Proposals for the 2025 Congress

Modifications of the Statutes

The texts below are applicable on January 1st, 2026, unless mentioned otherwise.

Proposal 1

Article: 1.2.5
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: According to Statutes 1.5.3, “Should there be any difference between the French
text and any translation, the French text will be given priority. In the case of Article 1.2.5, the
current English text is not in line with the prevailing French text, and therefore, an amendment
is required.

1.2.5

The member national Federation which applies as a candidate to organise congresses, official
competitions, or any other FIE international events, must document the fact that the organizer
has used all means to enable all the member national Federations to take part in those events,
without any discrimination whatever.

French text :
1.2.5

La fédération nationale membre qui propose sa candidature pour l'organisation des Congres,
des compétitions officielles et de toutes autres manifestations internationales de la FIE doit
documenter le fait que I'organisateur a tout mis en ceuvre pour faire en sorte que toutes les
fédérations nationales membres puissent participer a ces manifestations sans aucune
discrimination quelle qu’elle soit.

Note: Proposal regarding the Statutes in English and Spanish.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.



Proposal 2

Article: 1.2.7
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: The current version of Article 1.2.7 does not define the meaning of “licensee of
the FIE”. Therefore, last year in a “Black Card” case, it was questionable if beyond the current
FIE licensees, this term comprises ex-FIE licensees as well, and if yes, to what extent. In lack
of guidance in the text of the FIE Statute the Legal Commission has interpreted the above term
and came to the conclusion that "licensee of the FIE" shall mean (i) any current FIE licensees,
(ii) those persons who had FIE license at the time when the member federation applied a
sanction against them and (iii) those persons who had FIE license at the time of the violation
based on which a sanction was applied by the member federation.”

1.2.7

All bans, suspensions, expulsions or disqualifications issued by a national member federation
to-a-licensee-of-the-FIE because of the issuance of Black Card(s) or violation(s) of Codes of
Conduct, Codes of Ethics, Disciplinary Codes or Safe-Guarding Safeguarding policies of the
member federation or criminal infractions to a person who is a licensee of the FIE or was a
licensee of the FIE at the time of the application of the above penalty and/or at the time of the
commitment of the offence concerned should be made known,—as—seen—as—pessible;
immediately to the Head Office of the FIE which will inform the member federations of the FIE
by listing such sanctions under the Tab for FIE Documents - the Administrative Department.
The FIE will ban, suspend, expel or disqualify such licensee during the duration of the penalty
imposed by the member federation.”

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission makes further amendment to the original proposal (marked with
yellow).

1.2.7

All bans, suspensions, expulsions or disqualifications issued by a national member federation
to-a-licensee-of-the-FIE because of the issuance of Black Card(s) or violation(s) of Codes of
Conduct, Codes of Ethics, Disciplinary Codes or Safe-Guarding Safeguarding policies of the
national member federation or criminal infractions to a person who is a licensee of the FIE or
was a licensee of the FIE at the time of the application of the above penalty andfor at the time
of the commitment of the offence concerned should be made known;—as-seen-as—pessible;
immediately to the Head Office of the FIE which will inform the national member federations of
the FIE by listing such sanctions on the FIE website undertheTab-for FIE-Documents—the

Administrative Department. The FIE will ban, suspend, expel or disqualify such licensee during
the duration of the penalty imposed by the member federation.”



Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission.

Proposal 3

Article: 2.1.1
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: According to Statutes 1.5.3, “Should there be any difference between the French
text and any translation, the French text will be given priority.

In the case of Article 2.1.1.a), the current English text is not in line with the prevailing French
text, as the words ‘ou de pratiquer’ are missing from the English version.

2.1.1a)

By fencing master is meant a person whose principal activity is the teaching or practicing of
fencing in return for payment.

French text :

On entend par professeur ou maitre d’armes toute personne dont l'activité principale est
d’enseigner ou de pratiquer 'escrime moyennant rémunération.

