove "Sports Department" as this is IPC specific

IS on classifier training and certification 1.1 Classification Personnel Classifiers also determine eligibility "..to determine eligibility, sport class…"

IS on classifier training and certification 1.5 Classification Personnel All this expertise in one person is very small so should be 
"and/or"

"...including medical knowledge and/or sport 
specific expertise and/or technical qualifications"

IS on classifier training and certification 4.1 Classification Personnel The HoC acts on behalf of the IF and so do classifiers in 
terms of delegated authority

"..certify classifiers on behalf of the IF."

IS on classifier training and certification 4.2 Classification Personnel The IF issues the certificate.  Not sure why the NF needs to 
be informed so delete second sentence or leave to the 
discretoin of the IF

"Once a classifier has met the requirements of the 
IF, the IF shall  issue….on the recommendation of 
the HoC…"

IS on classifier training and certification 5.2 Classification Personnel The HoC should not be the only one conducting training - 
5th bullet.  Some of these bullets should be delegated - 
many HoCs do not have time to update databases.  Last 
bullet, should not define which parties the HoC should 
liaise with

"organise and appoint trainers to conduct classifier 
training…"                               "Liaise with any relevant 
internal or external party as necessary."

IS on classifier training and certification 6.1.2 Classification Personnel The IPC code of ethics is the IPC's - IFs have their own 
which will bind the IF's classifiers

"All Classifier Personnel must adhere to the IF's 
code of ethics."

IS on classifier training and certification 6.3.1 Classification Personnel The example given should be deleted - there are no other 
similar examples in the IS

"(for example the appropriate authority in an IF may 
be a legal committee!
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Classification Code In general, 
specific in 16.3 
17.1.1

National classifications The IPC classification code is focussing on international 
classifications. Due to the large differences in 
infrastructure and development, it is very hard to have a 
harmonised system on National level. The roles and 
responsibilities leaves large space for interpretation and 
thus inconsistency.

Make a strict distinction in the code which parts are 
relevant for IF's and which parts for NPC's. 

Classification Code 2.4.1 Best Practices In the developed models of best practice several advises 
are not yet mandatory. There for the risk of inconsistency is 
large

Implement the most relevant parts of the models of 
best practice (especially the ten eligible 
impairments) in the new code.

Classification Code 2.6.4 Publication IFs must only make available their Classification Master List 
to their respective National Federations and relevant NPCs. 
The Master list is also beneficial for athletes, media, public, 
etc.

IF's have the obligation to publish their master list 
on their official website.

Classification Code 5.2 Ten eligible impairments The definition of permanent and verifiable is subject for 
different interpretation.

Make a reference to the 10 eligible impairments. 
Define more strictly the terms permanent and 
verifiable (related to today's' science)

Classification Code 8 Protest by competitors The code does not exclude protests on athletes by their 
competitors. This rule could be abused by competitors, 
protesting other athletes before an important 
championship.

Official protests can only be don by the chief 
classifier or the Head of classification. (also to be 
changed in the standard of protest and appeals)

Classification Code 11 Best Practices This section does not mention the legally acceptable proof 
for IM. There for IF's and NPC's are reluctant to use this 
article.

Translate' sections from the Model of best Practice 
on this issue to the code, in order to provide a solid 
(legal) system which helps to use this article without 
the risk of difficult legal procedures

Classification Code 16.1.5 Suspend membership Possible sanctions are very severe. There is doubt that this 
will ever occur

Provide a more realistic approach, add milder 
sanctions (e.g. name an blame members who are 
not compliant in public reports)

Classification Code Appendix 1 list of sports and governance There have been some changes in governance / Paralympic 
programme

Update the list

Classification Code Appendix 2 Glossary There is no definition of medical classifier and technical 
classifier. In different sports there are different definitions

Provide a clear definition of Medical classifier and 
Technical classifier (and backgrounds)
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.6 Publication IF rules are often very hard to find and often it is not clear if 
the published version is the most recent version, a draft, et 
cetera

IF should publish only the most recent version of 
their rules on their website. On this document their 
must be the date of publication and a statement that 
this is the official rules to be used.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 New status The New status is presented as if an athlete has already 
had a classification. However it could only be an indication 
from his/her coach. There for new athletes are still often 
rejected from competitions when they are not eligible. This 
is harmful for the image of disability sports, especially in 
regional and world championships

Use the New status only for athletes who have a 
classification on national level, according to NPC 
rules. Do not allow athletes with new status to 
register 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 CNC The status Classification Not Completed is not in the code, 
but lately has been used to indicate that a classification is 
in progress

Add this to the code and define what it is, what the 
procedure must be and what the consequences are 
of the CNC status.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.3.2 identification of athletes See 3.3.3

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 photographs / video If video is allowed in the classification process, why is -a 
limited number- of observers / trainee classifiers not?

Allow for educational purposes a limited number of 
observers in the classification process.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.5.1 Observation Observation is according the code limited to competition 
and training. Especially observation during events in daily 
activities (in dining hall, hotel, etc.) can be clarifying in 
classification procedures.

Allow also not-competitive activities during a 
sanctioned competition as an observation 
assessment.

Classification Code 5.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility In Appendix One, Nordic Skiing Sport Class Profiles for 
Athletes with Physical Impairment, Eligibility Critieria, 
Eligible and non-eligible impairments are listed. In general, 
a list of eligible and non-eligible conditions has to be 
specified in the Code of Classification as well. It is 
especially important to be aware of impairments such as 
conversion disorders, classified among "the somatoform 
disorders".  The diagnose converse disorder is made on 
determining positive clinical features and excluding 
somatic injury or illness. The disorder is defined as a 
condition with neurological symptoms where no organic 
cause of the disease is detected (ICD-10, WHO and DSM-
IV)

"If an Athlete has an Activity Limitation resulting 
from an impairment that is not permanent and/or 
does not limit the Athlete's ability to compete 
equitably  in elite sport with Athletes without 
impairment, the Athlete should be considered 
ineligible to compete. It is especially important to be 
aware of impairments such as conversion disorders, 
classified among "the somatoform disorders".  The 
diagnose converse disorder is made on determining 
positive clinical features and excluding somatic 
injury or illness. The disorder is defined as a 
condition with neurological symptoms where no 
organic cause of the disease is detected (ICD-10, 
WHO and DSM-IV).
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure It needs to be emprises that  not all disabilities cant get the 
status C, or there needs to be developed a system where 
certain disabilities will never get the status C.

See the comment.

Classification Code 3.3.2 Classification Panels International Classification Panels must include a minimum 
of two classifiers where one clifiers must have the medical 
responsibility and one classifiser must have the tecnical 
responsibility.  This must be specified in the code. 

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

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Insert a paragraf about how to ensure valid and reliable 
information about the athlete to be classified. What kind of 
documentation is required? From any local Physician, or 
documentations from specialists including special 
assessments and x-rays? 

See the comment.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Insert a paragraf that spesifies when a re-classification of 
an athlete should have been consisted. For example within 
two years. This will contribute to an acceptable limit of time 
before the correction of classifications of athletes. This will 
also contribute to more predictiable and fair competitions. 

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

No specific section Athlete Evaluation - Procedure It should be a paragraf on how to classify athlete with an 
intelectual disability because this group of athletes are now 
a part of the Paralympics games.

Leaves this up to the IPC.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure
It should be pointed out what a classifiers must do when he 
or she get a suspicion that the athlete are not doing the 
best because she og he wants an easier class.

See the comment.

IS on Athlete Evaluation Athlete Evaluation - Procedure First apperance can be challenging for the classifiers and it 
should be pointed out a maximum number of atletes that a 
classifier can observe contemporary during the first 
apperance. 

Maximum of 3-5 athletes.

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.6 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility There must be spesified the minimum amount of time 
between a classification, the protest and the re-
classification because the athlete need some time for 
restitution from the first classification to the re-
classification.

See the comment.
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IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.4 Classification Personnel The tecnical view and the medical view must be equal 
considered in a Protest Panel.

The Protest Panel must seek both medical and 
sport, and/or scientific, expertise in reviewing an 
Athlete’s Sport Class and the tecnical view and the 
medical view must be equal considered in a Protest 
Panel.

IS on Classifier Training and Certification Classification Personnel IPC must focus on high quality in the edication of classifiers 
and it should be a paragraf on how to involve trainers and 
leaders in the classification.

Athletes trainers and leaders should be involved  in 
the classification.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure
Documentation and health check papers must not be older 
that six months, and for compilicated medical conditions 
the medical details need to be issued by an spesialist.

The documentation and the health check papers 
must not be older that six months, and for 
compilicated medical conditions the medical details 
need to be issued by an spesialist.

Classification Code All In several of the points the words "should" or "can" is used 
instead of the word "must" and "shall". This is an 
indication on that this point does not seem as important 
than an other point. For example in point 2.6.1 where the 
word should is used. Does that mean that the PIC does not 
consider is important that the Master list contains 
minimum. For example point 5.3 where should is used , 
8.1.1 and 16.3.4 . In all documents it seems like the word 
can and should and the word shall and must is used very 
little consistently. Therefore there is no way to know how 
important IPC ranks things and what the thought behind 
the use of words is in the different connects.

See the comment.

Classification Code 9.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Its very important that this paragraf is abided! See the comment.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 10.4 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension The athlete must also be banned from competition during 
the period of three months.

The IF should not permit any Athlete found to have 
been Non Cooperative during an evaluation to 
undergo any further Evaluation for that Sport for a 
minimum of three months (or such greater period of 
time as deemed appropriate by the IF), starting from 
the date upon which the Athlete failed to co-
operate. The athlete must also be banned from 
competition during the period of three months (or 
such greater period of time as deemed appropriate 
by the IF).
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Protest Submission 6.2.1; 6.2.6 Protests The Cheif Classifier can submit a protest. What if the Chief 
Classifier is the person designated to collect Protests and 
determines if accepted. Is there possibly a conflict of 
interest? 

A designated person to collect protests other than 
the Chief Classifier?

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.62 Ineligibility Re-evaluation The need for a second classification panel to be present 
when an athlete is deemed "Ineligible" is not always 
feasible given the costs involved, the likelihood of a protest 
etc

See below

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3 Classification panel It is not feasible to have a second classification panel 
available for all events. This is cost prohibitive to the 
oraganisers. How would this work with VI Classification 
when there are so few classifiers. 

Review this and look for an alternative way of 
managing protests in the absence of a second 
classification panel - sorry can't offer an easy 
solution here

General Comments Difficult to find Rules sometimes as similar rules located in 
different sections 

General Comments Whilst the Classifcation Code has clarified many issues, 
maintains consistency across sports and provides a clear 
framework for classifiers, federations and athletes,  the 
administration associated with Classification is now an 
onerous task for both federations and classifiers. There is 
almost an imbalance  between the resource required to 
manage and administer Classification ( often volunteers) in 
reference to the number of competitors in the sport. 

Classification Code 1.2 Governance and Scope Highlights that the IPC Classification Committee is 
responsible for recommending policies, guidelines and 
procedures while the Medical and Scientific Director is 
responsible for administration. Who is responsible for 
Ongoing monitoring of compliance? Outline who has the 
responsibility for the Monitoring of Compliance of the Code.

REWRITE:                                                                 
Highlight who has responsibility for monitoring of 
compliance.                                                         We 
suggest that the Classification Manager should have 
responsibility forboth  the administration of the Code 
and compliance.

Classification Code 2.2.2 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

What constitutes compliance with the Code in terms of IF 
Classification Rules

Outline minimum requirements for Compliance 

Classification Code 2.2.5 Governance and Scope It is not clear what an NPC must do in order to be in 
compliance with the Code. 

Separate the responsibilities of the IF's from the 
NPC's. Outline what NPC's must have in order to be 
in compliance with the Code.
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Classification Code 2.4 Governance and Scope There are limited examples available of Models of Best 
Practise, and limited support available for Member 
Organisations who try to establish systems or structures for 
Classification. There needs to be support structures in 
place within IPC to assist member organisations, whether 
they be IF's, NPC's etc. to establish structures and policy 
that are in line with the Code. There needs to be a range of 
Models of Best Practise available that look at different 
types of organisations, accounting for both size and 
budgets available for classification programmes.  There 
should also be someone with the responsibility for 
Classification who can work specially with member 
organisations who are trying to develop their policy, rules 
and structures.

Develop a Models of Best Practise Resource 
available, which should incorporate number of 
different examples of Best Practise including  
Models for IF's and NPC's.

Classification Code 2.6.1 Classification Rules Classification Masterlist is stated to include at minimum 
Athletes Name, Country, Sport Class and Sport Class 
Status. This does not include Review Dates for athletes

REWRITE Article 2.6.1                                                To 
assist in the process of Classification, IF's shall 
maintain a Masterlist of Athletes, which should 
include at minimum Athletes Name, Country, Sport 
Class and Sport Class Status and Review Date / Year. 
The Classification Masterlist should identify all 
athletes who have undergone classification or who 
are due to undergo classification and have not had 
an entry Sport Class verified by an IF.        

Classification Code 2.6.2 Classification Rules 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 availabilty is variable - some are difficult to 
find, are out of date and password protected.

REWRITE Article 2.6.2:                                                        
Masterlist should be publicly available and 
published on the IF's Website for all National 
Federations and NPC's.                                          
Additional Article:                                       Masterlists 
for all IF's should be updated within 1 Month of 
Classification occurring at an event.                                 
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Classification Code 3 - 15 Governance and Scope Classification Code itself should just outline the Policy, 
Roles, Responsibilities, Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modifications and Interpretation. Sections 
3 - 15 should all be incorporated under the International 
Standards as there is a huge amount of repetition in these 
sections and the International Standards. The Code itself 
should state that all Athlete Evaluation, Protest and 
Appeals, Classification Personnel, Training and 
Certification should all be carried out in accordance with 
the International Standards.

MOVE Section 3 - 15 to the relevant International 
Standard. Replace with wording in Section 2.3  that 
says:                                                    INTERNATIONAL 
STANDARDS
5.1. All Athlete Evaluation conducted shall follow the 
IPC International Standard - Athlete Evaluation.
5.2. All Classification Protests and Appeals, 
conducted shall follow the IPC International 
Standard - Protest and Appeals.
5.3. All Classifier Training and Certification 
conducted shall follow the IPC International 
Standard - Classifier Training and Certification.

Classification Code 3 Classification Personnel This section is repitition of what is in the IS Classifier 
Training & Certification. We believe it should be 
incorporated under the International Standard for  
Classifier Training and Certification.

MOVE:                                                                     This 
section to form part of the International Standard for 
Classifier Training and Certification. Also rename the 
International Standard as Classification Personnel, 
Training and Certification

Classification Code 3.1.2 Classification Personnel This does not allow for certification of classifiers at a 
National Level. Many IF's do not incorporate training for 
National Classifiers. A number of NPC's have developed 
National Classifier Training in line with the International 
Standard for Classifier Training and Certification to meet 
their National Classification needs for athletes. Not all IF's 
provide 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 through basic National Classifier Training 
Resources.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                Incorporate 
the option for certification of National Level 
Classifiers by NPC's in accordance with the 
International Standard for Classifier Training and 
Certification with support from the IF's
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Classification Code 3.2 Governance and Scope The workload of the Head of Classification is huge, and will 
continue to grow as Paralympic Sport grows. An IF should 
also establish a Classification Committee of which the Head 
of Classification is the Chair. The committee should 
incorporate Certified Classifiers across all zones/regions. It 
ensures a mechanism for continuity of classification 
information across all regions, and spreads the workload 
for what are in the majority of cases volunteers. There 
should also be Zonal/Regional Heads of Classifications 
(these form the membership of the Classification 
Committee). Within the Committee there should be an 
individual responsible for maintaining and publishing the 
Database and also an individual responsible for Classifier 
Training.

An IF shall establish the following:                       1. 
Classification Committee  - The Classification 
Committee is responsible for the evaluation and 
revision of classification rules, policies and 
procedures related to athlete evaluation, protests 
and appeals and classifier training and certification. 
(e.g. The Committee could include the Head of 
Classification, and Zonal Head Classifiers - ensuring 
each Zone is catered for)                                                     
2. Head of Classification  (Role stay as per 3.2.1) . -
The Committee should be chaired by the Head of 
Classification.                                                      3. 
Zonal/Regional Head Classifiers - Responsible to 
communicate with Zone and National Classifiers 
within that Zone on all matters relating to 
classification within that Zone. Leads to more 
continuity for classification and brings support for 
National Classifiers.                                                4. 
Chief Classifier (Role stay as per 3.2.2)                           

Classification Code 3.3.2 Classification Panels Should include a minimum of Three Classifiers. Allows for 
Majority Decision in borderline cases. 

REWRITE:                                                         Should 
include a minimum of Three Classifiers

Classification Code 4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Currently the information in this 
Section is in the IS for Athlete Evaluation. It makes the 
document very wordy, and longer than it needs to be with 
repeated information. Athlete Evaluation should be 
incorporated under the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation

Delete this section as it is already included in the IS 
for Athlete Evaluation (Section 1 & 2)

Classification Code 5 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Eligibility to compete should be 
incorporated under the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation.

