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1. BACKGROUND 

 
A. Factual Background 

 
1.1. This claim arises out of a decision rendered on 30 September 2014 by the 

International Jury of Appeal (the “Jury”) constituted under the International Wrestling 
Rules (“Rules”) of the United World Wrestling (the “UWW” or “Respondent”) which 
was formerly called International Federation of Associated Wrestling Styles, 
popularly  known as FILA, its French acronym. The Jury determined that Iranian 
athlete Mr Saeed Abdevali (the “Athlete” or the “Applicant”) who participated in the 
71 kg. Greco-Roman wrestling event during the XVII Asian Games (the “Games”) 
had lost the match. 

 
1.2. It is from this decision that the Applicant now appeals.  
 

B. Procedural Background 
 

1.3. An Ad Hoc Division of the Court of Arbitration for Sport (“CAS”) has been established 
for the XVII Asian Games in Incheon.  The purpose of this ad hoc division, generally, 
is to hear any dispute on an urgent and timely basis that falls within the ambit of the 
CAS Arbitration Rules for the XVII Asian Games in Incheon (“CAS Ad Hoc Rules”) 
taking place from 19 September 2014 to 4 October 2014. 

 
1.4. On 2 October 2014 at 16.05hrs, the Applicant filed his appeal, including an 

Application Form and one exhibit by e-mail in accordance with Article 10 of the CAS 
Ad Hoc Rules (the “Application”), which was duly received by the CAS ad hoc 
Division.  

 
1.5. In his Application, the Applicant sought the following relief: 

 
A. Rematch the semi-final and final. 
B. Reconsider the records of athlete in UWW Ranking. 
C. Sanction the person who has violated the rules and changed results. 
D. Compensate the bonus the athlete could receive from the Government. 

 
1.6. That same day – 2 October 2014 – the ad hoc Division acknowledged receipt of the 

Applicant’s appeal and informed the Respondent accordingly by telephone and 
email.  The parties were then called to a hearing on 3 October 2014 at 10.30hrs. 

 
1.7. Pursuant to Article 15 of the CAS Ad Hoc Rules, the President of the ad hoc Division, 

Mr. Michael Hwang SC, appointed Mr Vinayak Pradhan (Malaysia) (President of the 
Panel), Mr. Bruce Collins (Australia), and Mr. Chi Liu (China) as arbitrators to hear 
the present dispute. 

 
1.8. On 3 October 2014 at 11.00hrs, the Applicant assembled at the CAS Ad Hoc 

Division hearing room for a hearing on the Applicant’s appeal.  The Panel was 
assisted at the hearing by Mr. Brent J. Nowicki, counsel to the CAS, as well as the 
following representatives for the parties: 

 
For the Applicant: 
-Mr Shahrokh Shahnazi 
-Mr Mehdi Mohammadi 
-Mr Atefeh Eslamian 
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 For the Respondent: 
-No representative from the Respondent 

 
From the Korean National Olympic Council (as observers):     
-Mr Rae-Hyouk Kang 
-Ms Lee Boram 
 

1.9. Following the hearing, the Applicant’s representatives confirmed that the Applicant’s 
right to be heard had been fully respected and that they had no issue with respect 
to the way the CAS procedure or hearing was conducted.   

 
1.10. At 17.00hrs on 3 October 2014, the Panel having considered this Application, 

dismissed it in the exercise of its powers under Article 15 of the CAS Ad Hoc Rules.  
The parties were notified of the operative part of the decision accordingly.  This 
reasoned decision follows. 

 
 

2. JURISDICTION 
 

A. Jurisdiction of the Ad Hoc Panel 
 

2.1. The CAS Ad Hoc Rules concerning the jurisdiction of the Panel at the Asian Games 
provide as follows:  

 
 Article 1 Application of the Present Rules and Jurisdiction of the Court of 

Arbitration for Sport (CAS) 
 
The purpose of the present Rules is to provide, in the interests of the athletes 
and of sport, for the resolution by arbitration of any disputes covered by Article 
34 of the Constitution of the Olympic Council of Asia, insofar as they arise in the 
host country of the Asian Games (the “Asiad”) between 15 September 2014 and 
4 October 2014. 
 

Article 2 Ad hoc Division 
 
For the period fixed in Article 1, the ICAS shall establish an ad hoc Division of 
the CAS (hereinafter the “ad hoc Division”), the function of which is to provide 
for the resolution by arbitration of the disputes covered by Article 1 by means of 
Panels set up in accordance with the present Rules. 
The ad hoc Division consists of arbitrators appearing on a special list, a 
President and a Court Office. 