Note: proposal that only affects the English version of the Statutes.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 4

Article: 3.1 a)
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: 2023 Congress was endangered due to political conflicts in the region of the
hosting country. To avoid similar situations, Statute should ensure the possibility to hold the



Congress in exceptional situations at other dates than latter part of November or the first part
of December.

3.1 MEETINGS

a) Congresses are held during the latter part of November or the first part of December each
year-, save for force majeure events.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 5

Article: 3.5.1

Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: The current wording is not clear whether or not one decision is sufficient to put a
matter on the agenda of the Congress and to vote on the matter itself or two separate decisions
are required. Furthermore, the recent wording can imply that both the conditions (matter not
being on the agenda and matters not provided for by the Statutes) have to be met for a %
majority to be required. Clearly the intent of the Article is to require that at least one of the
conditions must be met and the revised wording achieves this.

3.5.1 Reguired Majorities.

If in exceptional cases a Congress must decide on matters which are not on the agenda and

cast; a decision to consider the matter on the agenda exceptional shall be made by a majority
of 3/4 of votes cast. In such cases the Congress shall make a separate decision on the matter
which was put on the agenda. This decision shall be also made by a majority of 3/4 of votes
cast and may never involve a modification of the Statutes. The same applies to decisions on
matters which are on the agenda but not regulated by the Statutes. The total number of votes
cast must be at least equal to the majority of all the Federations present or represented at the
Congress.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has re-formulated its original proposal as shown below:
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3.5 DECISIONS
3.5.1 Required majorities.

a) The decisions of the Congress are reached by a simple majority of votes cast. The
simple majority rule applies as well to the establishment of the financial fees and
resources (cf. article 1.6 of the Statutes) and decisions on entry fees are reached by a

b) If in exceptional cases the Congress is requested to decide on matters which are not
on the agenda,

(i) these matters shall be added to the agenda by the FIE Bureau if they concern
the budget, the accounts, the auditors, the report of the Executive Committee
and the report of the Congress. The Congress then makes the decisions on
such matters by a simple majority of votes cast.

(i) all matters not mentioned in Section (i) above require a majority of 3/4 of votes
cast decision to be added to the agenda. The Congress then makes the
decisions on such matters by a majority of 3/4 of votes cast.

(iii) matters under this section b) may never involve a modification of the Statutes.

C) In all cases, the total number of votes cast must be at least equal to the majority of all
the Federations present or represented at the Congress.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission.

Proposal 6
Article: 3.5.6

Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: According to Statutes 1.5.3, “Should there be any difference between the French
text and any translation, the French text will be given priority.

In the case of Article 3.5.6, the current English text is not in line with the prevailing French text,
as the word ‘en particulier’ is not translated.

3.5.6 Secret voting
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At the Congress, the vote is secret on any point which concerns an individual person or a
Member Federation in particular, or on the decision of the Chairman of the meeting, or at the
request of at least 25% of the members present.”

French text :
3.5.6 Vote secret

Le vote est secret des lors qu’il concerne une personne ou une fédération membre en
particulier, ou si le Président de séance en décide ainsi, ou a la demande d’au moins un quart
des membres présents.

Note: proposal that only affects the English version of the Statutes.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 7

Article: 5.4.5
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: According to Statutes 1.5.3, “Should there be any difference between the French
text and any translation, the French text will be given priority.

In the case of Article 5.4.5, the current English text is not in line with the prevailing French text,
as the word ‘in writing’ is not included in the French version.

5.4.5 In a matter of urgency, the President may consult in-writing-with the Executive Committee.
The decision will be made by a majority of its members.

French version :

5.4.5 En cas d'urgence le Comité Exécutif peut étre consulté par le Président. Les décisions
sont prises a la majorite.

Note: proposal that only affects the English version of the Statutes.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:
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The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 8

Article : 5.6.4
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: According to Statutes 1.5.3, “Should there be any difference between the French
text and any translation, the French text will be given priority.

In the case of Article 5.6.4, the current English text is not in line with the prevailing French text,
and therefore, an amendment is required.