MOVE TO IS:                                                        Move this 
section to form part of the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation. Add in before Section. 3 Sport 
Class & Sport Class Status
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Classification Code 5.3 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility It says the impairment should limit the athletes ability to 
compete equitably in elite sport with athletes without 
impairment. A number of athletes have qualified to 
compete internationally in their sport against athletes 
without impairment e.g. Oscar Pistorius, Natalie Du Toit, 
Marla Runyan, Natalia Partyka etc.                                   In the 
past there have been Paralympic Athletes who have 
medalled against Athletes without an Impairment (Neroli 
Fairhall won Commonwealth Gold in Archery).     Who 
determines if someone can compete equitably?? If they 
meet eligibility criteria for a sport but still also qualify to 
compete at the highest level in sport with athletes without 
an impairment  that should not make them ineligible to 
compete in Paralympic Sport.

Clarify Section 5.3 or Remove Section 5.3 or:                
REWRITE Section 5.3:                                                          
"The IPC General Assembly approves all eligible 
impairments in the Paralympic Movement. Current 
eligible impairments are listed in the IPC Handbook 
(Chapter 3.13, Policy on Eligible Impairments in the 
Paralympic Movement)"  

IPC Classification Code 5.5 Eligibility to Compete Guidance on "next steps" following an athlete being 
declared not eligible are needed.

REWRITE 5.5:                                                     If an 
Athlete fails to meet the eligibility criteria for a 
particular sport, the Athlete will be declared 
ineligible for competition in that particular sport. 
The process as described in Article 7.6 (Ineligibility 
Re-evaluation) of the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation will then apply "

IPC Classification Code 5.5 Eligibility to Compete At a Paralympic Games or Major Competition, athletes who 
are declared not eligible are deemed to be outside of the 
Paralympic Movement and are seen as members of staff of 
their delegation as opposed to athletes. Such athletes have 
their accreditation amended to reflect this (from Aa 
[Athlete] to Ao [member of staff]).         However, this 
process is not documented in either the Code, International 
Standards or the Classification Guide for that respective 
Games.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: "5.6 Once an athlete has 
been declared ineligible to compete at a 
Competition they should be seen as a member of 
staff for their delegation as opposed to an athlete by 
the Event Organiser. The Event Organizer should 
take steps to amend that athlete's accreditation 
accordingly. However the Delegation Quota Formula 
used by the Event Organizer should not be affected 
this change in accreditation."

Classification Code 6 Sport Class Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Sport Class & Sport Class 
Allocation is already incorporated under Section 3 of the  
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation. Information 
is just repeated.

Delete this section as it is already incorporated 
within the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. 

Classification Code 7 Competing in a Different Sport 
Class

Competing in a different class is linked to Sports Class and 
should be incorporated under the Section for Sport Class.

Move this to the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation, and add it under the Sport Class to 
Section 3.2 (Making it 3.2.3)
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IPC Classification Code 7 Competing in a Different Sport 
Class

It is unclear as to whether this article refers to an athlete 
competing in a "different" class due to there being not 
enough athletes in that class to run an event or whether the 
athlete competes in a "different" sport class due to them 
changing class during the course of a competition.

Models of Best Practice to be issued by IPC giving 
IFs General Principles for: 

a) Allowing athlete to compete "up a class" if there 
is no event in their allocated sport class and
b) How to re-enter an athlete if they change class 
during competition. 

Both of these Models of Best Practice should be 
explicitly referenced at relevant sections of the 
Code.

Classification Code 8 Protests Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Protests and Appeals are 
already incorporated under the International Standard for 
Protests & Appeals. Information from this section is just 
repeated in the IS.

Delete this section as it is already incorporated 
within the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. 

Classification Code 8.3 Protests This is not included under the IS Protests & Appeals and  
be added to the International Standard for Protests and 
Appeals

Add Section 8.3 to the International Standard for 
Protests & Appeals.

Classification Code 9 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Athlete Failure to Attend 
Evaluation should be included in the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation as it is directly relates to Athlete 
Evaluation. It should be included following Sport Class and 
Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS:                                                              Move 
this section to the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. Add after Section 3 - Sport Class and 
Sport Class Status. Group Athlete Failure to Attend 
Evaluation, Non-Cooperation during Evaluation and 
Intentional Misrepresentation of Skills and Abilities 
as a Section.

Classification Code 10 Non-Cooperation Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Non-Cooperation during 
Evaluation should be included in the International Standard 
for Athlete Evaluation as it directly relates to Athlete 
Evaluation. It should be included following Sport Class and 
Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS:                                                             Move 
this section to the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. Add after Section 3 - Sport Class and 
Sport Class Status. Group Athlete Failure to Attend 
Evaluation, Non-Cooperation during Evaluation and 
Intentional Misrepresentation of Skills and Abilities 
as a Section.

Classification Code 10.3 Non-Cooperation What Constitutes a "Reasonable Explanation"?                This 
comes down to the opinion of Chief Classifier, and their say 
is final. There is no opportunity for the athlete to appeal if 
the Chief Classifier does not deem their explanation 
reasonable and is refused a second opportunity for 
evaluation

Establish an Appeals Process for an Athlete who has 
been found to be Non-Cooperative
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Classification Code 11 Intentional Misrepresentation Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Intentional Misrepresentation of 
Skills and/or Abilities should be included in the 
International Standard for Athlete Evaluation as it is directly 
related to Athlete Evaluation. It should be included 
following Sport Class and Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS:                                                             Move 
this section to the International Standard for Athlete 
Evaluation. Add after Section 3 - Sport Class and 
Sport Class Status. Group Athlete Failure to Attend 
Evaluation, Non-Cooperation during Evaluation and 
Intentional Misrepresentation of Skills and Abilities 
as a Section.

Classification Code 11 Intentional Misrepresentation As with Failure to Attend and Non-Cooperation the athlete 
should be given a warning and given a second and final 
opportunity to show their abilities.

REWRITE:                                                     Should the 
Chief Classifier be satisfied that a reasonable 
explanation exists for the intentional 
misrepresentation an athlete may be given a warning 
and given a second and final opportunity to show 
their abilities.

Classification Code 11 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.

List the evidence which should support a decision of 
IM of Skills and Abilities e.g. Video Evidence,  
ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: "11.5 IFs are strongly 
encouraged to adopt the Model of Best Practice 
Intentional Misrepresentation Rule."

Model of Best Practice Intentional 
Misrepresentation Rule to be rewritten so all IFs can 
adopt them with minimal alteration.

Classification Code 12 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension Adherence to The International Standards is mandatory for 
Compliance with the Code. Consequences for Athlete 
Support Personnel should be included in the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation as it is directly related to 
Athlete Evaluation. It should be included following Sport 
Class and Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS ATHLETE EVALUATION:                                
Move this section to the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation. Add as a Sub Section to the new 
Group of Athlete Failure to Attend Evaluation, Non-
Cooperation during Evaluation and Intentional 
Misrepresentation of Skills and Abilities

Classification Code 13 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension Should be included in the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation as it is directly related to Athlete 
Evaluation. It should be included following Sport Class and 
Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS ATHLETE EVALUATION:                                
Move this section to the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation. Add as a Sub Section called 
Consequences to the new Group of Athlete Failure to 
Attend Evaluation, Non-Cooperation during 
Evaluation and Intentional Misrepresentation of 
Skills and Abilities
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Classification Code 13 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

As with WADA Sanctions the IF's should have to disclose 
details of all sanctions upon Athletes and/or Support 
Personnel rather than may disclose

REWRITE:                                                             IF's must 
disclose details of penalities imposed upon athletes 
and athlete support personnel

Classification Code 14 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension Should be included in the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation as it is directly related to Athlete 
Evaluation. It should be included following Sport Class and 
Sport Class Allocation

MOVE to IS ATHLETE EVALUATION:                                
Move this section to the International Standard for 
Athlete Evaluation. Add as a Sub Section called 
Consequences to the new Group of Athlete Failure to 
Attend Evaluation, Non-Cooperation during 
Evaluation and Intentional Misrepresentation of 
Skills and Abilities

Classification Code 12 & 14 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Consequences should be consistent across All Sports Model of Best Practise should be in place for IF's on 
Consequences for Athletes, Support Personnel and 
Teams so there is consistency across sports.

IPC Classification Code 15.1 Other What type of Education and Awareness Programmes 
should be implemented and who are they aimed at - It is 
not clear in the Code

Develop Action Plan recommending to IFs and 
NPCs:

a) Aim of Classification Education
b) Targeted recipients of classification education
c) Effective methods of delivering classification 
education

Classification Code 15.1 Other There should be some consistency in basic Classification 
Education - IPC should work in conjunction with Code 
Signatories to ensure there is basic classification education 
available to everyone from athletes, support personnel to 
Member Organisations that outline the Classification 
Process

Develop Classification Resources that can be used 
across athletes, support personnel and 
organisations. Utilise the Online IPC Classification 
Resources so that they can be used across all IF's to 
form the Basic Classifier Training Programme for all 
Sports. This should also be available at a cheap rate, 
preferably free, so that the resource is available to a 
wider audience.

Classification Code 15.2.2 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Classification is dominated by Volunteers - What support 
can IPC provide IF's to assist with the development of 
evidence-based classification systems

Develop research protocols, structures that can be 
utilised across all IF's to support those that have 
limited availability to research personnel

Classification Code 15.2.4 Governance and Scope IPC should establish a Classification Coordination Centre 
that supports Classification Research and establishes 
programs that will assist with the development of 
classification research

Develop a Classification Research Centre that 
assists, develops, coordinates and looks for funding 
to support Classification Research
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Classification Code 16.1.1 Governance and Scope This is not currently happening in a coherent way or at all. Need to develop a Framework for development and 
Monitoring of the Code for both IF's and NPC's

Classification Code 16.1.4 Governance and Scope Compliance is not currently being monitored, but needs to 
be. 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

TIMEFRAME:                                                          Outline 
timeframe for Monitoring Reporting. 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.

Classification Code 16.1.5 Governance and Scope This is not being put in to practice. There needs to be 
enforcement of the Code for it to really be implemented. 

Ensure someone with specific responsibility to assist 
Classification Education and Research. Sanction 
those who are not in compliance. The Sanctions 
should be made Public.

Classification Code 16.2 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

IF's need to provide further support for its member 
organisation specifically in relation to 16.2.4 and National 
Classification. 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

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                             
16.2.5  IF's  have a responsibility to assist with 
training and support for National Classification 
Structures and National Classifier Training

Classification Code 16.2.1 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Consistency is needed across Sports. All Sports should be 
reviewing Classification Rules on a regular basis but there 
should be a specific timeframe pre Paralympic Games from 
when the Rules cannot be changed (2 Years out from 
Games).

Set Specific Timeframe for when Rules can be 
changed and finalised within the Paralympic Cycle 
(E.G. Changes are Made Year 1 and 2 Post 
Paralympic Games, Rules finalised 2 years out from 
the Paralympic games)

Classification Code 17.1.3 Governance and Scope Has Acceptance been made Public - If So where REWRITE:                                                                Code 
should state where this list 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

Classification Code 17.2.2 Governance and Scope Models are not widely available and limited support is given Develop more models of best practise that cater for 
a range of member organisations including small, 
medium and large NPC's, those with and without a 
budget for Classification, those with and without 
professional personnel
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Classification Code 17.3 Governance and Scope Needs to be an Ongoing review - Code should be accepted 
on an annual basis by each member organisation or 
alternatively should be accepted in each Paralympic Cycle. 
Any changes to the Code should allow 1 year for 
implementation.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                           
Acceptance and Implementation Timeframe that is 
Ongoing with regular review. Allow a minimum of 1 
year for implementation of any changes to the Code. 
Code should have a 4 or 8 yearly Review Period - e.g. 
Review conducted following Summer or Winter 
Paralympic Games.

Classification Code 17.4 Governance and Scope A monitoring template should be developed for each type 
of Member Organisation with reporting enforced 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. 
The reports should be publically available!

IPC Classification Code 17 Governance and Scope It is difficult to properly appraise the Code without 
knowledge of the IFs' ability to implement the Code.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                 
IPC to circulate a report to its membership every 2 
years on each IF's status with regard to compliance 
with the Code 

Classification Code 17.5 Governance and Scope Is this happening? No-one knows as it is not made public. 
Making this information publically available puts more 
pressure on for compliance.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                        
All non-compliance should be made public including 
the timelines outlined for compliance

Classification Code 17.6.2 Governance and Scope Timeframe must be set rather than saying on a regular 
basis

REWRITE:                                                                          
Review either on a 4 or 8 yearly basis - Need to 
outline Timeline

Classification Code 17.6.5 Governance and Scope IPC have one year to implement amendment - Similarly all 
member organisations should have one year from the 
publication of the new code to implement and be compliant

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                            
17.6.6 All signatories to the Code will have 1 year in 
which to implement and be compliant with any 
published changes to the Code

Classification Code 17.7 Governance and Scope What are the consequences of Withdrawal - Does this mean 
suspension?

Outline consequences of Withdrawal of Acceptance 
of the Code

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.3 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Descriptions for Sports Classes are not well developed 
within some IF Classification Resources. 

Description of Sport Class should incorporate both 
Medical & Technical descriptions for the Sports 
Class.
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.5 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

Currently IF's in many cases only provide this notice 
directly to their National Federations. All IF's should inform 
both their own National Federation and the NPC. 
Appropriate notice should also be a set timeframe that is 
consistent across all sports, as some IF's consider 1 month 
appropriate notice while others give a year. National 
Federations and NPC's should also be involved in a 
consultation period when changes in Classification are 
being developed so they have some involvement in the 
process.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                       
Mandatory to provide notice to all National 
Federations and NPCs. National Federations and 
NPCs should also receive a minimum of 6 months 
notice of anticipated changes and should receive 
the new Classification Manual/Changes a minimum 
of 3 months from the new implementation date. A 
consultation period should also be in place so that 
National Federations, NPC's and Athletes are given 
the opportunity to feedback and input to any 
changes to Classification Rules.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.8 IF Responsibilities for 
Classification

It states that the National Federations are responsible to 
ensure that athletes are Nationally Classified before 
competing at an international level. Currently a number of 
IF's give limited support to National Federations or NPC's 
to ensure National Classification is delivered at an 
appropriate level with the correct interpretation of IF 
Classification Rules. This should include a basic 
mechanism by IF's to training National Classifiers - 
preferably through online resources such as the IPC 
Swimming Online Training or CP-ISRA Online Training 
which is much more cost effective than having to send 
classifiers to International Training.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                   
2.8. IF's must provide support to both National 
Federations and NPC's in delivering National 
Classification.                                                            

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Incorporate in ARTICLE 6.1.2 from the Code and remove 
the Section on Sport Class and Sport Class Allocation from 
the Code.

REWRITE to incorporate Section 6.1.2 from the 
Code                                     3.2 Sport Class
3.2.1 A Sport Class is a category defined by each 
International Federation in which Athletes are 
categorized by reference to an activity limitation 
resulting from impairment. 
3.2.2 Athletes are allocated a Sport Class based on 
the Classification Rules of each IF              
3.2.3  Ineligibility for competition is a Sports Class. 
Each IF must stipulate eligibility criteria in their 
Cl ifi ti R lIS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Review Date should always have to be set for athletes who 

are Review Status - This date should also be printed on the 
Masterlist

Review Date should always be set for athlete as 
either the year or as next competition. There should 
also be a minimum period of time before an athlete 
is reviewed again - e.g.. Classifications should be at 
least 11 months apart
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Sports Class C Athletes may also be required to complete 
evaluation if there is a change to the classification rules of 
an IF. 

REWRITE:                                                                   Sports 
Class Status C Athletes are not required to complete 
evaluation prior to competing at International 
Competitions, with the exception of re-evaluations 
due to Protests lodged under exceptional 
circumstances (see International Standard on 
Protests & Appeals) or due to a change in the 
Classification Rules of the IF.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.1 & 5.4.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Medical Documentation can take longer than 4 weeks to 
obtain. IF's should have a minimum level of documentation 
that should be required and should be listed in their 
Classification Rules. In this way National Federations and 
NPC's are aware of what will be required. This should be 
set for each different impairment group

STANDARDISED FORM:                                          
Should be a set Medical Diagnostic Form across all 
sports that must be completed by Medical 
Professional.                                                                           
IF's should list clear guidelines of level of Medical 
Documentation required - Should be consistent 
across sports. What type of Medical Documentation 
is compulsory and what is extra. What level of 
Medical Reports are required. 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Some athletes may require 2 individuals to assist with 
transfers, etc. Athletes should be allowed to be 
accompanied by two individuals (if you require an 
interpreter than 1 of the two should be an interpreter).

REWRITE: The athlete may be accompanied by two 
representatives of the Athletes NPC/National 
Federation. If an interpreter is required one of the 
representatives must be able to act as an 
interpreter.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Rather than refer back to the CODE Articles 9, 10 and 11 
should be listed under this section of the International 
Standard and removed form the Code.