 
2.2. Article I refers to Article 34 of the Constitution of the Olympic Council of Asia, which 

reads: 
 

Settlement of Disputes / Complaints 
 

1- Every NOCs Member shall be deemed to hold its membership of the OCA on 
the specific condition that it voluntarily surrenders its right of seeking redress 
against the OCA in any Court of Law; 

 
2- There shall be a “Court of Arbitration” appointed by the OCA President for all 

unresolved disputes, including relating to validity of a NOC and any other sports 
organisation recognized by or to the OCA including the Host and Bidding Cities 
of any Asian Games. 
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3- The OCA President at his discretion shall nominate either a sole arbitrator or an 
Arbitration Panel more for the resolution or decision of any unresolved dispute. 
The decision of the Arbitration Panel will be reported to the OCA Executive Board 
and can be appealed to the Court of Arbitration for Sports (CAS) in Lausanne. 

 
4- The Terms and Conditions as well as the time frame for the proceedings to be 

completed will be specified by the OCA President; 
 

5- The “Court of Arbitration”, appointed by the OCA President will be responsible 
for investigating complaints raised in relation to the disrespect of ethical 
principles laid down in the OCA Constitution or Olympic Charter including but 
not limited to the breach of the code of ethics and conduct. If necessary proposed 
sanctions will be submitted to the EB for approval. 

 
 

Bye-Law [sic] to Article 34 
 

The Court of Arbitration for Sports (CAS) in association with the OCA will set up 
a small working group from CAS that will be present and working alongside the 
OCA in the Asian Games period only, on the same lines as done during the 
Olympic Games. The participating athletes can address any issues that they may 
have directly with CAS, during the Asian Games. 

 
 

2.3. As is always the case, the Panel must follow the proper rules governed by the CAS 
Ad Hoc Rules enacted by the International Council of Arbitration for Sport ("ICAS") 
on 3 June 2014. The Panel is further governed by Chapter 12 of the Swiss Private 
International Law Act of 18 December 1987 ("PIL Act"). The PIL Act applies to this 
arbitration as the result of the location of the seat of the CAS ad hoc Division in 
Lausanne Switzerland, pursuant to Article 7 of the CAS Ad Hoc Rules. 

 
2.4. Under Article 17 of the CAS Ad Hoc Rules, the Panel must decide a dispute 

"pursuant to the Constitution of the Olympic Council of Asia, the applicable 
regulations, the general principles of law and the rules of law whose application the 
Panel deems appropriate”. 

 
B. THE RIGHT TO RELIEF 

 
2.5. The facts found by the Panel set out in this Award have been derived from the video 

recording taken during the wrestling match from multiple camera angles edited for 
television audiences, as well as the evidence given by the Appellant and Mr. 
Shahnazi who had watched the match in real time. The Tribunal did not have the 
benefit of video recordings taken from different angles, the unedited raw footages of 
such multiple cameras covering all directions of the bout and all interactions of the 
Judge, the Referee, the Mat Chairman, mat side officials, or the respective coaches 
of the Korean and Iranian teams. Neither did it have the benefit of the presence of 
the Respondent who did not appear at the hearing.   

 
2.6. Disputes relating to the sport of Greco-Roman wrestling are disputes generally 

covered by the by-law to Article 34 of the Constitution of the Olympic Council of Asia. 

 
2.7. The sport is regulated by the Rules which inter alia provide for the regulation of the 

physical contest between the athletes as well as the judging process. The Rules 

provide for a Mat Chairman, a Referee and a Judge who contribute to any decision 

being made during the progress of the sport. Where there are differences of opinion 
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between these officials, there is provision for the reference to a Jury of Appeal to 

resolve the differences and make a final decision. The Jury is comprised of three 

persons with one member of the Jury appointed as coordinator and who is in charge 

of announcing the Jury’s decisions.  

 
2.8. In the matter at hand, based on the video and oral evidence presented at the 

hearing, the Panel has concluded that the Mat Referee determined that the bout in 

question was over by tapping his hand on the mat - with the agreement of the other 

relevant officials – and that Mr. Abdevali had won the match. However, following the  

conclusion of the match, and moments before the Mat Referee could ceremoniously 

raise Mr Abdevali’s hand as the victorious wrestler, the Jury reversed the 4 points 

awarded to Mr. Abdevali following an objection by the Korean coach. This ultimately 

resulted in Mr. Jihyun Jung, Mr. Abdevali’s opponent and the Korean wrestler who 

eventually won the gold medal, being announced as the winner instead of Mr. 