5.6.4 (Responsibilities of the President)

The President may also give a power of attorney to the CEO for dealing transactions below an
upper limit which the Executive Committee will establish.

French text :

Le Président peut également donner une procuration au CEO pour des epérations
transactions inférieures a un montant déterminé par le Comité Exécultif.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 9

Article: 5.8.1 d)
Presented by: Legal Commission

Motivation: Currently there is an ambiguity in the text. The “management account® is under a
sole signature and the current text could be read to mean that the Secretary General and CEO
must sign jointly.



5.8.1 BUDGETARY RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE TREASURER

d) A 'management' account, meant for the payment of current and recurring expenses, is
operated under the sole signature of the President, the Treasurer, erthe Secretary General
and or the CEO (see point e).”

French text :

“d) Un compte dit ‘de gestion’, destiné au réglement des factures courantes et des dépenses
périodiques, fonctionne sous la signature individuelle du Président, du Trésorier, du Secrétaire
Général et ou du CEOQO (voir €/).

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has no further comments to its original proposal.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

Proposal 10

Article: Articles 9.1.8-9.1.10

Proposal by: Legal Commission

Motivation: The proposed amendments to Articles 9.1.8-9.1.9. help to enforce the application
of Article 1.2. 7 regarding referees.

The proposed amendment to Article 9.1.10. aims to help communication between the National
Federations in the case of change of nationality for licensees.

9.1.8

a) A National Federation can obtain a licence for a referee who is a citizen of the such country
and whose licence will specify the nationality of the referee.

b) A National Federation can obtain a licence for a referee who is not a citizen of such country,
but who has been a resident in such country for more than three (3) years and whose licence
will specify the nationality of the referee as FIE, having first advised the country of which they
are a citizen.
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9.1.9

a) A National Federation can obtain a licence for a coach who is a citizen of the country of
such National Federation and whose license will specify the nationality of the coach.

b) A National Federation can obtain a licence for a coach who is not a citizen of the country of
that National Federation, but which National Federation is intending to send the coach to an
official competition of the FIE as a member of the delegation of such National Federation,
having first advised the national federation of the country of which they are a citizen.

The licence for such coach will specify:

i. the nationality of the coach’s passport; and
ii. ii. the nationality of the country of National Federation the coach is representing at
the competition.

c) If a coach changes the country s/he is to represent at a future competition, the coach or the
National Federation s/he will be representing shall inform the FIE of the change, having first
advised the national federation of country for which they were previously licenced as a coach,
and the FIE will note such change on the coach’s licence. The coach will not need to secure a
new licence.

d) A coach needs only one licence, even though s/he may represent more than one country at
official competitions of the FIE.

e) A coach needs a licence as a coach, even though such person has another licence as a
fencer, referee, official at the World Championships or Olympic Games or member of the
Executive Committee, a Commission, a Council or Ethics Committee.

9.1.10
Change of Nationality for Licensees other than Fencer or Coach

a) A licensee, other than a fencer or coach, (“Licensee”) who enjoys multiple nationality must
choose which country s/he wishes to represent. The fact that s/he has represented one of the
countries of which he/she enjoys the nationality, in any capacity implies that s/he has made a
choice. If s/he wishes to represent another country of which s/he enjoys nationality, s/he must
so advise the Head Office of the FIE and thereafter s/he may only represent this new country
and can no longer represent the other country.

b) A Licensee who has already represented a country in any capacity and acquires a new
nationality (from being stateless, through marriage or through naturalisation) can represent his
/her new country immediately. Application for change of nationality must be received by the
FIE Head Office no later than 90 days after the acquisition of the new nationality.

c) No approval of the national federation of the prior country s/he represented is required. That
national federation must however be advised of the intended change.



Opinion of the Legal Commission:

Legal Commission has made further minor grammatical modifications (marked with yellow).
We have also made modifications in French (marked with yellow):

9.1.10
Change of Nationality for Licensees other than Fencer or Coach

a) A licensee, other than a fencer or coach, (“Licensee”) who enjoys multiple nationalityies
must choose which country s/he wishes to represent. The fact that she/he has represented
one of the countries of which he/she enjoys the nationality, in any capacity implies that s/he
has made a choice. If s/he wishes to represent another country of which s/he enjoys nationality,
s/he must so advise the Head Office of the FIE and thereafter s/he may only represent this
new country and can no longer represent the other country.