Add Article 9, 10 and 11 to the IS for Athlete 
Evaluation.                                                                               
Remove 6.1.4

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.2.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure What information can be requested ? If an athlete has a 
sports injury but are going to compete with said injury this 
should not jeopardise their right to undergo classification.

STANDARDISED FORM:                                                  
Should be standardised what Health Information is 
requested form the Athlete. Standardised Medical 
Diagnostic Form for all Sports.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Photos and Videotaping should also be allowed to aid in the 
classification process and not just for educational 
purposes. Currently it allows for Video Footage during the 
Observation Assessment - Should this also incorporate 
Physical & Technical Assessment - Specifically if there is a 
query with non-cooperation or misrepresentation

REWRITE Section 6.4.3 Bullet 3:                                       
Agreement to allow photographs and/or videotaping 
to assist with the classification process and for 
educational purposes.

36/87



IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Can athletes video the Classification Process? Should 
athletes be allowed to film the process?

CLARIFY:                                                               What is 
the athlete or athlete support personnel entitled to 
do in classification evaluation

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure An athlete who is determined to be ineligible should 
automatically be assessed by a second panel and should 
not have to pay a protest fee. This review of classification 
by a second panel should always be in person and not 
based on Video Evidence.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                If 
no Second Panel is available at that competition an 
athlete should be provided with the opportunity to 
be assessed by a second panel in person at another 
competition or through video evidence.                    
Choice should come down to the National 
Federation or NPC whether they wish to bring 
athlete to next competition or submit video 
evidence. 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 & 8.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Both read very differently - Is the athlete reviewed under 
Protest Conditions and do they need to submit Protest 
Form or are they Automatically entitled to Review?

CLARIFY:                                                                Clarify 
Ineligibility Procedure and ensure consistency 
across sport. Athlete should have automatic 
entitlement to Review by Second Panel and should 
not have to submit Protest Form. If there is no 
Second Panel at the said competition this should be 
carried forward to the next competition or through 
video evidence (Choice should come down to the 
National Federation whether they wish to bring 
athlete to next competition or submit video 
evidence). There should be clear guidelines for 
Video Evidence.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.5 & 10.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Athletes should be given confirmation in writing with date 
and time they are told of the decision on their classification 
in line with 8.5. They should also have to sign that they 
have received notification. Ensures timelines for protests 
etc. are followed. Written Notification should always 
include Date and Time athlete Notified and Signed by both 
Athlete and Notifying Classifier/s

REWRITE:                                                                      
Written notification must be provided to the athlete, 
preferably in the format of a standardised form 
developed by the IF, including:                                        
* Athletes Assigned Sports Class                                       
* Athletes Updated Sports Class Status                        * 
Date & Time of Decsion                                                   * 
Associated Protest Procedures/Options                          
* Signaturte Athlete                                                     * 
Signature Classifier who informed the Athlete.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 12.2.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Masterlists need should be updated and published within a 
specific timeframe following competition.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                        
12.2.2  The Masterlist should be updated and 
published within 1 Month of Classification occurring.

37/87



IS on Protest and Appeals 2.1 Protests Should include both in and out of competition within this 
section

REWRITE:                                 
Each IF shall have Protest procedures in its 
Classification Rules that accounts for the lodging of 
protest both In Competition and Out of Competition. 
These shall include clear timelines for the 
submission and resolution of Protests. 

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.7 Protests Protest Panel should never be have more than 1 classifier 
who has previously seen the athlete

REWRITE:                                                                   In that 
case, the Classifiers involved with the original 
allocation may be part of the Protest Panel, but with 
a maximum of 1  classifier who has previously seen 
the athlete.

IS on Protest and Appeals 3 Protests All sports should allow both In and Out of Competition 
Protests. Not every country is able to travel to every event 
and should be allowed to protest a classification decision 
Out of Competition. E.g. At a European Championships 
those from other Zones would not be present and 
potentially lose the opportunity to protest any change in 
classifications from other nations.

REWRITE:                                                         Submission 
of Protests may be submitted both In and Out of 
Competition.

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 Protests Indicates that Ineligible to Compete is a Sport Class Status, 
which is not correct. As the only Sport Class Statuses that 
can be allocated are Review or Confirmed.

REWRITE:                                                            Remove 
Ineligible to Compete from the Bullet Points

IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.3 & Table 1 Protests An NPC should be allowed to Protest their own Athlete with 
Confirmed Status under Exceptional Circumstances.. The 
athlete may only be protested by their NPC once. In many 
cases with athletes who may have been classified and 
confirmed at an early age but may have changes that occur 
(specifically we have found this with both CP and Spina 
Bifida Athletes, who started internationally at a younger age 
and while confirmed at 18 years of age can still have some 
change in their impairments into their 20's). Similarly some 
athletes are given a Confirmed Status at their first 
international classification.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                       
Confirmed Athletes can be Protested by their own 
NPC under the Exceptional Circumstances similarly 
to Section 5.2.1 or 5.2.2
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IS on Protest and Appeals 4 Protest Opportunities If an athlete is changed to Confirmed at a Regional 
Championships e.g. Europeans then other Zonal Countries 
miss out on the opportunity to Protest that athlete.                  
This article limits protest opportunities to athletes with a 
New and Review Sport Class Status. This places too much 
responsibility with the initial Classification Panel. An athlete 
can move from New to Confirmed after appearing at one 
competition and can then compete at a World 
Championships or Paralympic Games. If a rival NPC or 
National Federation feels this athlete is in the wrong class 
there is no mechanism for them to  submit a protest.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLES: 
"4.5.5 NPCs and NFs my protest an athlete’s sports 
class from another NPC within 1 year of that athlete 
receiving a “Confirmed” Sport Class Status. Should 
an  NPC/NF submit a protest against an athlete with 
a Sport Class Status of Confirmed within 1 year of 
that athlete receiving that Sport Class Status then no 
other NPC/NF may submit a protest against that 
athlete's Sport Class."

"4.5.6 Should an athlete not compete at an 
international event within 1 year of receiving their 
sport class status of Confirmed then their sport class 
status reverts back to Review” 

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.2.3 Protests Timeframe needs to be longer - Specifically for an NPC 
protesting their own athlete. In many cases the National 
Federation or NPC may wish to obtain Supporting 
Documentation or other Relevant Medical Documentation 
to support the athlete in their Protest. By limiting Protests 
to having to be submitted at the same competition this 
often limits the opportunity for the athlete to get supporting 
information.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                  
"NPCs and NFs may protest their own athlete’s 
sports class within 1 year of that athlete receiving a 
“Confirmed” Sport Class Status."

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.4 Protests The Protest Panel have the opportunity to seek expert 
assistance be it medical, sport or scientific. Similarity the 
Athlete and National Federation or NPC should have that 
same opportunity

Ensure Timelines for Protest allow the Athlete to 
source supporting documentation

IS on Protest and Appeals 11.1 Appeals Appeal Body should also assess that both the Sport Class 
Allocation and the Protest Procedures are in compliance 
with the Code

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                          
Appeals Body have the jurisdiction to assess that the 
Sport Class Allocation and Protest Procedures are in 
Compliance with the Code.

IS on Protest and Appeals 14.1 Appeals Should include someone who has an understanding of the 
Classification Code and its International Standards

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                      
The Appeal Body should include at least 1 member 
who has an understanding of the IPC Code

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.4 Classification Personnel Classification Panel should always consist of a minimum of 
3 classifiers, as this means in a classification decision there 
is always a majority decision.

REWRITE:                                                                     A 
Minimum of 3 Classifiers
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IS on Classifier Training and Certification 2 Classification Personnel There is currently no guidelines for the training and 
development of National Classifiers. Some IF's support the 
development of National Classification while others do not. 
As it is part of the Code that National Federations and 
NPC's are responsible for athletes receiving a National 
Classification before attending International Classification 
then there needs to be a structure to support National Level 
Classification. This does need to be costs effective though 
as NPCs and National Federations have limited budgets to 
send people for Classifier Training Overseas or bring 
International Classifiers over. Online Training is the best 
format as it allows distance learning but provides a 
mechanism to interpret IF Classification Rules and allows 
for development of Support Structures. Online training 
should not be charged per person though but rather per 
Nation as this allows them to develop the number of 
classifiers needed to meet their specific needs.

Incorporate a Subsection under Classifier 
Certification that addresses National Classifier 
Certification - Can be in conjunction with IF's and 
NPC's / National Federations. Similarly the Sections 
on Assessing Competencies, and Notification of 
Certification also need to incorporate National 
Classifiers.

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 5 Classification Personnel Incorporate a need for 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.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:                                                
Add in a Section on Classification Committee - 
Redefine the Role of the Classification Committee 
and the Head of Classification (See Line 18 Above)

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 5 Classification Personnel Incorporate the Role of the National Classifier - Similar to 
the Trainee

REWRITE:                                                              Duties of 
Trainee and National Classifier

Classification Code Introduction Clearly define what is the Classification Strategy, 
Classification Code, International Standards and Models of 
Best Practice and ensure there is consistency in this 
terminology throughout the document.

Classification Code 1.1.2 IPC Governance The second sentence of the article is logically more linked 
to the point  1.1.1

Take out of the article the second sentence (IPC is 
the international…) and insert it in the article 1.1.1 
or in a new one.
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Classification Code 2.5 Classification Rules More emphasis should be placed on the fact that the  
Classification Rules are set by the IF Sport, not by IPC.

2.5.1: Classification Rules are set by the IF for each 
Paralympic Sport. All participants in sport accept 
these rules as conditions of participation.
2.5.2: IF Sport classification Rules shall 
include:(Bullet) Athlete Evaluation, Eligibility to 
compete, Sport Class and Sport Class Status 
Allocation, Protest and Appeal.

Classification Code 3.3.2 classification Personnel Rule exception in the  sentence results not necessary and 
not logically ordered

International Classification Panels must include a 
minimum of two classifiers. If deemed appropriate 
IF can require more than two Classifiers for the 
constitution on the classification panel

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

5 Eligibility to Compete Needs to be more specific and detailed. Does the word 
"permanent" fit the classification of fluctuating diseases? 
5.3 Is the word "Elite" needed? What about cancelling 
both?

5.2: Same sentence but add at end, and be one of 
the 10 IPC Eligible Impairment Types.
5.3: Same sentence but add at end: and meet the 
minimal disability criteria (MDC) as identified by the 
IF Sport.
5.4: Same sentence but add: 'does not meet MDC 
for the IF Sport' before the athlete should be 
considered ineligible to compete.

Classification Code 9.3 Athlete Failure to Attend 
Classification

<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<
<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<

Athlete Failure to Attend Evaluation should be 
renamed as ' Failure to complete ' as the athlete 
may well attend but evaluation cant be completed 
for the examples given
9.3:Failure to attend evaluation COULD include:

Classification Code 10 Non -Co-Operation During 
Evaluation

10.1: Unable and Unwilling to cooperate are 2 different 
situations,
Unable to co operate could include: a language barrier, 
pain, new injury.
Unwilling to complete is purposeful and should be the 
same as Intentional Misrepresentation

I suggest Non Cooperation be removed and the 
Unable to cooperate become 'failure to complete 
evaluation' and the 'unwilling to cooperate become 
Intentional Misrepresentation

Classification Code 11 to 14 Intentional Misrepresentation
Consequences for Support 
Personnel, publication of 
penalties and Consequences for 
teams

Update Follow the recently released Models for best 
practice Guidelines on the subject

Classification Code 16.1.5 Roles and Responsibilities What does 'To withhold some or all funding of Ifs and NPCs 
mean?

Clarify
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Classification Code 16.2.4 Roles and Responsibilities It only refers to NPCs, but not to the NFs which also 
represent the membership of the IFs

In section 16.3.3 it should read "…including 
education according to the IF standards.

Classification Code 16.3 Roles and Responsibilities Ambiguous To recommend that NFs should comply to the 
provisions of the Code and Int, Standards as 
reflected in the IF Classification rules

Classification Code 16.3.4 Roles and Responsibilities Ambiguous To recommend to NFs that their Classification Rules 
should be compliant to the Code by complying to the 
IF Classification Rules.

Classification Code 16.4.1 and 2 Roles and Responsibilities Be consistent with the use of comply and conform as both 
are used to mean the same thing

Use the term comply

Classification Code 17.3.1 Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modifications

Change Beijing 2008 Use Paralympic games

Classification Code 17 Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modifications

Make reference to the Code being Classification Code and 
International Standards and be consistent.

17.6'Modifications to the Code' and 17.6.2 refers to 
the Code and International Standards.

Classification Code Appendix 1 Update

Classification Code Appendix 2 Glossary Definitions of Classification Strategy and Code need to be 
consistent throughout the document

As per Introduction, define Strategy as being the 
Classification Code, International Standards and 
Models of Best Practice, to ensure that all IF 
Paralympics Sports have accurate, reliable, 
consistent credible sport classification rules. NPC is 
recognized as the sole representative of the 
disability sport movement . IN COMPETITION 
CHange to: the athlete has the status of being 
selected in connection with a specific competition.
Define the Code as the Classification Code and 
International Standards. 

Athlete Evaluation 2.4 General Principals Not assertive enough and give a timeline of 2016?. IFs shall work towards having evidence based 
Classification Rules

Athlete Evaluation 2.5 General Principals Define appropriate I recommend January of each year (or at least 6 
month prior the start of a sport season)

Athlete Evaluation 2.6 General Principals Elaborate Accessible format and source (for example IF 
Website)
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Athlete Evaluation 2.7 General Principals Status 'upheld' could be replaced by status is 
'acknowledged' - reads better

Athlete Evaluation 3.2.2 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Define eligibility criteria Each IF must stipulate the eligible impairment types 
and minimal disability criteria required for the sport.

Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Grammar in Review Class bullet 3 Athlete with a Sports Class Status Review could 
include, but not limited to those:
Requiring further.....
With fluctuating.....
Whose sport class is....

Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Under confirmed add another bullet point with the wording 
in article 9.2

Athletes can not be allocated a C sports class status 
until they have completed the First Appearance 
requirements of the sport.

Athlete Evaluation 4 Athlete Evaluation Pathway Not very clear Appendix 1 to this International Standard details 
how an IF conducts athlete evaluations according to 
the Classification Rules which are compliant to the 
Code.

Athlete Evaluation 5.3.2 Pre Competition Tasks This may not be the responsibility of the Chief Classifier in 
all sports. It could be the IF Sport Para - Coordinator or 
other designated representative.

......to give the Chief Classifier or IF designated 
representative for the Competition....

Athlete Evaluation 5.4.1 Pre Competition Tasks Combine 5.4.1. and 5.4.2 as they are similar information 
and repetitive. Add Chief Classifier 'or IF designated 
representative'

The Chief Classifier or the IF designated 
representative liaises with the LOC, NPC/NFs and Ifs 
to collect relevant and recent detailed medical 
documentation as required by the classification 
rules or advise them of the medical  documentation 
that the athlete will be required to take to 
classification as required by the classification rules. 
This information must be written in English

Athlete Evaluation 5.4 Pre Competition Tasks To become 5.2 Relevant and recent medical documentation 
required by a classification panel for classification 
deliberations could include, but not limited to: 
medical reports, X-rays, visual impairment and 
intellectual impairment assessments.

Athlete Evaluation 5.5.1 Pre Competition Tasks Chief Classifier Add or designated representative
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Athlete Evaluation 5.5.3 Pre Competition Tasks Chief Classifier (add) or designated representative

Athlete Evaluation 5.5.4 Pre Competition Tasks after 'athletes requiring Evaluation' add.. and time to allow for pre competition classification 
protests

Athlete Evaluation 5.6.1 Pre Competition Tasks Add the following to this paragraph:..... The Head of Classification, Chief Classifier or "IF 
designated representative' is responsible for...... 
And an execution (or implementation plan) for the 
following needs, 'but not limited to'.........

Athlete Evaluation 6.1.1 Spelling of ortheses Should read 'orthoses' or 'orthotics'

Athlete Evaluation 6.2.1 Remove first bullet point in brackets, not necessary

Athlete Evaluation 6.2.2 and 6.2.3 Combine and to make it more succinct and put in as 6.4 (or 
6.5)

If an athlete has a health condition that causes pain 
that limits or prohibits full effort during Evaluation, it 
may not be appropriate for Evaluation at that time. If 
this is the case, the athlete must have additional 
medical information on their current health status to 
verify this. Failure to provide this information may be 
deemed to constitute non cooperation during 
Evaluation. (IPC Classification Code article 10). The 
Chief Classifier may, time permitting, re schedule 
the Evaluation. 

Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Presentation Third bullet point add.... for educational  and 'Research' purposes.

