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The Court of Arbitration for Sport rules: 

1. The IAAF having failed to satisfy the applicable burden of 

proof that it expressly acknowledged, the appeal filed by 

Oscar Pistorius on 13 February 2008 must be upheld. 

2. Accordingly, the IAAF Council's Decision no. 2008/1 of 

14 January 2008 is revoked with immediate effect, and the 

athlete is currently eligible to compete in IAAF-sanctioned 

events while wearing the Ossur Cheetah Flex-Foot 

prosthesis model as used in the Cologne tests and presented 

as an exhibit at the Hearing of this appeal. 

3. It is emphasised that the scope of application of this 

Ruling is limited to the eligibility of Mr.Pistorius only and, 

olso, only to his use of the specific prostheses in issue in this 

appeal. 

4. It follows that this Ruling has no application to the 

eligibility of any other amputee athletes, or to any other 

model of prosthetic limb; and it is the IAAF's responsibility 

to review the circumstances on a case-by-case basis, 

impartially, in the context of up-to-date scientific knowledge 

at the time of such review. 

5. No order is made as to costs, except that the CAS shall 

retain the Court Office fee of CHF 500 paid by the Appellant 

at the outset of this arbitration. 

(http://jurisprudence.tas-cas.org/sites/CaseLaw/Shared 

Documents/1480.pdf p.14  
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Studies on the Evils Associated with the Development of Technology in Sports 

- Looking at the Question of Equality Sports Equipment - 

 

Miho OSAKA 

 

Abstract  

In recent years, sports equipment, have achieved remarkable progress. For example, Oscar Pistorius is a professional athlete 

competing in 100, 200 and 400 meter sprints, he was the first player who participated with artificial leg in IAAF World 

championship Degu 2011. Also, many swimmers had established good records wearing the "Laser Racer" which was made 

by Speedo at Olympic Games Beijing in 2008. So, some people said to "doping of technology", because the sports 

equipments contributed to improve performance of athletes. This study will focus on the technology for doping, with clear 

distinction from drug doping. Throughout the course of this study I will focus on the following: 

1) Doping of technology has the same problem with drug doping.  In addition, many people have interested in the sports 

equipments that are contributed to improve performance of athletes. 

2) Sports equipments are evolving for the athletes who want high-performance. Athlete aspire for ' Citius, Altius, Fortius’. In 

doing so, they depend on the capability of sports equipments. However, because not enough support for sports governing 

body rules on sports equipments, this causes various problems. It is urgent to establish an overseeing organization in doping 

of technology, similar to drug doping regulations (ex.WADA). 
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