9.1.8

a) Une fédération nationale peut obtenir une licence pour un arbitre qui a la nationalité du
pays en question laquelle mentionnera sa nationalité.

b) Une fédération nationale peut obtenir une licence pour un arbitre qui n’a pas la nationalité
du pays en question mais qui y réside depuis plus de trois (3) ans aprés avoir en premier lieu
informé le pays dont il est citoyen. Sa licence mentionnera « FIE » en place de sa nationalité
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Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour of the proposal and of the revisions made by
the Legal Commission.

Proposal 11

Article: Chapter 9
Presented by: British Fencing Federation

Motivation: The latest narrative review of existing research data (Publication: The
Participation of Trans Women in_Competitive Fencing and Implications on Fairness: A
Physiological Perspective Narrative Review), concludes that male advantage in fencing exists
and is not removed or reduced sufficiently through post puberty hormonal treatment to create
fair competition for elite female athletes.

Limiting the women’s competition category to female sex at birth supports fair competition. Full
inclusion would continue to exist in elite fencing as no restrictions exist for participation in the
men’s competition category.
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9.3 SEX OF FENCERS

For official competitions of the FIE, only people who are female sex at birth and have not
started female to male hormone treatment will be eligible to compete in the women’s category.

Opinion of the Medical Commission: In favour.

FIE's decision on this issue must align with the IOC's guidelines. The current Framework
allows each International Federation to decide on transgender participation, but Section 5.2
creates a presumption that transgender athletes don't have an unfair advantage. This shifts
the burden of proof to federations that want to restrict trans participation.

Under section 6 of the Framework, to restrict participation, federations must provide robust,
peer-reviewed research demonstrating:

1. A consistent, disproportionate competitive advantage or unpreventable risk to safety.
2. Data from a relevant demographic group.
3. Evidence specific to the sport, discipline, and event.

The British proposal includes a study aiming to meet these criteria.
This means that this study meets the Framework's Section 6 requirements.

Opinion of the Legal Commission: The Legal Commission is in favour.

Opinion of the Women and Fencing Council: in favour.

Opinion of the Veterans Council: The FIE Veterans Council is in favour of this proposal.
Opinion of the Coaches Council: in favour.

Opinion of the Athletes Commission: in favour.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour.

APPLICATION: immediate

Proposal 12

Article: 10.1. OFFICIAL COMPETITIONS OF THE FIE

Presented by: Executive Committee

Motivation: Addition of Cadet World Cup competitions to the list of official FIE events,
ahead of the proposals relating to these events in the FIE Rules.

11



10.1 OFFICIAL COMPETITIONS OF THE FIE

10.1.1 The official competitions of the FIE include the Olympic Games, the Senior World
Championships, Open the Junior and Cadet World Championships, ard the
Veteran World Championships, the |nd|V|duaI and team junior and Senior Open
World Cups competitions, - the Grand Prix
competitions, the satellites competitions), and the Jumer—Cadet |nd|V|duaI World
Cup competitions, the zonal Championships, as well as the Masters and Super
Masters that are organised, any qualifying events for the Olympic Games that are
organised, and any other competitions designated by the Congress of the FIE.

Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission is in favour with the following modifications, however, questions the
necessity to keep “Masters and Super Masters”.

10.1.1 The official competitions of the FIE include the Olympic Games, the Senior World
Championships, ©pen the Junior and Cadet World Championships, and the Veteran World
Championships, the individual and team Junior and Senior Oper World Cups competitions,

{Category-A-candidates;-Category-A; the Grand Prix competitions, the satellites competitions),
and the Junier—Cadet individual World Cup competitions, the Senior and Junior zonal

Championships, as well as the Masters and Super Masters that are organised, any qualifying
events for the Olympic Games that are organised, and any other competitions designated by
the Congress of the FIE.