Athlete Evaluation 7 Athlete Assessment The terms ASESSMENT and EVALUATION need to be 
better defined. Section 6 talks about Athlete Evaluation but 
section 7 talks about Athlete Assessment. Both terms are 
the same, should be more consistent in the use of these 
words. My recommendation is to use Athlete Evaluation for 
this section

Athlete Evaluation 

Athlete Evaluation 7.1 Athlete Assessment Change the word Assessment to Evaluation and the word 
Evaluation to include physical, technical and observation 
assessments, these are parts of the Evaluation

The Athlete Assessment may include, but not be 
limited to: Physical assessment, Technical 
Assessment, Observation Assessment.
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Athlete Evaluation 7.2 Athlete Assessment If use the above change, the Evaluation period should be 
the time from physical assessment, or technical 
Assessment, which ever comes first, through to the 
observation assessment,(this may be during Official 
Training Sessions or the Competition period (which 
includes the First Appearance) Do not restrict the 
Observation Period to Training Sessions or Competition as 
a classifier is observing the athlete at all times during all 
assessments whether it be physical, technical or training or 
competition.

The Evaluation Period includes the Physical 
Assessment, Technical Assessment and Observation 
Assessment of the athlete. The Observation 
Assessment will include, but not limited to, Official 
Training Sessions and the First Appearance of the 
Athlete

Athlete Evaluation 7.3.2 Athlete Assessment Remove the word Endurance as all other are impairment 
types and endurance is not.

Athlete Evaluation 7.3.3 Athlete Assessment Add a 7.3.3 to have similar wording to 7,4,4 under 
technical assessment.

Classifiers must be confident that the athlete has 
performed to the best of their ability during the 
Physical Assessment and may request greater effort 
to ensure optimal assessment opportunity

Athlete Evaluation 7.4.2 Athlete Assessment Elaborate. An non competitive or "novel' environment... 

Athlete Evaluation 7.3 &7.4 Athlete Assessment Video filming methods with biomechanical analysis This method should be contemplated in either one 
of the physical or technical assessments and up to 
each IF to decide if such implementation is feasible. 
This can be compaired to other footage obtained 
through observation in competition.

Athlete Evaluation 7.5.1 Athlete Assessment Add 'but not limited to' to ensure there are other 
opportunities to observe the athlete, this may well be in the 
athletes personal time outside classification evaluation.

The Classification Panel may observe the Athlete 
performing, but not limited to, the specific skills......

Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Athlete Assessment Remove the clause 'in accordance with the IPC 
Classification Code International Standard for Protests and 
Appeals' as this is not an official Protest process, it is an 
Athlete Classification Review process.

Is it actually fair or logical to disable the protest 
opportunity once the 2nd panel dictates the IE sport 
class simply because the second panel has ratified 
the first panel's decision?
Another aspect here is what happens when the 2nd 
panel cannot make a clear decision since they might 
have not observed the athlete in action but we are 
talking about a medallist for instance? What if the 
next opportunity is in the next season? Refer to 8.4 

ll
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Athlete Evaluation 8.2 Assignment of... Remove 'The Athletes Sport Class Status will also need to 
be updated accordingly" as a Sport Class Status can not be 
allocated until after observation is complete. See 8.3 below 

Athlete Evaluation 8.3 Assignment of... Remove and add....with wording from 9.2 An Athletes Sport Class Status will be allocated after 
the First Appearance requirement for the sport  in 
order to allow other Nations to observe the athlete in 
competition and give opportunities for Nations to 
protest allocated Sport Classes.

Athlete Evaluation 8.4 Assignment of... Add at the end "at the earliest opportunity"

Athlete Evaluation 8.5 Assignment of... Add 'after the First Appearance requirement of the sport' 
and remove 'third bullet point not necessary, NF need to 
know this.

Written notification must be provided to the to the 
Athlete, preferably in the format of a standardized 
form developed by the IF, including .. (remove third 
bullet point)

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.1 Assignment of... This statement is ambiguous and not clear in its meaning. 
Combine with 8.6.2 to become 8.6.1

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.2 Assignment of... Incorrect, Sport Class Status can not be allocated until 
after First Appearance requirement for the sport (The 
official end of the Classification Evaluation)

Remove "and updated Sports Class Status'

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.1 Assignment of... To now read'''' At the end of each session during the Evaluation 
Period, the Chief Classifier must convey the 
outcomes of the assigned Sports Class to the LOC so 
that clear information can be given to the Nations so 
they can  determine to protest any new or review 
athlete Sports class and enable the LOC to prepare 
start lists and make associated event management 
arrangements.

Athlete Evaluation 10.2 Notification of Changes... Remove third bullet point as in 8.5

Athlete Evaluation 11.2 and 11.3 Handling Athlete protests Combine to make succinct and reword. The Chief Classifier should attempt to schedule any 
protest against an Athletes Sport class as soon as 
logically possible during the Classification 
Evalaution.period. If a protest can not be resolved 
due to, but not limited to; a second Classification 
panel not being available or logistics and or time 
restraints, then the Athlete should compete in the 
most recently assigned Sports Class. (divide the two 
sentences in 11.1 and 11.2)

46/87



Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Reference should be made to Classification Protests and 
Appeals so not to be confused with Competition Protests 
and Appeals

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2 General Principals Label General Principles of Handling 'Classification' 
Protests

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.3 General Principals Remove the word 'ideally' as it is too subjective and open 
for interpretation. Define designated representative as 
'authorized to be in keeping with other wording in this 
section.

Designated, authorized representative....

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.4 General Principals Remove the word 'generally' as it is too subjective and open 
for interpretation and in brackets add Article 5.

(as set out in Article 5 of this International Standard)

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.6 General Principals Add>>> Classification Protests should be 'scheduled by the 
Chief Classifier during the Athlete Evaluation period, 
where possible, and resolved in a manner.....

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.7 General Principals Reference is made here to both 'panel' and 'classifiers' 
involved in the allocation....Needs to be 'classifier'

A Classification protest should not be resolved by 
classifiers that were involved in the original panel 
allocating the Sport Class being protested.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.7 General Principals Is the 18 month period maybe too much for sports in which 
classification opportunities are not si frequent as in a bigger 
sport like AT or SW?

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

3 Submission of Protests Add 'Classification' protests

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4 Protest Opportunities Add 'Classification' protests

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4.5.3 Protest Opportunities Possible outcomes for protested "C" athletes should also 
be listed in bullet points

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4.5.4 Protest Opportunities Change 7.4.1 to 7.6.1

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4.5.4 Protest Opportunities Table 1: again the question, why is IE not protestable by an 
NF even after second panel confirms the sport class?

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Table 1 Confirmed should be able to be Protested by the Chief 
Classifier but keep the asterisk * in to explain below table
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Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

5 Exceptional Circumstances Change to 'Classification protest Under Exceptional 
Circumstances

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6 Protest Procedure Change to Classification Protest procedures

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.2.3 Protest Procedure According 6.2.2 include the submission of the protests to 
the Chief Classifier and/or to a person designated for that 
event

add after Chief classifier: "or to a person designated 
for that event"

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.2.4 Protest Procedure amend 5th bullet point to also read NPC/NF

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.4 Protest Procedure Add>>>> The Classification Protest Panel may seek  medical, 
sport or scientific expertise in reviewing an Athletes 
Sport Class in order to resolve the Classification 
protest.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.5 Protest Procedure Add to the sentence>>>> to ensure the continuation of the competition or to 
update the competition results.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.6 Protest Procedure Add a new article If a Classification Protest can not be resolved at the 
competition due to, but not limited to, a second 
Classification panel not being available or logistics 
and or time restraints, then the Athlete should 
compete in the most recently assigned Sports Class. 
The Chief Classifier will inform all relevant parties of 
the date and place for the Protest Evaluation.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.4.1 Protest Procedure Third Bullet point. Replace Classification Officer with Head 
of Classification or IF designee.
Fourth bullet point add IF designee after Head of 
Classification and 'as identified by the IF' after all relevant 
parties

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Appendix 1 Protest Procedure Step 2 Add>>> and remove the 6th line. Protest Form submitted by the appropriate person 
to the 'Chief Classifier'

Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

Name should change to Classification Appeals so as not to 
be confused with the IF Competition Appeals.Update 
section accordingly i.e.Classification Appeal Jursdiction, 
Classification Appeal Submission etc.
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Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

12.5 Appeal Submission This article and Step 4 of the appendix are not aligned with 
consisten language.Section 4 referes to the decision being 
made by the chief classifier where as 12.5 it is the IF who 
conducts the review.

Should readChief Classifier or IF designee

Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

14.2 Appeal Body In order to ensure the independence of the decision all the 
Appeal body members should not have any other official 
responsibility in the IF. Consider also the possibility of 
specifying the responsibilities not compatible with the duty. 

Cancel "a majority of"

Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

19 Protests in Exceptional 
Circumstances

Not sure why this is in this section.If this is refering to 
appeals of protests in exceptional circumstances it should 
state this and be more clearly defined as such. For me this 
article need to be cancelled. It contradicts what is stated in 
5.3

Classifier Training and Certification 1.6 Classifier Personnel Bullet point 1 should not read 'and/or' but and because a 
technical experts can not be in a panel without a medical 
expert to conduct a physical assessment.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.2 Classifier certification Insert International before classifier so not to be confused 
with the responsibilities of National Classifiers.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.3 Classifier certification Second sentence should be >>>>> This can include but not be limited to, theoretical 
and practical......

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4 Classifier certification Include a new article to state:>>>>> Each IF will recommend to NFs/NPCs  that their 
Classification training techniques should be 
compliant to the Code by complying to the IF Sport 
Classification Rules.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4 Classifier certification To become 2.5 and read>>>>> Each IF shall detail the levels of International 
Classifier Certification  and give guidelines for 
National Classifier Certification.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4.1/2/3 Classifier certification Use International Trainee/Level 1/Level 2

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4.3 Classifier certification Add>>>> Level 2 International Classifier should be eligible for 
delivering classifier training seminars and assessing 
classifier competencies.

Classifier Training and Certification 3.1 Assessing Competencies use 'but not limited to' Methods of obtaing certification includes, but not 
limited to,...
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Classifier Training and Certification 3.2 Assessing Competencies Add>>>>
2nd bullet point use eligibility criteria not certification 
criteria
3rd bullet point: remove 'advanced training in 
administrative and manmagement and professional 
conduct' and add:>>>

Each IF shall detail the qualifications and expertise 
required for each classifier level......
3rd bullet: classifier administration and procedure 
management, code of conduct....

Classifier Training and Certification 3.3 Assessing Competencies not clear or succinct. Make reference to International 
classifier.
1st Bullet: Add >>>>> and reword to make it flow and be 
clearer
Bullet 2: reword to be in line with other 2 bullet points>>>

1st Bullet Point: Methods of assessment used in 
measuring specific competencies (leave out 
proficiency) and (for example online courses, 
workshops and practical training, written and or oral 
theory and practical exams.
Bullet 2: Methods of objective and measurable 
evaluation (e.g. completion of courses, required 
score)

Classifier Training and Certification 6.1.3 Classifier Code of Conduct This article is not clear and needs rewording. It is open for 
interpretation.At the same times it needs to be flexible and 
not too dictatorialso that Ifs can use this in conjunction with 
the IF code of conduct for personnel.

IPC Classification Code and all 
International Standards and models of 
best practice.

Ensure accessibility and ease of use.  

50/87



IPC Classification Code 2.1.1 International Classification "...Athlete's impariment is relevant ot sport 
performance..." has been interperted to read classification 
is based on activity limitation in competition and therefore 
training aspects can not be taken into account.  This could 
limit appropriate development of a classificaiotn system for 
individual who are visually impaired, or blind, due to the 
significant ways vision impairment can influence traininig - 
beginning with early motor skill development, through 
development of Physical Literacy, and to high performance 
sport (all aspects of life long training to become an elite 
athlete - as outlined in various Long Term Athelte 
Development(LTAD) Models).  The athelte who has no light 
perception from birth has a different LTAD pathway 
resulting in differences in competition activity limitation 
from the athlete who has no light perception at age 25 due 
to a traumatic injury to the eyes. They both have the same 
resulting functional vision (no light perception) but training 
has been impacted significantly due to lack of vision in the 
case of the first individual and therefore does impact final 
high performance ability in competition.This impact would 
also apply to different levels of vision loss, not just totally 
blind.

The code needs to be clearer and needs to enable 
this subject to be fully explored and incorporated as 
appropriate.  The way in which training may or may 
not impact performance needs to be allowed to be 
incorporated into the discussion within the code if 
the time of onset of the impairment may (as in the 
case of vision impairment) significally impact skill 
acquisition.   

IPC Classificaiton Code 2.2.4 Consistent Policy Either here or elsewhere, there should be discussion of, or a 
policy developed on,  inclusion of individuals who have 
more than one disability, both of which impact sport 
performance.

Include a policy on individuals with more than one 
disability

IPC Classification Code 2.4 Models of Best Practice IPC is encouraged to publish models of best practice, for 
the use of the system.

add an item indicating that IPC Will collect and 
publish best practices to further benefit the system 
and provide education.

IPC Classification Code 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 Classificiation Positions Both Head of Classification and Chief Classifier should be 
able to delegate tasks, but retain ultimate resopnsability, 
for these items.

Outline that tasks can be delegated, but the the Hof 
C of CC remains responsible

IPC Classification Code 3.3.3 Classificiation Panel No other responsabilities other than classification 
responsabilities should be performed by classifiers 
appointed to a panel for a competition.  In fact, classifiers 
who classify at one competition and are with a country 
team at the next competition could cause the question to 
be raised about conflict of interest.  

replace the word should with the word "shall"
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IPC Classification Code 6.4.1 Sport Class Change a sample of best practices, or further guidance should be 
provided relating to the consequences of sport class 
changes - for a variety of reasons.  Different IFs having 
different regulations makes it confusing for organizations 
working with a variety of IFs.  This is a very complicated 
issue where more direction should be provided

policy or best practice to be developed.

IPC Classification Code 9.3 Failure to Attend Medical Documentation should be submitted ahead of the 
appointed classification time, not at the time of the 
classification.  

edit this section, or add a separate section relating 
to pre submission (by a certain date) of medical 
documentation - or require IFs to put it in their rules.

IPC Classification Code 10.1 Non Cooperation Non cooperation should not be assigned for an athlete who 
is "unable" to participate in evaluation.  Non cooperation 
sounds like an intent on the athlete's part to not cooperate, 
while unable implies not able to even if wanted to.

revise the part about unable to participate to allow 
for a "classification Interrupted or Incomplete"

IPC Classification Code 11.1 Intentional Misrepresentation for protetin of athletes and classifiers, a stronger level of 
scruitny - other than an opinion - should be sought prior to 
designating IM.

replace "opinion" with stronger wording, or require 
some kind of proof or hearing or ?

IPC Classification Code 12.1 Athlete Support Personnell There should be a best practice or further policy wording 
outlining where the burden of proof is to determine that an 
athlete support personnell assisted or encouraged IM

IPC Classification Code 16.3 NPCs IPC should provide education to NPCs about what their 
roles are, and provide best practice educational sessios.

add clause about IPC providing best practices

IPC Classification Code 17.3 deadlines need revision and the opportunity to plan for compliance, 
not all Ifs may be able to be 100% compliant immediatly, as 
was learned last time. 

revise deadlines

IPC Classification Code Glossary Chief Classifier, and Head of 
Classification 

allow for delegation of some duties but maintaining 
resonsability

revise to include

IPC Classification Code Glossary Protest Panel The comma appears to be misplaced level of classification expertise,  (comma after not 
before the word expertise)
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.2 Sport Class  Add a new class of Incomplete, for situations where 
classification has had to be interrupted for a variety of 
reasons. 

add I (incompelte) or CNC, classification not 
completed, this does not lay any blame on the athlet 
or the system but prevents an incorrect class being 
awarded

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Review allow for R with a date, as distinct from R.  R with a date 
should be considered as C for purposes of Paralympic 
Games, Protests etc.

Add R with a date

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.3.2 aand 
5.4.1

Chief Classifier preparation Chief Classifier should be allowed to delegate some of this allow for appropriate delegation

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.2 Medical Documentation add to the IS, or require IFs to include in their rules, that 
medical documentation should include permission from 
the athlete's medical professional for them to play the 
sport, or an indication that doctors noting that "the athlete 
should not play sport" will make the athlete ineligible to 
enter the classification process.  Also add the word legible 
in front of the word English.  anything which can be done in 
IF rules which results in a standard language being used on 
forms would be beneficial to the whole system. 

add "legible" and add the note about the medical 
professional endorsing the playing of sport by the 
athlete.  

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.6.1 Evaluation logistics allow Hof C or CC to delegate some responsabilities allow for appropriate delegation

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 pain of suffering add the words ",or after," after "in the course of" i bullet 
point 2

in the course of or after the evaluation

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.5 Observation Policy is required on whether observation off the field of 
play is allowable (everyting from in the food line up at an 
event to on Social media). 

clarify circumstances about observation off the field 
of play.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.6.2 and 10 Lists to the LOC It may not be the LOC who is preparing start lists, it may be 
others in the IF

replace LOC with appropriate party as designated by 
the IF for a competition

IS on Athlete Evaluation Appendix 2 Evaluation and Protest Add R with date into the diagram Add R with a date

IS on Protest and Appeals 4 Allocation of Sport Class Add R with date, add thorughout

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.2.4 submission clarity needs to be provided on whether video evidence is 
allowed.
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IS on Protest and Appeals 6.2.5, 6.2.6 acceptance of Protest it appears that the only reason to dismiss a protest is if it is 
incomplete.  Better wording should be added here to 
prevent frivolous protests

fix wording. Provide guidance or best practices.