Abdevali.  

 
2.9. Coaches are entitled to raise objections to decisions made by the various referees 

during the course of a bout by throwing a soft cube into the field of play within 5 

seconds of the score being put up on the board and before the end of the bout. The 

procedure for doing this will be dealt with later. It will suffice to say for the moment 

that the Korean coach’s objection was raised considerably more than 5 seconds 

after the decision awarding Mr. Adbvalli the requisite points for the fall and after the 

bout had ended. Notwithstanding this, the Jury upheld this  late objection. The 

Iranian team maintains that this was done because a high ranking and influential 

Korean official of the Respondent indicated to the Jury that the result should be 

changed. However, they declined to provide the name of the official and did not 

provide any evidence of such manipulation. 

 
2.10. A core issue point which arises in relation to the power of the Panel to hear this case 

and grant the relief sought falls under the auspice of Article 22 of the Rules which 

reads as follows: 

“No further appeal can be lodged to the FILA Bureau, CAS, or any other court once 
a decision has been made by the refereeing body (agreed upon by the mat 
chairman) or by the Jury of Appeal”. 

 

2.11. The prevention of appeals in relation to decisions made by judges, referees and 

umpires in the field of play are customarily and on a very good policy grounds, 

common practice. The Panel does not intend to disrupt such common practice on 

these “field of play” decisions.  

 
2.12. So it follows, therefore, that if the decision was made as a field of play decision, the 

Panel would have no capacity to hear the matter. However, if it were not a field of 

play decision, the Panel could have the power to deal with the matter, subject to all 

applicable rules. 

 
2.13. To make such a determination, the Panel finds it is prudent to examine Article 22 of 

the Rules, which should be read with the provisions of the Sport Technical Handbook 

for the 17th. Asian Games Incheon 2014 applicable to wrestling. Paragraph 11 of 

Section III of the Handbook reads as follows: 
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“11. Protests and Appeals 
Protests and appeals shall be lodged on accordance with the latest FILA Rules. All 
appeals related to the technical sides will be the responsibilities of the International 
and Asia Federation. 
 
*Any Athlete/NOC can appeal to CAS, in case he feels that there is violation of IF/AF 
Technical Rules or OCA Constitution which is not related to reversing the decision 
of the referee or result.” 

 
2.14. The Handbook clarifies that wrestlers have the right to appeal to CAS if there is a 

violation of the Technical Rules but that right is granted only if it is not related to the 

result or decision made. The Panel is of the view that it is difficult to envisage a 

situation where an athlete is appealing against a technical rule violation where the 

result makes no difference to his success in the Games. This appears to negate the 

purpose of filing an appeal. However, it may well be, although this seems to be most 

unlikely, that athletes may want to establish the point that they have been wronged 

even if there is no practical consequence of a successful appeal. 

 
2.15. For example, here it is noted that as to Mr. Abdevali’s request for relief, he testified 

that had he won the gold medal, he would have received from the Iranian Ministry 

of Sport and Youth the sum of USD 150,000, obtained a scholarship in a 

Government University, and been exempted from military service. He would also be 

provided with the right to stay in the apartment he was currently living in free of 

charge. 

 

2.16. Notwithstanding this request, the Panel feels that, looking at Mr. Abdevali’s request 

as a whole (in particular nos. 1,2, and 4), the only way to address such request for 

relief would be for the Panel to alter the match decision and the result of the 

competition. In this regard, the majority of the Panel considers that the CAS ad hoc 

Division does not have the power to grant such request because of the provisions 

of Article 22 of the Rules which do not allow appeals from a decision of the Jury and 

Section 3, paragraph 11 of the Technical Handbook which does not allow the result 

of the match to be changed. These are rules and regulations prescribed by the 

governing body of the sport and cannot be rewritten or read down. The minority of 

the Panel, however, considers that these provisions apply only to field of play 

decisions and that allowing the Korean coach’s objection after the 5 second period 

and changing the result after the end of the bout are not field of play decisions.  

 
2.17. As to Mr. Abdevali’s third request for relief, the Panel does not have the power to 

issue sanctions and in any event the official against whom the sanction is asked was 

not identified and is not a party to these proceedings. Sanctions may be imposed by 

FILA if they are minded to do so.  

 
2.18. Finally, the Panel notes that it does not have any power to order compensation as 

asked for in Mr. Abdevali’s fourth request for relief. 