IS on Protest and Appeals 19 Protest in Exceptional 
Circumstances

should be moved to under protests, not to remain after 
appeals

move section and renumber

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.3 Allocation of Sport Class and 
Sport Class Status

allow for the provision of a Head of Classification or a Chief 
Classifier to review and have final sign off on allocation of 
Status

reword as indicated

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 2 Educators add a sectoin on who trains the classifiers, and how they 
are trained

add sectoin on educators

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 5 Responsibilities and Duties allow for delegation of some duties but maintaining 
resonsability

add wording to allow delegation, maintenance of 
responsability

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 6.2.1 bullet 2 conduct Add to the bullet, other forms of possible descrimination 
such as age, gender etc

Add to the bullet, other forms of possible 
descrimination such as age, gender etc

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 6.3 Non Compliance with Code of 
Conduct

provide best practices in this area, or spell out policy more provide best practices in this area, or spell out policy 
more

IS on Classifier Training and Certification Additional Balance of Classifiers require IFs to ensure a balance of classifiers from different 
regions, genders, cultures, etc to ensure representation of 
the Paralympic Community and equitable opportunities for 
certification as a classifier and for classification of athletes 
regardless of where they come from.

require IFs to ensure a balance of classifiers from 
different regions, genders, cultures, et

Classification Code Introduction Clearly define what is the Classification Strategy, 
Classification Code, International Standards and Models of 
Best Practice and ensure there is consistency in this 
terminology throughout the document.

Classification Code 2.5 Classification Rules More emphasis should be placed on the fact that the  
Classification Rules are set by the IF Sport, not by IPC.

2.5.1: Classification Rules are set by the IF for each 
Paralympic Sport. All participants in sport accept 
these rules as conditions of participation.
2.5.2: IF Sport classification Rules shall 
include:(Bullet) Athlete Evaluation, Eligibility to 
compete, Sport Class and Sport Class Status 
Allocation, Protest and Appeal.
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Classification Code 5 Eligibility to Compete Needs to be more specific and detailed 5.2: To be eligible to compete an athlete  must meet 
one of the 10 IPC Eligible Impairment Types that is 
permanent, meets the minimal disability criteria for 
the sport  and has a measurable activity 
limitation.shows measurable activity limitation

5.4: Same sentence but add: 'does not meet MDC 
for the IF Sport' before the athlete should be 
considered ineligible to compete.

Classification Code 9.3 Athlete Failure to Attend 
Classification

Each IF may have different reasons for to mean a failure to 
attend evaluation so this should just be a guide

Athlete Failure to Attend Evaluation should be 
renamed as ' Failure to complete ' as the athlete 
may well attend but evaluation cant be completed 
for the examples given
9 3:Failure to attend evaluation COULD include:

Classification Code 10 Non -Co-Operation During 
Evaluation

10.1: Unable and Unwilling to cooperate are 2 different 
situations,
Unable to co operate could include: a language barrier, 
pain, new injury.
Unwilling to complete is purposeful and should be the 
same as Intentional Misrepresentation

I suggest Non Cooperation be removed and the 
Unable to cooperate become 'failure to complete 
evaluation' and the 'unwilling to cooperate become 
Intentional Misrepresentation

Classification Code 11 to 14 Intentional Misrepresentation
Consequences for Support 
Personnel, publication of 
penalties and Consequences for 
teams, 

Update Follow the recently released Models for best 
practice Guidelines on the subject

Classification Code 16.1.5 Roles and Responsibilities What does 'To withhold some or all funding of Ifs and NPCs 
mean?

Clarify

Classification Code 16.2.4 Roles and Responsibilities Ambiguous To recommend that NFs should comply to the 
provisions of the Code and Int, Standards as 
reflected in the IF Classification rules

Classification Code 16.3.4 Roles and Responsibilities Ambiguous To recommend to NFs that their Classification Rules 
should be compliant to the Code by complying to the 
IF Classification Rules.

Classification Code 16.4.1 and 2 Roles and Responsibilities Be consistent with the use of comply and conform as both 
are used to mean the same thing

Use the term comply
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Classification Code 17.3.1 Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modifications

Change Beijing 2008 Use Paralympic games

Classification Code 17 Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modifications

Make reference to the Code being Classification Code and 
International Standards and be consistent.

17.6'Modifications to the Code' and 17.6.2 refers to 
the Code and International Standards.

Classification Code Appendix 1 Update In Particular Wheelchair Rugby should be IWRF 
(International Wheelchair Rugby Federation not 
IWAS

Classification Code Appendix 2 Glossary Definitions of Classification Strategy and Code need to be 
consistent throughout the document

As per Introduction, define Strategy as being the 
Classification Code, International Standards and 
Models of Best Practice, to ensure that all IF 
Paralympics Sports have accurate, reliable, 
consistent credible sport classification rules.
Define the Code as the Classification Code and 
International Standards. 

Athlete Evaluation 2.4 General Principals Not assertive enough and give a timeline of 2016?. IFs shall work towards having evidence based 
Classification Rules

Athlete Evaluation 2.5 General Principals Define appropriate I recommend January of each year (or at least 6 
month prior the start of a sport season)

Athlete Evaluation 2.6 General Principals Elaborate Accessible format and source (for example IF 
Website)

Athlete Evaluation 2.7 General Principals Status 'upheld' could be replaced by status is 
'acknowledged' - reads better

Athlete Evaluation 3.2.2 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Define eligibility criteria Each IF must stipulate the eligible impairment types 
and minimal disability criteria required for the sport.

Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Grammar in Review Class bullet 3 Athlete with a Sports Class Status Review could 
include, but not limited to those:
Requiring further.....
With fluctuating.....
Whose sport class is....

Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class and Sport class 
Status

Under confirmed add another bullet point with the wording 
in article 9.2

Athletes can not be allocated a C sports class status 
until they have completed the First Appearance 
requirements of the sport.
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Athlete Evaluation 4 Athlete Evaluation Pathway Not very clear Appendix 1 to this International Standard details 
how an IF conducts athlete evaluations according to 
the Classification Rules which are compliant to the 
Code.

Athlete Evaluation 5.3.2 Pre Competition Tasks This may not be the responsibility of the Chief Classifier in 
all sports. It could be the IF Sport Para - Coordinator or 
other designated representative.

......to give the Chief Classifier or IF designated 
representative for the Competition....

Athlete Evaluation 5.4.1 Pre Competition Tasks Combine 5.4.1. and 5.4.2 as they are similar information 
and repetitive. Add Chief Classifier 'or IF designated 
representative'

The Chief Classifier or the IF designated 
representative liaises with the LOC, NPC/NFs and Ifs 
to collect relevant and recent detailed medical 
documentation as required by the classification 
rules or advise them of the medical  documentation 
that the athlete will be required to take to 
classification as required by the classification rules. 
This information must be written in English

Athlete Evaluation 5.4 Pre Competition Tasks To become 5.2 Relevant and recent medical documentation 
required by a classification panel for classification 
deliberations could include, but not limited to: 
medical reports, X-rays, visual impairment and 
intellectual impairment assessments.

Athlete Evaluation 5.5.1 Pre Competition Tasks Chief Classifier Add or designated representative
Athlete Evaluation 5.5.3 Pre Competition Tasks Chief Classifier (add) or designated representative
Athlete Evaluation 5.5.4 Pre Competition Tasks after 'athletes requiring Evaluation' add.. and time to allow for pre competition classification 

protests
Athlete Evaluation 5.6.1 Pre Competition Tasks Add the following to this paragraph:..... The Head of Classification, Chief Classifier or "IF 

designated representative' is responsible for...... 
And an execution (or implementation plan) for the 
following needs, 'but not limited to'.........

Athlete Evaluation 6.1.1 Spelling of ortheses Should read 'orthoses' or 'orthotics'

Athlete Evaluation 6.2.1 Remove first bullet point in brackets, not necessary
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Athlete Evaluation 6.2.2 and 6.6.3 Combine and to make it more succinct and put in as 6.4 If an athlete has a health condition that causes pain 
that limits or prohibits full effort during Evaluation, it 
may not be appropriate for Evaluation at that time. If 
this is the case, the athlete must have additional 
medical information on their current health status to 
verify this. Failure to provide this information may be 
deemed to constitute non cooperation during 
Evaluation. (IPC Classification Code article 10). The 
Chief Classifier may, time permitting, re schedule 
the Evaluation. 

Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Athlete Presentation Third bullet point add.... for educational  and 'Research' purposes.

Athlete Evaluation 7 Athlete Assessment The terms ASESSMENT and EVALUATION need to be 
better defined. Section 6 talks about Athlete Evaluation but 
section 7 talks about Athlete Assessment. Both terms are 
the same, should be more consistent in the use of these 
words. My recommendation is to use Athlete Evaluation for 
this section

Athlete Evaluation 

Athlete Evaluation 7.1 Athlete Assessment Change the word Assessment to Evaluation and the word 
Evaluation to include physical, technical and observation 
assessments, these are parts of the Evaluation

The Athlete Assessment may include, but not be 
limited to: Physical assessment, Technical 
Assessment, Observation Assessment.

Athlete Evaluation 7.2 Athlete Assessment If use the above change, the Evaluation period should be 
the time from physical assessment, or technical 
Assessment, which ever comes first, through to the 
observation assessment,(this may be during Official 
Training Sessions or the Competition period (which 
includes the First Appearance) Do not restrict the 
Observation Period to Training Sessions or Competition as 
a classifier is observing the athlete at all times during all 
assessments whether it be physical, technical or training or 
competition.

The Evaluation Period includes the Physical 
Assessment, Technical Assessment and Observation 
Assessment of the athlete. The Observation 
Assessment will include, but not limited to, Official 
Training Sessions and the First Appearance of the 
Athlete

Athlete Evaluation 7.3.2 Athlete Assessment Remove the word Endurance as all other are impairment 
types and endurance is not.

Athlete Evaluation 7.3.3 Athlete Assessment Add a 7.3.3 to have similar wording to 7,4,4 under 
technical assessment.

Classifiers must be confident that the athlete has 
performed to the best of their ability during the 
Physical Assessment and may request greater effort 
to ensure optimal assessment opportunity
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Athlete Evaluation 7.4.2 Athlete Assessment Elaborate. An non competitive or "novel' environment... 

Athlete Evaluation 7.5.1 Athlete Assessment Add 'but not limited to' to ensure there are other 
opportunities to observe the athlete, this may well be in the 
athletes personal time outside classification evaluation.

The Classification Panel may observe the Athlete 
performing, but not limited to, the specific skills......

Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Athlete Assessment Remove the clause 'in accordance with the IPC 
Classification Code International Standard for Protests and 
Appeals' as this is not an official Protest process, it is an 
Athlete Classification Review process.

Athlete Evaluation 8.2 Assignment of... Remove 'The Athletes Sport Class Status will also need to 
be updated accordingly" as a Sport Class Status can not be 
allocated until after observation is complete. See 8.3 below 

Athlete Evaluation 8.3 Assignment of... Remove and add....with wording from 9.2 An Athletes Sport Class Status will be allocated after 
the First Appearance requirement for the sport  in 
order to allow other Nations to observe the athlete in 
competition and give opportunities for Nations to 
protest allocated Sport Classes

Athlete Evaluation 8.5 Assignment of... Add 'after the First Appearance requirement of the sport' 
and remove 'third bullet point not necessary, NF need to 
know this.

Written notification must be provided to the to the 
Athlete, preferably in the format of a standardized 
form developed by the IF, including .. (remove third 
bullet point)

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.1 Assignment of... This statement is ambiguous and not clear in its meaning. 
Combine with 8.6.2 to become 8.6.1

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.2 Assignment of... Incorrect, Sport Class Status can not be allocated until 
after First Appearance requirement for the sport (The 
official end of the Classification Evaluation)

Remove "and updated Sports Class Status'

Athlete Evaluation 8.6.1 Assignment of... To now read'''' At the end of each session during the Evaluation 
Period, the Chief Classifier must convey the 
outcomes of the assigned Sports Class to the LOC so 
that clear information can be given to the Nations so 
they can  determine to protest any new or review 
athlete Sports class and enable the LOC to prepare 
start lists and make associated event management 
arrangements.
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Athlete Evaluation 9 First Appearance NFs should be able to tell whether an athlete is competing 
in their first appearance so that they can have a right to 
protest before they are confirmed.

9.11 Atheletes to remain N status throughout their 
first appearance to enable NFs the right of protest 
before the athlete has a confirmed status.

Athlete Evaluation 10.2 Notification of Changes... Remove third bullet point as in 8.5

Athlete Evaluation 11.2 and 11.3 Handling Athlete protests Combine to make succinct and reword. The Chief Classifier should attempt to schedule any 
protest against an Athletes Sport class as soon as 
logically possible during the Classification 
Evalaution.period. If a protest can not be resolved 
due to, but not limited to; a second Classification 
panel not being available or logistics and or time 
restraints, then the Athlete should compete in the 
most recently assigned Sports Class.

Athlete Evaluation Appendix 2 Cant read easily, too small

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Reference should be made to Classification Protests and 
Appeals so not to be confused with Competition Protests 
and Appeals

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2 General Principals Label General Principles of Handling 'Classification' 
Protests

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.3 General Principals Remove the word 'ideally' as it is too subjective and open 
for interpretation. Define designated representative as 
'authorized to be in keeping with other wording in this 
section.

Designated, authorized representative....

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.4 General Principals Remove the word 'generally' as it is too subjective and open 
for interpretation and in brackets add Article 5.

(as set out in Article 5 of this International Standard)

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.6 General Principals Add>>> Classification Protests should be 'scheduled by the 
Chief Classifier during the Athlete Evaluation period, 
where possible, and resolved in a manner.....

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

2.7 General Principals Reference is made here to both 'panel' and 'classifiers' 
involved in the allocation....Needs to be 'classifier'

A Classification protest should not be resolved by 
classifiers that were involved in the original panel 
allocating the Sport Class being protested.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

3 Submission of Protests Add 'Classification' protests

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4 Protest Opportunities Add 'Classification' protests
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Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

4.5.4 Change 7.4.1 to 7.6.1

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Table 1 Confirmed should be able to be Protested by the Chief 
Classifier but keep the asterisk * in to explain below table

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

5 Exceptional Circumstances Change to 'Classification Protest Under Exceptional 
Circumstances
At no point is there reference to NFs Requesting a Review 
of Classification of a Confirmed status athlete. This should 
be in this section.

There should be a separate section here 
"Classification Medical Review Requests"and the 
process outlined with timeline recomendations. This 
could be on the grounds of change in medical 
condition, a new impairment or deterioation of 
condition, changes due to maturation of the athlete.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6 Change to Classification Protest procedures

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.4 Protest Procedure Add>>>> The Classification Protest Panel may seek  medical, 
sport or scientific expertise in reviewing an Athletes 
Sport Class in order to resolve the Classification 
protest.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.5 Protest Procedure Add to the sentence>>>> to ensure the continuation of the competition or to 
update the competition results
.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.3.6 Protest Procedure Add a new article If a Classification Protest can not be resolved at the 
competition due to, but not limited to, a second 
Classification panel not being available or logistics 
and or time restraints, then the Athlete should 
compete in the most recently assigned Sports Class. 
The Chief Classifier will inform all relevant parties of 
the date and place for the Protest Evaluation.

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

6.4.1 Protest Procedure Third Bullet point. Replace Classification Officer with Head 
of Classification or IF designee.
Fourth bullet point add IF destine after Head of 
Classification and 'as identified by the IF' after all relevant 
parties

Protests and Appeals Section One 
:Protests

Appendix 1 Protest Procedure Step 2 Add>>> and remove the 6th line. Protest Form submitted by the appropriate person 
to the 'Chief Classifier'

Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

Name should change to Classification Appeals so as not to 
be confused with the IF Competition Appeals.Update 
section accordingly i.e.Classification Appeal Jursdiction, 
Classification Appeal Submission etc.
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Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

12.5 Appeal Submission This article and Step 4 of the appendix are not aligned with 
consisten language.Section 4 referes to the decision being 
made by the chief classifier where as 12.5 it is the IF who 
conducts the review.

Should readChief Classifier or IF designee

Protests and Appeals. Section Two: 
Appeals

19 Protests in Exceptional 
Circumstances

Not sure why this is in this section.If this is refering to 
appeals of protests in exceptional circumstances it should 
state this and be more clearly defined as such.

Classifier Training and Certification 1.6 Classifier Personnel Bullet point 1 should not read 'and/or' but and because a 
technical experts can not be in a panel without a medical 
expert to conduct a physical assessment.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.2 Classifier certification Insert International before classifier so not to be confused 
with the responsibilities of National Classifiers.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.3 Classifier certification Second sentence should be >>>>> This can include but not be limited to, theoretical 
and practical......

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4 Classifier certification Include a new article to state:>>>>> Each IF will recommend to NFs/NPCs  that their 
Classification training techniques should be 
compliant to the Code by complying to the IF Sport 
Classification Rules.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4 Classifier certification To become 2.5 and read>>>>> Each IF shall detail the levels of International 
Classifier Certification  and give guidelines for 
National Classifier Certification.

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4.1/2/3 Classifier certification Use International Trainee/Level 1/Level 2

Classifier Training and Certification 2.4.3 Classifier certification Add>>>> Level 2 International Classifier should be eligible for 
delivering classifier training seminars and assessing 
classifier competencies.

Classifier Training and Certification 3.1 Assessing Competencies use 'but not limited to' Methods of obtaing certification includes, but not 
limited to,...

Classifier Training and Certification 3.2 Assessing Competencies Add>>>>
2nd bullet point use eligibility criteria not certification 
criteria
3rd bullet point: remove 'advanced training in 
administrative and manmagement and professional 
conduct' and add:>>>

Each IF shall detail the qualifications and expertise 
required for each classifier level......
3rd bullet: classifier administration and procedure 
management, code of conduct....
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Classifier Training and Certification 3.3 Assessing Competencies not clear or succinct. Make reference to International 
classifier.
1st Bullet: Add >>>>> and reword to make it flow and be 
clearer
Bullet 2: reword to be in line with other 2 bullet points>>>

1st Bullet Point: Methods of assessment used in 
measuring specific competencies (leave out 
proficiency) and (for example online courses, 
workshops and practical training, written and or oral 
theory and practical exams.
Bullet 2: Methods of objective and measurable 
evaluation (e.g. completion of courses, required 
score)

Classifier Training and Certification 6.1.3 Classifier Code of Conduct This article is not clear and needs rewording. It is open for 
interpretation.At the same times it needs to be flexible and 
not too dictatorialso that Ifs can use this in conjunction with 
the IF code of conduct for personnel.

Classification Code 8.2.1 Appeal A specific appeal system for classification be reviewed to 
allow IF the ability to use it's wider appeal system to cover 
classification

change the text to allow IF choice in their appeal 
system

Classification Code 11 Intentional Misrepresentation Guidance required - the IPC has provided "good models of 
best practice" in the disciplinary processes that can be 
applied. More guidance would be useful in how the 
decision is reached of IM. It is a significant step up from 
non-cooperation especially in the sanctions that may be 
applied. How do IF prove that an athlete is intentionally 
misrepresenting? A guideline on how to decide that the 
athlete does intentionally misrepresent himself is lacking in 
the current version of the code. It would be very helpful is 
there was at least advise on the process of assessing 
intentional misrepresentation and the criteria on which 
intentional misrepresentation can be based.

Add to the text a description of a model of best 
practise for the procedure to allocate the status NC 
or IM.  Also, guidance in which parties should be 
involved in the decision making. Only the classifiers 
of the panel, or the panel and the chief classifier or 
also (members of) the IF. And add which resources 
can or should be used (only observation and 
classification tests, or also observations of other 
situations i.e. activities at court side or in everyday 
life, video assessment, interviews).

Classification Code 11.3 Intentional Misrepresentation bullet point 3 - query why not remove altogether and how 
long does it stay on CML

Classification Code 17.3 Acceptance and 
Implementation Deadlines

agree a suitable deadline

Classification Code Wheelchair Rugby governance change the IF is now "International Wheelchair Rugby 
Federation". Please amend accordingly.
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IS on Athlete Evaluation for 
consideration

Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Advice required - reference the use of technology by the 
athlete / representative. In particular phones, videos, 
laptops etc especially regards requests (as an example) to 
communicate externally to gain medical input into process. 
N.B. - it is recognised that notes may need to be taken 
using devices. 

inclusion of text to address subject; possible 
reference to other areas of IPC Regulation if already 
available. 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Advice required - is it appropriate where necessary to 
include filming of the physical assessment. Obvious 
requirements regards confidentiality would be applied. 
Rationale - may support future decision making and/or 
appeal process.

Video footage and/or photography may be utilized by 
the Classification Panel for classification purposes 
connected to the assessment.

IS on Protests and Appeals Table 1. Protests it would appear more logical for the CC on a Confirmed 
athlete is YES*

Change table if agreed

IS on Protests and Appeals Appeals AS PER previous comment above

IS on Protests and Appeals 15.4 Appeals 15.4 Appeal decisions are final and are not subject to any 
further appeal.

confirm statement and whether appeal can go to 
CAS

IS on Protests and Appeals 19 Appeals clarify why this statement sits in the Appeals section. 

Classification Code 15.2 classification research "IFs should develop evidence-based Classification systems 
through reserach." Needs clarification. Minimum would be 
a definition of what evidence based classification is.

Add the definition of evidence based classification 
from the IPC position stand or a reference to this 
article.

Classification Code classification research Classification research should be multi-disciplinary, for 
example biomechanics, kinesiology, and physiology. This is  
vague and does not add up to the aim of evidence based 
classification.

Suggest replacing this by "classification research 
should address reliability and/or validity of 
classification. For validity, the impact of the 
impairment on performance should be assessed in 
process focussed research.Ideally the research 
should assess the impairment irrespective of the 
medical condition causing the impairment." Also 
here, a reference to the IPC position  should be 
added
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Classification Code classification research "Co-ordination of Classification research through the IPC is 
encouraged. Copies of classification results should be 
provided to IPC." It would be helpful to add how this should 
be done. To which person or committee should this be 
sent? Is the reference to a journal article or congress 
presentation sufficient? Also, reporting intentions for 
research can be helpful for IPC to keep track of what is 
going on and to coordinate classification research.  IPC 
should consider to offer advice on the research methods in 
a concept phase in relation to the position stand.

Suggest  add more detail about what should be 
provided and to which person or committee of IPC. 
Consider in which area of the research IPC wants to 
be notified, depending on what role IPC wants to 
play in coordinating and advising on reseach.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.4 Collection of classification 
documentation

• Medical reports • Visual impairment assessments • X-
rays. This list seems to be rather random.

Suggestion: medical reports, medical imaging, visual 
(and intellectual?) impairment assessments.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4.3 Suggest an agreement to allow photographs and/or 
videotaping for appropriate (e.g. educational, appeal) 
purposes.

IPC to consider appropiate wording

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.4 If the most functional Class is the Sport Class “Ineligibility 
to Compete”, the athlete is immediately assessed by a 
second classification panel.  Clarification required on what 
this is designed to do. Can an explanation be provided 
please.  N.B. Immediately is not always possible, 
depending if a second panel is present. Maybe change into: 
at the next appropriate occasion.

IPC to consider appropiate wording if necessary.

IS on Athlete Evaluation Automatic protest why is the protest "automatic"?  Should this be athlete 
choice?  Can IPC provide rationale?  Note line 40 above!
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All Tri Athlon classification The code is good but does not mention triathlon at all, 
obviously this is due to triathlon not being a paralympic 
event in 2007. I feel that the 6 classes used in Tri athlon 
classification are too basic especially the T3 & T4 classes 
which are upper and lower limbs. Grouping all athletes in 
such a broad catagory is too simplistic as there are clear 
distinctions to be made between those who for example 
have disability above/below wrist/elbow mid upper arm etc. 
In my own expirience I have a fully paralysed arm, I am a 
Tri4 athlete. I Compete against individuals who are missing 
a hand but still have full use and control of the remainder of 
their limb which to my mind represents a clear advantage. 
While I accept the current classification is how it is and will 
happily continue compete within in parameters I would be 
very appreciative of a change to a more comprehensive 
classification system in regards to Triathlon.

More comprehensive code

IPC Code 2 General Principles Classification should be included as part of competition 
planning, and any fees associated with the delivery should 
not be on costed in a way that unfairly disadvantages some 
athletes. Some athletes require assessment at every 
competition, others only once. If fees are to be charged 
these are to be equitably distributed across all competing 
athletes

Include general principle around charging a  fee for 
classification

IPC Code 2.6 Classification Masterlists A number of IFs are still not compliant with this element (eg 
IWBF, ITTF, BisFed)

IPC Code 5 Eligibility to compete Consider impact of correction/intervention on impairments. 
Eg Visual acuity may be corrected by aids, but person is 
classified according to VA after correction compared to 
athlete who uses prosthetic/strapping etc is not classified 
after "correction" of impairment with aids. 

Include list of eligible impairments within the Code. 
Consider in Best practice guidelines about eligible 
impairments whether integral prosthetics/fixations 
fit within this
Provide guidelines as to what is considered a 
"permanent" activity limitation.
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IPC Code 5.3 Compete equitably in elite sport 
against athletes without 
impairment

A number of athletes have been able to compete in both 
the  Olympics and Paralympics. A number of NFs have 
commented that some athletes have only minimal 
disabilities who should not be eligible for Paralympic Sport 
based on lack of evidence to support this.
Significant work is required to develop current systems and 
research to determine what is considered "equitable"?

Clarification as to what is considered equitable.
Support required to IFs to understand what this 
means for their systems. The principles need to be 
clear as a fundamental statement about eligibility for 
Paralympic Sport and who they are for. 

IPC Code 7 Competing in a different sport 
class

Principles of competition be included. Eg encourage 
IFs to deliver single sport class events; not 
combining sport classes or use factoring systems. 

IPC Code 11 Intentional Misrepresentation The classification process alone is not sufficient to address 
accurate representation of athlete abilities. 

Clearer guidelines on the investigative functions of 
IFs and IPC against intentional misrepresentation in 
Paralympic sport. 
Include the responsibilities for IFs to inform other 
IFs/IPC of instances of IM. The development of a 
global list of athletes under any sanctions should be 
developed.

IPC Code 11 Intentional Misrepresentation No information is included about the declaration of medical 
procedures or change in condition.

Include relevant reference to medical 
procedures/change in conditions

IPC Code 15.2 Classification Research and IF 
responsibilities

More research is required in all sports for the development 
of evidence based systems. Many sports systems have not 
changed in the last 2 quadrenniums.  While role of IPC is 
outlined in 16.1 reiterate the role of the IPC to conduct, 
commission, seek funding and co-ordinate classification 
research and education.

While does not require specific addition to the Code, 
without additional support IFs who are mostly 
volunteers do not have the capacity to initiate the 
research to develop such systems.

IPC Code 16 Roles and Responsibilities Roles and responsibilities of Regional Paralympic 
Committees to be included

IPC Code 16.2 Roles and Responsibilities Guidelines for competition organisers to deliver 
classification

Addition of responsibility for IF to provide guidelines 
to competition organisers for delivery of 
classification that conforms with Code/IF rules

IPC Code 16.2.1 IF responsibilities Change wording to "... Including eligibility criteria, 
and class profiles and methods of assessment"

IPC Code 16.2.4 IF roles and responsibilities Change recommend to "require as a condition of 
membership that NF classification rules are to be in 
compliance with the Code"
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IPC Code 17.4 Compliance of Signatories to the 
Code (NPCs)

NPCs have not as yet been required to provide any reports 
on their compliance with the Code. Clarification as to 
whether it is an IF or IPC responsibility to monitor the 
compliance of NPCs/NFs is not clear

Clarify whose responsibility it is to monitor the 
compliance of NPCs/NFs

IPC Code 17.4.1 Reports of compliance with the 
Code

Reports should be made available to the public Change wording to "will" be made available to the 
public

IPC Code 17.5 Code compliance of IFs  Clearer  review process for consequences of non 
compliance with the Code

While the Code outlines the issue to do with Non 
compliance, we are aware of many of not most who 
are non compliant and are not aware of any 
sanctions being imposed. 

IPC Code Appendix 1: 
Governance

BOCCIA, Triathlon and Canoe Governing body is now BISFed(Boccia International Sports 
Federation) since 1/1/13

Change to BISFed (Boccia International Sports 
Federation)
Addition of ICF and ITU
Removal of Wheelchair Dance Sport

IPC Code Paralympic Governance The area of code compliance should be expanded up to 
include greater aspects that relate to:
representation at events
NPC processes for reporting

IPC should have a presence at International event 
for respective Ifs to monitor actual operational 
governance against the Code

IPC Code Notifiable interventions relevant 
to classification under medical 
review/notifiable interventions.

There is not a clear system in place that outlines 
interventions/medications are relevant, clear process for 
declaration or monitoring of detectable measures. The 
scope of interventions that may impact on an athletes 
impairment are unique to classification. Provisions also 
need to be included to athlete retirement/non activity for 
the sport.  

IPC  to develop a framework and associated best 
practice guidelines/procedures for declaration, 
review and compliance procedures for notifiable 
interventions/medications that are considered to 
impact on athletes classifications.

Athlete Evaluation Standard 2 General Principles Addition of General Principle Include guidelines that Classification opportunities 
should be offered at competitions other than major 
championship/ Paralympic Games, so as to minimise 
the impact on competition during these events. 
Consider the removal of classification from the 
competition environment completely. With valid and 
realisable and evidence based testing procedures, is 
competition assessment really necessary?
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Athlete Evaluation Standard 2.5 Changes to classification 
systems

Some sports change criteria for classes overnight, others 
provide full Games cycle for implementation. 

Include timelines for what is considered 
"appropriate notice", and guidelines that this might 
include consultation with relevant stakeholders. 
Suggest that no sport be able to make changes to 
class profiles with a Games cycle to support nations 
in investment with current athletes. Changes to 
processes should be acceptable etc

Athlete Evaluation Standard 3.2.2 Not Eligible/Ineligibility Many sports continue to refer to NE as a sport class status 
eg IBSA, not as a class. 

Consistent terminology in the code, whether Not 
Eligible or Ineligibility would assist Ifs to articulate 
this clearly in their rules.

Athlete Evaluation Standard 3.2.2 Not Eligible/Ineligibility eg in BisFed rules NE (as a Status) can be given post first 
appearance. (page 13). The grounds for the allocation of 
NE following First Appearance are questionable when the 
means for assessing eligibility are not objective, standard 
measures.

Guidelines or Best practice standards about the 
allocation of NE class to be included in Code. Ie that 
inconsistent performance during Competition 
assessment is not ground for allocation of NE as a 
class, but may warrant a panel to bring athlete back 
in for further review, or Protest Under IM.

Athlete Evaluation Standard 3.3 Confirmed status Many sports continue to refer to different status for 
Confirmed class  eg IWRF, ITTF who use P (permanent 
status) within their rules.  

Athlete Evaluation Standard 5.3 Athletes for evaluation Include recommendation that schedules should be 
made available to all nations; not just those 
competing at that event, eg by way of publishing on 
website as IPC Swimming does

Athlete Evaluation Standard 6.4 Completion of Consent Forms Athletes sign a consent form that informs them of their 
requirements to abide by a code of conduct

The Consent process for sports to be expanded to  
outline that the Athlete Representative also agrees 
to abide by the IPC Code of Ethics as part of consent 
process

Athlete Evaluation Standard 7.3 Physical Assessment Processes of assessment of impairment; many sports use 
different assessment scales some of which have greater 
reliability and validity than others.

IPC to develop best practice guidelines for the 
measurement of impairment to compliment Code 
and Standards

Athlete Evaluation Standard 8.6 Notification of Outcomes No provisions included to outline what type of classification 
documentation is required to be kept by the IF; inclusive of 
storage of information; and access. 

Include guidelines for what type of information 
should be included on classification documentation 
by panel, as well as that this information is to be 
made available to the NPC for own athletes.
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Athlete Evaluation Standard Review of previous classification 
information by previous panels

Addition of statement to advise where it may be 
appropriate for a classification panel or Chief 
classifier to refer to previous classification  
documentation

Athlete Evaluation Standard Allocation of Status eg stability of conditions post surgery/accident
deterioration/fluctuating conditions
completion of skeletal growth training maturity minimum 
age for classification

Current Best practice guidelines Review conducted 
to outline the purposes and guidelines for the 
allocation of status

Athlete Evaluation Standard Phases of assessment Best practice guidelines to be developed to outline 
the purposes and steps for each phase of the 
assessment

Classifier Training Standard Outline the role of NPCs in classifier training. 
Clarify responsibilities of IFs to develop National 
classifiers

Protests and Appeals Standard 4.5 Protests of R status athletes Protest of athletes with Fixed review date with R status are 
not outlined.

Outline what protest provisions are available where 
the athlete has R status with fixed review date. 

Protests and Appeals Standard 4.5 Protests of C status athletes What action should be taken by NPCs when evidence 
becomes available about the classification of athletes from 
own or other nations that may be in the wrong class?

Outline a process or role of NPC in informing 
IF/Chief classifier to initiate Protest under IM if this 
is considered an acceptable means for "informing".

Protests and Appeals Standard Review of previous classification 
information by previous panels

Addition of statement to advise where, when and 
whom should refer to previous classification  
documentation

IPC Classification Code Introduction Is the IPC Classification Strategy a public document? If not 
then it should not be referenced in the Code.