  
2.19. On the assumption that the Panel does have the right to intervene, the Panel is of 

the unanimous view that Mr. Abdevali cannot succeed as it is not possible to 

reconvene the Asian Games and have the semi-finals and finals rematched. The 

other athletes involved who are not parties to this appeal and have not been heard 

on the point are not obliged to return for another competition. Neither is the OCA, 

which organises the Games, a party to these proceedings.  For relief to be granted, 

if at all it could be granted, Mr. Abdevali should have filed his appeal to the CAS 
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immediately after the decision was made at about 15.30hrs on 29 September 2014 

so that a decision could have been made before the final was held at 19.30hrs on 

30 September 2014. Mr. Abdevali appears to have used this time to appeal to the 

Respondent’s Technical Delegate, Mr. Constantin Mikhailov, who did not respond. 

 
2.20. In sum, there is no relief upon which the Panel can grant the Athlete and therefore, 

the Panel unanimously dismissed this appeal.  

 

C. THE FILA RULES 

 
2.21. The minority of the Panel believes it is prudent to further elaborate on the reasoning 

above for the sake of clarity and completeness. 

 

2.22. In the present case, the Panel has evidence before it that the referee (after 

consulting the relevant officials) decided in Mr. Abdevali’s favour that there had been 

a fall by the Korean wrestler.  

 
2.23. A fall is by Article 44 of the FILA Rules defined as the result which occurs; 

“when the defensive wrestler is held by his opponent with his two shoulders against 
the mat for a sufficient time to allow the referee to observe the total control of the 
fall…” 

 
2.24. Article 44 goes on to provide that: 

“the fall observed by the referee will be valid if confirmed by the mat Chairman. If 
the referee does not indicate the fall,” (a situation which did not occur here) “if the 
fall is valid, it may be announced with the consent of the judge and mat chairman. 
Consequently, to be observed and recognised, the fall must be clearly maintained. 
[…] In all cases, the referee will strike the mat only after he has obtained confirmation 
from the judge or, failing this, from the mat chairman. The referee will then blow his 
whistle in order to end the bout. 
It will not be possible to request any challenge in case of a fall, being understood 
that the fall must be validated by the mat chairman following the judge or the 
referee’s decision.” 

 
2.25. This procedure and its consequences are confirmed by Article 29 which deals with 

the “end of the bout”. That Article so far as it is relevant in this case provides that: 

“the bout ends either when a fall, a disqualification by injury of one of the opponents 
are declared or at the end of the regular time.” 

 
2.26. So, in the present case, when the referee had obtained confirmation from the judges, 

the referee confirmed the fall and brought the match to an end under the rules.  After 

that there was simply no power under the rules for the other judges to reverse that 

decision and entertain a challenge that was out of time. 

 
If the Jury arrogated responsibility to itself when it had not the power to do so 

because a challenge was untimely then an athlete is not challenging the correctness 

of the Jury decision about a disputed action by the athletes, he is contending that 

the Jury never had or acquired the authority to make that decision.   
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. 

 
 Anything that happened in those circumstances after the end of the bout would be 

a nullity and should be treated as if it had not occurred. 

 

The field of play rule did not prevent the making of a complaint which did not fall 

within that rule.  

 
GENERAL 
 
3.1. To recap, the majority of the Panel hold the view that Article 22 of the FILA Rules 

read with Section III paragraph 11 of the Technical Handbook apply while the 
minority considers that these provisions only apply to field of play decisions and the 
decision of the Jury having been made after the conclusion of the match was not a 
field of play decision.  

 
3.2. Be that as it may, for the reasons stated in paragraph 2.20 above the Panel 

unanimously dismisses Mr. Abdevali’s application. 
 

3.3. The Panel emphasises that it has formed, on the available evidence, the clear view 

that Mr. Abdevali has been wrongly treated by the Jury and should have progressed 

to the final round of the event for the gold medal. However, for the reasons set forth 

above, the Panel cannot grant Mr. Abdevali the relief he claims. 

 
3.4. The Panel finally suggests that FILA take necessary steps to review and address 

the dispute to prevent a similar incident happening in the future. 
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4. DECISION 
 
For these reasons, the ad hoc Division of the Court of Arbitration for Sport renders the following 
decision: 
 

1. The application filed by Mr Saeed Abdevali on 2 October 2014 is dismissed. 
 

 
Incheon 
17 December 2014 
Operative part notified on 3 October 2014 

 
 
 
 

 
THE AD HOC DIVISION OF THE COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR SPORT 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Vinayak Pradhan 

President of the Panel 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

 
 

 