IPC to publish its Classification Strategy and make it 
available on its website. Relationship between and 
authority of both the Code and the Strategy to be 
clearly stated in the Introduction to both documents.

IPC Classification Code 2.2.1 The Classification Code "The Code details policies and procedures that should  be 
common to all sports and sets principles to be applied by all 
sports within the Paralympic Movement." The "should" in 
this article makes the Code sound aspirational as opposed 
to a document that needs to be complied with.

REWRITE: "2.2.1. The Code details policies and 
procedures that are common to all sports and sets 
principles to be applied by all sports within the 
Paralympic Movement" 
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IPC Classification Code 2.6.1. Classification Master List "The Classification Master List should identify Athletes that 
enter international competitions." This wording proves 
contradictory later in the Code (Article 10: Non-
Cooperation During Evaluation and Article 11: International 
Misrepresentation of Skills and/or Abilities) as the Master 
List also contains athletes that are not eligible to enter 
international competitions.

REWRITE: " 2.6.1. The Classification Master List 
should identify Athletes that have undergone or are 
about to undergo Athlete Evaluation." 

IPC Classification Code 2.6.2 Classification Master List In practice, the availability of Master Lists is variable. Some 
are difficult to find, some are not updated regularly 
following classification opportunities and some are 
password protected.

See suggested change for article 16.2 (Roles and 
Responsibilities - International Federations) 

IPC Classification Code 3.2 Classification Positions There is no role description for either the Head of 
Classification or Chief Classifier positions.

Model of Best Practice Role Descriptions to be 
developed, published as part of the IPC Handbook 
and clearly referenced in this section of the Code. 

The Role Descriptions should include details of 
reporting structures within an International 
Federation - for example the relationship between 
the Chief Classifier and the Technical Delegate at a 
Competition and the Head of Classification and 
International Federation's Board or Chief Executive.

IPC Classification Code 3.3.1 Classification Panel "A Classification Panel is a group of Classifiers, appointed 
for a particular competition by an IF."  We assume this is 
the responsibility of the Head of Classification.

REWRITE: "3.3.1 A Classification Panel is a group of 
Classifiers, appointed for a particular competition by 
the Head of Classification on behalf of the IF."

IPC Classification Code 5.3 Eligibility to Compete Increasingly there are incidents of athletes with a disability 
competing equitably with non-disabled athletes in elite 
competition: for example Olympic Games, Commonwealth 
Games. This conflicts with the wording in this article.

REWRITE: "5.3 The IPC General Assembly approves 
all eligible impairments in the Paralympic 
Movement. Current eligible impairments are listed in 
the IPC Handbook (Chapter 3.13, Policy on Eligible 
Impairments in the Paralympic Movement)"  

IPC Classification Code 5.5 Eligibility to Compete Guidance on "next steps" following an athlete being 
declared not eligible would be useful here.

REWRITE: "5.5 If an Athlete fails to meet the 
eligibility criteria for a particular sport, the Athlete 
will be declared ineligible for competition in that 
particular sport. The process as described in Article 
7.6 (Ineligibility Re-evaluation) of the International 
Standard for Athlete Evaluation will then apply."
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IPC Classification Code 5.5 Eligibility to Compete At a Paralympic Games or Major Competition, athletes who 
are declared not eligible are deemed to be outside of the 
Paralympic Movement and are seen as members of staff of 
their delegation as opposed to athletes. Such athletes have 
their accreditation amended to reflect this (from Aa 
[Athlete] to Ao [member of staff]).

However, this process is not documented in either the 
Code, International Standards or the Classification Guide 
for that respective Games.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: "5.6 Once an athlete has 
been declared ineligible to compete at a 
Competition they should be seen as a member of 
staff for their delegation as opposed to an athlete by 
the Event Organiser. The Event Organizer should 
take steps to amend that athlete's accreditation 
accordingly. However the Delegation Quota Formula 
used by the Event Organizer should not be affected 
this change in accreditation."

IPC Classification Code 7 Competing in a Different Sport 
Class

It is unclear as to whether this article refers to an athlete 
competing in a "different" class due to there being not 
enough athletes in that class to run an event or whether the 
athlete competes in a "different" sport class due to them 
changing class during the course of a competition.

Models of Best Practice to be issued by IPC giving 
IFs general principles for: 

a) allowing athlete to compete "up a class" if there is 
no event in their allocated sport class and
b) re-entering an athlete if they change class during 
competition
c) "factoring" systems and when they are 
appropriate, if at all

These Models of Best Practice should be explicitly 
referenced at relevant sections of the Code.

IPC Classification Code 10.2 Non-Co-Operation During 
Evaluation

Does this article still apply to athletes that already have a 
sport class and have been asked to report again for 
evaluation?

REWRITE: "10.2 If the Athlete fails to co-operate 
during Athlete Evaluation, the Athlete will be given 
the Sport Class Ineligible to Compete."

IPC Classification Code 10.3 Non-Co-Operation During 
Evaluation

Currently the opinion of the Chief Classifier of what 
constitutes a "reasonable explanation" is final. 

Establish an appeal process for an athlete found to 
be non-cooperative during evaluation.

IPC Classification Code 10.4 Non-Co-Operation During 
Evaluation

If an athlete is not able to cooperate during evaluation due 
to injury or ill-health a 3 month sanction before another 
evaluation seems harsh. Particularly if the injury or ill health 
is short term and other classification opportunities exist 
within the 3 month window

REWRITE: "10.4 The Chief Classifier may impose a 
proportionate period of time before an athlete can 
be re-evaluated for that sport should the athlete be 
found to be non cooperative during evaluation. This 
period of time can be appealed by the athlete  to the 
IF. The proportionate period of time will start from 
the date upon which the Athlete failed to co-
operate."
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IPC Classification Code 11 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.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: "11.5 IFs are strongly 
encouraged to adopt the Model of Best Practice 
Intentional Misrepresentation Rule."

Model of Best Practice Intentional 
Misrepresentation Rule to be rewritten so all IFs can 
adopt them with minimal alteration beyond "Find 
and Replace" Function

IPC Classification Code 11.3 Intentional misrepresentation of 
skills and/or abilities

Providing an IF adopts the Model of Best Practice 
Intentional Misrepresentation Rule we see no reason to not 
extend the 2-year sanction for Intentional 
Misrepresentation to all sports in the Paralympic 
Movement, not just the sport of the IF.

REWRITE: "11.3 If the Athlete intentionally 
misrepresents skills and/or abilities, the IF will:

Inform the IPC who will not allow the Athlete to 
undergo any further evaluation for any sport within 
the Paralympic Movement for a period of two years 
from the date upon which the Athlete intentionally 
misrepresented skills and/or abilities."

IPC Classification Code 13 Publication of Penalties This article should ensure that IFs publish all penalties for 
an Athlete Failing to Attend Evaluation, Not Cooperating 
During Evaluation and/or Intentionally Misrepresenting 
Their Skills and/or Abilities

REWRITE: "13. IFs must make public details of 
penalties imposed upon Athletes and Athlete 
Support Personnel, outlined in Articles 9 to 12 of the 
Code."

IPC Classification Code 15.1 Education and Awareness It is unclear what education and awareness is and who it is 
for.

A separate action plan needs to be produced 
recommending to IFs and NPCs:

a) the aim of classification education
b) the targeted recipients of classification education
c) effective methods of delivering classification 
education

IPC Classification Code 15.2.2 Classification Research This article directs IFs to develop evidence based 
classification systems through research, however this isn't 
explicitly stated in the IF's Roles and Responsibilities 
(Article 16.2). 

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE: "16.2.5 The Roles and 
Responsibilities of IFs include... to develop evidence-
based Classification systems through multi-
disciplinary research including but not limited to 
biomechanics, kinesiology and physiology."
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IPC Classification Code 16.2 International Federations' Roles 
and Responsibilities

3 fundamental responsibilities of an IF relating to 
classification are missing from this article. 

ADDITIONAL ARTICLES: 

"16.2.6 To ensure opportunities exist to recruit, 
train, certify and retain international classifiers.

16.2.7 To ensure opportunities exist for international 
level athletes to attend athlete evaluation by 
international classifiers. These opportunities should 
be relevant to the sport's global presence and 
available throughout the 4 year Paralympic cycle.

16.2.8 To ensure Classification Master Lists are 
updated within 1 month of classification evaluation 
occurring at an event and are available to NPCs and 
National Federations."

IPC Classification Code 16.3 NPCs' Roles and 
Responsibilities

There is currently no Article in the Classification Code or 
International Standards that explicitly prohibits an NPC or 
National Federation from exerting pressure or attempting 
to influence a Classification Panel.

Classification Panels and Chief Classifiers can face 
pressure to submit a Protest Under Exceptional 
Circumstance to unsettle a star athlete or to make a pre-
determined decision in a tight evaluation. This is often as a 
consequence of the NPC having no route to protest or 
appeal an athlete with sport class status “Confirmed” (See 
suggestion for IS on Protests and Appeals).

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:  "16.3.5 NPCs and NFs 
must not attempt influence a Classification Panel 
before, during or after an Athlete Evaluation. NPCs 
and NFs must not approach a Chief Classifier in an 
attempt to  persuade that Chief Classifier to submit a 
Protest Under Exceptional Circumstances."

IPC Classification Code 16.3.2 NPCs' Roles and 
Responsibilities

This article makes no sense! As an NPC our members' 
classification rules and procedures will comply with their 
IF's rules. So if the IF's rules do no not comply with the 
Code then neither will our members.  It is not our role or 
responsibility as an NPC to instruct our members to not 
comply with their IF.  

Remove article 16.3.2

IPC Classification Code 16.3.4 NPCs' Roles and 
Responsibilities

See comment on Article 16.3.2 Remove article 16.3.4

IPC Classification Code 16.4 Major Competition Organizers' 
Roles and Responsibilities

Major Competition Organizers must run their events in line 
with the IF's classification rules, not the Code. 

Remove articles 16.4.1 and 16.4.2
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IPC Classification Code 17 Acceptance, Implementation, 
Compliance and Modification

It is difficult to properly appraise the Code without 
knowledge of the IFs' ability to implement the Code.

IPC to circulate a report to its membership every 2 
years on each IF's status with regard to compliance 
with the Code 

IPC Classification Code 17.3 Acceptance and 
Implementation Deadlines

The deadlines for acceptance and implementation of the 
Code are in the past - 2008 and 2010 respectively.

Remove article 17.3

IPC Classification Code 17.6.2 Modifications to the Code This article says the Code "may" be reviewed. There should 
be a commitment to Review the Code on a regular basis .

REWRITE: "Article 17.6.2 The Code and 
International Standards will be reviewed at least 
every 8 years."

IPC Classification Code Appendix 1 Governance of Paralympic 
Movement

A number of these international federations have changed 
since the Code was published. With this trend likely to 
continue and with no published timeline for the next 
revision of the Code should this table be published here? 

Remove Appendix and instead have a clear table in 
the same format on IPC's website that can be readily 
updated. 

Make reference to this table in the Code

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2 General Principles We have been informed by IPC and certain IFs that Athlete 
Evaluation always occurs in conjunction with a competition 
and cannot take place at any other time (for example at a 
training camp). However this is not explicitly stated in 
either the Code or in this International Standard, it is 
merely implied with later references to the LOC, First 
Appearance and Protest Opportunities. 

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:

EITHER

"2.9 Athlete Evaluation must always take place at a 
competition sanctioned by the relevant International 
Federation."

OR

"2.9 Where Athlete Evaluation has taken place away 
from a competition, athletes' sport class status will 
remain Review until they have been observed in-
competition and all rival NPC's opportunities to 
submit a protest have been exhausted."

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.5 General Principles This article allows IFs to change their Classification Rules at 
any time during the Paralympic cycle, as long as they 
provide "appropriate notice" which is highly subjective.

REWRITE:

"2.5 IFs shall not implement any changes to their 
Classification Rules within 2 years prior to a 
Paralympic Games and will provide appropriate 
notice to all National Federations,  National 
Paralympic Committees and International Classifiers 
of any anticipated changes to Classification Rules."

75/87



IS on Athlete Evaluation 4 Athlete Evaluation Pathway “Appendix 1 to this International Standard details how 
typically  Athlete Evaluation might  proceed pursuant to the 
Classification Rules of an IF, which complies with this 
Standard.”

The words "typically" and "might" suggests Appendix 1 is 
Model of Best Practice as opposed to an International 
Standard to be complied with.

REWRITE 

"4. Appendix 1 to this International Standard details 
how Athlete Evaluation should proceed pursuant to 
the Classification Rules of an IF, which complies 
with this Standard.”

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.1.1 Athlete Presentation Spelling of "prosthesis"  and "orthesis" "prosthesis" ; "orthesis"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.3 Physical Assessment Classifiers should be confident that the Athlete has 
performed to the best of his/her capacity during the 
Physical Assessment as well as the Technical Assessment.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE:

“7.3.3 Classifiers must be confident that the Athlete 
has performed to the best of his/her capacity during 
the Physical Assessment and may request greater 
effort to ensure optimal observation opportunity”

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.3 General Principles for Handling 
Protests

The word "ideally" should be removed from this article as it 
makes it a guide as a opposed to a standard to be complied 
with.

REWRITE:

“2.3 Protests should only be submitted by a 
designated representative of a:

• NPC
• National Federation
• IF.”

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.4 General Principles for Handling 
Protests

The word "generally" should be removed from this article 
as it makes it a guide as a opposed to a standard to be 
complied with.

REWRITE:

“2.4 An Athlete’s Sport Class should only be 
protested once, with the exception of Protests 
submitted in Exceptional Circumstances (as set out 
in this International Standard).”

76/87



IS on Protest and Appeals 2.7 General Principles for Handling 
Protests

The wording of this article should make it explicit that a 
classifier that originally awarded the sport class should not 
be involved with the resolving the protest - unless 18 
months had passed. 

The current wording only refers to the Panel being fresh - 
not individual members of the Panel.

REWRITE:

“2.7 A Classifier should not be appointed to a 
Classification Panel to resolve a Protest if they were 
involved in the allocation of the Sport Class that is 
being protested. Except if a Protest is submitted on 
a date 18 months or more after the most recent 
allocation of the Sport Class, in which case the 
Classifiers involved with the original allocation may 
be part of the Protest Panel.”

IS on Protest and Appeals 4 Protest Opportunities This article limits the NPC’s and National Federation’s (NF) 
protest opportunities to athletes with a New and Review 
Sport Class Status. This places too much responsibility with 
the initial Classification Panel. An athlete can move from 
New to Confirmed after appearing at one competition and 
can then compete at a World Championships or Paralympic 
Games. If a rival NPC or National Federation feels this 
athlete is in the wrong class there is no mechanism for 
them to  submit a protest.

ADDITIONAL ARTICLES: 

"4.5.5 NPCs and NFs my protest an athlete’s sports 
class of a rival NPC within 1 year of that athlete 
receiving a “Confirmed” Sport Class Status. Should 
an  NPC/NF submit a protest against an athlete with 
a Sport Class Status of Confirmed within 1 year of 
that athlete receiving that Sport Class Status then no 
other NPC/NF may submit a protest against that 
athlete's Sport Class."

"4.5.6 Should an athlete not compete at an 
international event within 1 year of receiving their 
sport class status of Confirmed then their sport class 
status reverts back to Review” 

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.4.1 Procedures for Protests 
Submitted out of Competition

This is the one and only time the position of "Classification 
Officer" is mentioned throughout the Code and 
International Standards.

REWRITE (final bullet point):

“If the relevant rules have not been complied with 
the Head of Classification of the International 
Federation shall dismiss the Protest and return the 
Protest Form.”

77/87



IS on Protest and Appeals 12 Appeal Submission This article places the responsibility of receiving and 
reviewing the appeal with the IF, whereas many IFs use the 
IPC Board of Appeal of Classification as their Appeal Body.

REWRITE:

“12.1 Appeals may be commenced at any time, by 
submitting a Notice of Appeal to the applicable 
Appeal Body. The Appeal Body shall promptly 
transmit a copy of the Notice of Appeal to the 
opposing party.”

“12.4 Appeals must be accompanied by a fee, as 
determined by the Appeal Body. Proof of payment 
must be included in the Notice of Appeal.”

"12.5 Upon receipt of a Notice of Appeal, the 
Appeal Body shall conduct a review to determine 
whether all other available remedies have been 
exhausted by the party bringing the Appeal. If all 
other available remedies have not been exhausted, 
the Appeal Body shall issue a written decision 
dismissing the Appeal.”

All further references to the IF in this Standard 
should be amended to read “Appeal Body” as 

iIS on Protest and Appeals 12.2 Appeal Submission This Article contradicts The Classification Guide for Sochi 
which states that IFs also have the right to appeal.

REWRITE:

“12.2 Only a National Paralympic Committee, 
National Federation or International Federation has 
the right to submit an Appeal.”

The wording of the bylaws of the IPC Board of 
Appeal of Classification should also be amended if 
the Classification Guide to Sochi is correct.

IS on Protest and Appeals 19 Protests in Exceptional 
Circumstances

This article appears in the Appeals section of the 
International Standard

Move this article to the Protests section of the 
International Standard.

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 6 Classifier Code of Conduct There are currently two Codes of Conduct for Classifiers: 
one in this International Standard and another in the IPC 
Code of Ethics (Section 8:  Code of Conduct for Classifiers 
and Anti-Doping Officials). While all International 
Classifiers should be bound by the IPC Code of Ethics, it 
makes no sense to have 2 Codes of Conduct for Classifiers.

Remove references to classifiers from the IPC Code 
of Ethics (Section 8: Code of Conduct for Classifiers 
and Anti-Doping Officials) 
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Classification Code General Other When the previous Code was developed it was considered 
to add comment sections (see also World Anti-Doping 
Code). It was finally agreed not to do so. Since then, WADA 
considered the comments as valuable to understand the 
Code and in the revised Code they added wording that the 
comments are mandatory part of the interpretation of the 
Code. It might be helpful to consider similar initiative with 
the IPC Classification Code

Classification Code General Currently, Code and IS make up one single document and 
IS are considered integral part of the Code. However, 
amendments to the International Standards may be 
required from time to time. Under the current Code, any 
amendment requires approval of the GA. It is therefore 
suggested to split the document up and clarify the status of 
Code and IS in this regard. It will require an amendment to 
art. 18.4.

Classification Code 2.1 Definition and Purpose Add Purpose is to minimize the impact of 
impairment on the outcome of competition

Classification Code 2.1.2 Definition and Purpose add concept of 'minimal disability' insert new 2nd bullet point 'to determine minimal 
disability'

Classification Code 2.5 Classification Rules List of what classification rules should include is 
incomplete

Add: Eligibility criteria, MDC and sport class profiles, 
assessment methods, classifier certification, IM, NC, 
Medical Review - compliant with the Code, so all 
should be included

Classification Code 2.6.1 Administration insert year of birth on Classification Master List

Classification Code 2.6.1 Administration Sports should have a system to file classification forms 
while adhering to data privacy laws in their country

Add data management system and data privacy

Classification Code 2.6.2 Administration CML should also be made available to the IPC IFs shall make available their Classification Master 
List to their respective National Federations, 
relevant NPCs, and the IPC.

Classification Code 3.2.1 Classification Personnel worth mentioning in the Code how the mandate of HoC is 
dealt with when the position is vacant (see IPC Sports, art. 
2.3.2)

The IF may delegate the role of Head of 
Classification to a nominated person or group of 
persons, such persons being identified publicly as 
such by the IF.
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Classification Code 5 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility The concepts of Eligibility (presence of a primary 
impairment) and Minimal Disability must be differentiated. 
This may require review of the definition of Eligibility 
(currently addressing both concepts), alternatively review 
of the wording of art. 5.2 to reflect that it is type AND 
severity of impairment that impact activity limitation

insert wording to differentiate Eligibility and Minimal 
Disability

Classification Code 5 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility a reference is required to the policy on eligible impairments 
in the Paralympic Movement (IPC Handbook, section 2, 
Chapter 3.13) 

Each Paralympic Sport must clearly identify for 
which impairment groups listed in the IPC Policy on 
Eligible Impairments in the Paralympic Movement 
(IPC Handbook) they provide sports opportunities. 

Classification Code 5.3 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility It puts Paralympic Sport in reference to Olympic Sport, and 
on occasion interpreted as: 'I do not make it to the 
Olympics, thus I should be at the Paralympics'. The 
wording may suggest that there is a continuum from able-
bodied and Paralympic athlete, which is not necessarily the 
case (e.g. by nature of excluding certain impairment types, 
e.g. hypotonia)

delete 5.3

Classification Code 6.1.1 Sport Class See also definitions in glossary Replace with "Difficulties an individual may have in 
executing activities in the field of sporting 
performance that arise as a result of the presence of 
an Eligible Impairment"

Classification Code 6.4.1 Sport Class Add model of best practice re sport class changes in 
competition

Classification Code 7 Sport Class IPC CC should develop a MoBP re if it is allowed for athletes 
to compete in other sport class or not, and should not leave 
this open for IFs to decide

Classification Code 8.1 Protests Protesting a sport class status should be possible too add "or Sport Class Status"

Classification Code 8.1.2 Protests protests out of competition are considered redundant (see 
also IS PA 6.4) and should only be considered in the 
immediate aftermath of athlete evaluation. 

delete 'and Out of Competition Protests'

Classification Code 9.3 Athlete Evaluation - Suspension Cases of failure to complete AE could be more specific: 
medical information, medication etc; athlete support 
personell should be optional
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Classification Code 10 Non-Cooperation Treat NC like failure to complete athlete evaluation 
process; no sanction but no sport class allocated; add 
check mechanism by CC and possibly second panel

delete 10.4

Classification Code 11 Intentional Misrepresenation Sanction should be flexible, e.g. not less than 6 month and 
at maximum 2 years

Classification Code 12 Intentional Misrepresenation Add proper sanction for athlete support personnel, even 
financial sanctions?

Classification Code 14 Intentional Misrepresenation Possibly it is not fair to sanction a team, but there should 
be separate investigations

Delete Article 14

Classification Code 15.2 Research To strengthen the need for Code compliance, it is 
suggested that the development of evidence-based 
classification systems through research is mandatory. It is 
furthermore suggested that the IF discloses the research 
behind the decision-making to its stakeholders (e.g. by 
publishing the research report on which reviews are based). 
This requires  inclusion of such wording in 15.2.4

Classification Code 16 Roles and Responsibilities Several repetitions in this section, which should be cleaned 
up in the reviewed Code 

Delete Artile 16.1.4 and 16.4.2

Classification Code 16.1.5 Governance and Scope 3rd bullet point only applies when compliance is not 
achieved

add to 3rd bullet point 'when they are not in 
compliance with the Code'

Classification Code 16.1.2 Roles and Responsibilities this article seems to apply to the IPC as IF or Major 
Competition organizer, and thus content is covered under 
16.2.1 and 16.4.1 respectively?

delete article

Classification Code 16.2 Governance and Scope Add offer sufficient classification opportunities, ensure 
implementation of their code compliant classification rules, 
train their own classifiers, offer administrative support to 
classification 

Classification Code 16.2.4 Classification Rules Should 'Ensure' that national classification is code 
compliant. In that way the art. seems to be consistent with 
16.3.1

To ensure that National Federations have 
classification rules that are in compliance with the 
Code

Classification Code 16.3 Roles and Responsibilities this section should also apply to NFs (if not the NPC) (as 
worded under 6.3.4)

add 'and NFs' to the word 'NPCs' 
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Classification Code 16.3.4 Roles and Responsibilities it may not be sure to which extent NPCs have authority over 
National Federations, but it is suggested to align the 
wording with art. 16.2.4 (see recommendation)

To ensure that National Federations have 
classification rules that are in compliance with the 
Code

Classification Code 17.1.3 Governance and Scope Such list has never been made public and I wonder if there 
is any intent to if 17.4.1 (see further) is implemented

delete article

Classification Code 17.3.1 Governance and Scope for new sports acceptance of the Code will be part of the 
conditions to obtain membership

add 'or at the moment of application for IPC 
Membership'

Classification Code 17.4 Governance and Scope Such initiative should come from the IPC and a more 
flexible timeline might be considered.

To facilitate monitoring, the IPC shall from time to 
time request each Signatory to report on tis 
compliance with the Code. 

Classification Code 17.4.2 (new) Governance and Scope New article that identifies a review by the IPC upon receipt 
of a compliance report and the ability by the IPC to disclose 
non-compliance to the public

The IPC will review Signatory compliance reports 
and may disclose reasons for non-compliance to the 
public

Classification Code 17.5 Governance and Scope Duplicates 16.1.5 Delete 16.1.5

Classification Code 17.5.1 Governance and Scope temporary extension is understood to be 'to achieve 
compliance'

add 'to achieve compliance' after 'a temporary 
extension'

Classification Code 19 (new) Governance and Scope transitional provisions are required how to implement 
amendments to the 1st edition of the Code. 

Signatories shall modify their rules to incorporate 
the 2015 Code on or before 1 January  2016 to take 
effect on 1 January 2016.' 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 1.1 Athlete Evaluation Always sport class and status Delete "/or"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Paralympic classification is of increased complexity and 
there might be one day that an on-site assessment might 
not be the right approach to classification. In a long-term 
vision athletes may need to present for classification in so-
called 'Athlete evaluation centres' and issue a Sport Class. 
Such concept is preferably introduced in the Code to allow 
IFs/Sports to explore this pathway. The current 
assessments have certain disadvantages for athletes, the 
main being uncertainty on the class to compete in before 
arriving at the event. Other issues are around 
standardization, field vs lab equipment, environment 
conditions.
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Regular observation is not the spirit of Paralympic 
Classification

Delete, but state that an athlete may be repeatedly 
classified 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.2 Classification Rules this detail not necessary in the rules, but can be subject of 
any technical document complementing the rulebooks

delete 'within their Classification Rules' and replace 
by 'within their (classification) rules, policies and 
guidelines'

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.2 Classification Rules Last bullet point: The 'one protest' rule might not reflect 
the reality of sports ensuring fair play

delete

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.5 - 2.6 Classification Rules There should be a description of the steps required to 
implement changes to classification rules, e.g. Approval by 
the membership, 6 month notice etc.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 2.7 Classification Personnel Term official to be defined Add definition to glossary

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.1 Sport Class Exlore option of competition evaluation exceptions, where 
athletes without valid sport class may compete but their 
results are not recognized

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.2 Sport Class Status - New Duplication Delete article  

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Other concept of 'tracking codes' to identify those athletes that 
require 'observation in competition' must be introduced

suggestion to retrieve wording from IPC Model Rules 
on CNS and CRS

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class Status - Confirmed provisions for IFs to put C-status athletes in review status in 
absence of full medical documentation, or after a 
(significant) number of years, or when assessment methods 
change, should be considered. E.g. every athlete being put 
back in R after each PG?

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class Status - Confirmed proposal to raise awareness that C-status should not be 
allocated following initial assessment (no N -> C), save in 
very exceptional circumstances

"Sport Class Status Confirmed" will not be allocated 
on athletes entering Athlete Evaluation with Sport 
Class Status NEW, save in very exceptional 
circumstances.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class Status - Review Expiry date for Review status to be introduced Athletes with Review status who fail to undergo 
classification again in the 12 month following the 
assessment where the review status was indicated 
will have their sport class removed.

IS on Athlete Evaluation 3.3.3 Sport Class Status - Review Required to undergo classification at the next competition 
where classification is offered (classification not at all 
competitions)
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.1 to 5.3 Administration must this detail be in the code? proposal to delete 5.1-3

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure insert a section that the IF is responsible to review the 
Classification Documentation and that this is preferably 
done ahead in time of AE

"The IF is responsible for the review of Classification 
Documentation received, and must have a process 
in place to follow up with the Athlete to clarify any 
outstanding issue that may occur (e.g. request for 
more detail, additional testing, second opinion, 
translation of files, ...)

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.1 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure replace 'Chief Classifier' by 'IF/Sport'

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.4.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure "The IF may require an Athlete to require detailed 
medical documentation in English of their 
impairment. The Classification Panel shall have the 
discretion to not allocate a Sport Class and/or Sport 
Class Status without this documentation"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 5.5 to 5.6 Administration must this detail be in the code?

IS on Athlete Evaluation 6.4 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure should we stress the importance that AE will not take place 
in absence of the Consent Form signed?

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Wording should reflect the variation in processes for 
athletes with physical/visual and intellectual impairment. 
All have 'components' of the 3 steps, but the term 'physical 
assessment' might rewording to reflect this diversity

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure include review of medical diagnostic files 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.3 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure Physical assessment should be mandatory "must" instead of "should"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.5.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure * video footage and photography does not only apply to the 
Observation Assessment
* art redundant, given the reference to video/photography 
in the consent form 

delete

IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility NE reassessment should be an athlete's right rather than a 
requirement; if an athlete wishes to waive the re-
assessment he/ she should be allowed to do so with a 
written confirmation
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IS on Athlete Evaluation 7.6.2 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility * NE is a sport class, not a sport class status
* use of consistent language is prefered (Not Eligible 
instead of Ineligibl)

delete 'Status' (line 3)
replace 'Ineligible' by 'Ineligibility' (line 3

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility A provision is required to address situations where athlete 
evaluation is provided but the athlete declines the 
opportunity (e.g. athlete waiving 2nd assessment after NE 
decision). 

IS on Athlete Evaluation 8.6. Administration suggestion to merge content 8.6.1 and 8.6.2, and clarify 
that it is the IF responsibility to inform all parties (through 
the LOC)

8.6.1: "At the end of each session during the 
Classification Evaluation Period, the Chief Classifier 
must convey the outcomes of the assigned Sport 
Class and Sport Class Status to the LOC to make 
these available to the nations, review entry lists, and 
make associated event management arrangements"

IS on Athlete Evaluation 9.2 Athlete Evaluation - Procedure C-status allocation is independent of observation in 
competition. and protest opportunities are based on the 
'entry' sport class, the protest option addressed in this 
article is redundant

delete 9.2

IS on Athlete Evaluation 10.1 Administration This is an IF responsibility rather than an LOC responsibility replace 'LOC' by 'IF' (last bullet point)

IS on Athlete Evaluation 11 Protests Dealt with in IS PA delete

IS on Athlete Evaluation new appendix Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility pathway on NE assessment will be helpful to further the 
understanding

pathway graphic available from recent classifier 
training initiatives

IS on Protest and Appeals 2.7 Protests Suggestion to add wording that allows for Athletes to 
accept with an exception to this rule so that the protest can 
be dealt with (if not, the athlete is 'under protest' until 
resolved. Sometimes athletes may agree on immediate 
resolution, notwithstanding the 18 month clause 

add "except otherwise agreed upon by the Athlete"

IS on Protest and Appeals 3 Protests the ground for protest out of competition are questioned 
and some sports already removed this provision from the 
actual rules. The reasoning is that protests must follow 
from athlete assessment, which take place at competitions. 
In the case questions arise on C-status athletes, these can 
be addressed through Protest under Exceptional 
Circumstances (art. 5)

delete art 3
delete art 6.4
revise wording of IS PA to eliminate reference to 
Protest OoC (and renumber articles accordingly)
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IS on Protest and Appeals 4.4 Protests art. Redundant as this is captured under art 5 (PuEC)? delete 4.4

IS on Protest and Appeals Table 1 Protests it must be clarified that the first column refers to the sport 
class status the athlete enters the event with (entry as on 
classification evaluation schedule). 

IS on Protest and Appeals 5 Protests under Exceptional 
Circumstances

The mandate for PuEC should primarily lie with the Head of 
Classification, with an ability to the Chief Classifier to 
exercise the right. It also must be explicited that the 
circumstance must be 'exceptional' and that it will be up to 
the HoC/CC to identify this exception beyond the 
probability of doubt
5.2.4 should be separated from PuEC, as it is no protest 
right to be exercised. 
are provisions required to explain that the athlete is entitled 
automatic re-assessment if case the outcome of PuEC is 
'NE'?

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.1 Protests the 'level of certification' is subject to the IF having such 
distinction in the rules/operational management, and the 
ability to accommodate with  the available classifiers on 
site. It is therefore suggested to delete reference to the 
qualifications

delete 2nd sentence of the article

IS on Protest and Appeals 6.3.3 Protests suggestion to expand that the 2nd panel (protest panel) 
looks into the assessment done by the 1st panel, and 
discusses any discrepancies prior to announcing the 
outcome of the protest assessment. If so required this 
should include the option for continued assessment of the 
athlete 

IS on Protest and Appeals 8 Protests suggestion to expand this article to Paralympic Games 'and 
IPC Major Events' (e.g. same protest rules apply at regional 
championships (Asia, America) as for PG) 

add 'and IPC Major Events' in title
add 'or IPC Major Event' following PG (in both 
sentences)

IS on Protest and Appeals 15.4 Appeals Can an athlete appeal the BAC decision to CAS?

IS on Protest and Appeals 18 Appeals suggestion to expand this article to Paralympic Games 'and 
IPC Major Events'  

add 'and IPC Major Events' in title
add 'or IPC Major Event' following PG (in both 
sentences)

IS on Classifier Training and Certification 1.6 Classification Personnel insert example of opthalmologist/optometrist and 
psychologist to reflect diversity of the 3 impairment groups 
in the Movement
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IS on Protest and Appeals 4.5.4 Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility I think the wrong reference is referred to. 7.4.1 is a section 
referring to technical assessment, as opposed to the 
regulations with regard to Athletes with Sport Class
Status ‘Ineligibility’

Should it refer to 7.6 Ineligibility Re-evaluation?

IS on Athlete Evaluation Eligibility/ Non-Eligibility If an athlete is made NE, can they decline a second 
evaluation and therefore forfit their rights making them NE 
Confirmed after one panel?

Please note that only feedback submitted on the template form is included in this overview.
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