Opinion of the Athletes Commission: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission. Masters and Supermasters, though not often/regularly organised should not be
removed as they are official FIE competitions.

APPLICATION: immediate

Proposal 13

Article: Chapter 13

Presented by: British Fencing Federation

Motivation: In accordance with the Safeguarding Policy the FIE has an obligation to protect
participants - fencers (in particular children), referees and officials, from the risk of abuse and
harassment in sport.

The FIE has an additional duty of care to protect children in sport.
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It is recognised that there are roles which give people additional access to and responsibilities
over participants including children. Such roles include accredited coaches, referees,
safeguarding officers, medical delegates etc.

Where a person taking up such a role is being investigated or has a current sanction or current
conviction (on appeal or otherwise) for safeguarding reasons the FIE Safeguarding Officer(s)
must be given the opportunity to put in place a protection measures to reduce safeguarding
risk. These protection measures must be agreed with the individual’s National Federation.

Chapter Xlll, at end of ‘Prevention of abuse and harassment’ section

It is recommended that Member Federations and Confederations develop and implement
similar policies and procedures to safeguard and promote the welfare of all participants in
fencing activity held under their respective jurisdictions.

Any person under investigation, under sanction or with criminal convictions (even if under
appeal) for safeguarding related offences should not be placed in a position with additional
access and power over fencers in general and children in particular (e.g., coach, team
manager, referee, safeguarding officer, medical delegate etc) without the FIE Safeguarding
Officer(s) or the FIE Lead Safeguarding Officer being given the opportunity to put in place
protection measures.

Therefore, any licence holder offered one or more of the following assignments is, prior to
accepting, required to inform the FIE of any current safeguarding investigation, current
sanction or current conviction relating to safeguarding matters whether criminal or civil. Any
appeal against such sanction or conviction does not suspend this requirement.

o All officials designated for the World Championships and Olympic Games

e All referees at an official competition of the FIE

o All coaches at an official competition or training camp of the FIE, or

e Any person appointed by their National Federation with responsibility for athlete welfare
at an official competition or training camp of the FIE.

The FIE Safeguarding Officer will work with the National Federation concerned to agree
safeguarding protection measures.

Any such person who takes up responsibilities as listed above without

¢ fully informing the FIE of any current safeguarding investigation, current sanction or current
conviction relating to safeguarding matters whether criminal or civil, on appeal or otherwise;
and

e having in place protection measures agreed with the FIE and their National Federation

will be subject to the FIE’s disciplinary proceedings (cf 7.1.1) and immediate penalisation in
accordance with t.111.

A person failing to comply with agreed protection measures will also be subject to the FIE's
disciplinary proceedings (cf 7.1.1) and immediate penalisation in accordance with t.111.

National Federations are required to inform their licence holders of this requirement.

13
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Opinion of the Legal Commission:

The Legal Commission has modified the proposal:

The FIE Safeguarding Officer or the FIE Lead Safeguarding Officer is entitled to put in place
appropriate protective measures whenever he/she becomes aware of any situation in which
participants of international competitions or training camps of the FIE, and children in particular,
are at risk or might be at risk.

Fherefore; Any licence holder offered one or more of the following assignments is, prior to
accepting, required to inform the FIE of any current safe sport allegation before a competent

authority safeguarding—investigation, current sanction or current conviction relating to
safeguarding matters whethereriminal-oreivil. Any appeal against such sanction or conviction

does not suspend this requirement.

o All officials designated for the World Championships and Olympic Games

o All referees at an official competition of the FIE

e All coaches at an official competition or training camp of the FIE, or

e Any person appointed by their National Federation with responsibility for athlete welfare
at an official competition or training camp of the FIE.

Furthermore, the National Federations being aware of any current safe sport allegation before
a competent authority, current sanction or current conviction relating to safeguarding matters
regarding the above-mentioned person, shall inform FIE without delay.

Where appropriate, the FIE Safeguarding Officer will confer werk with the National Federation
and the parties concerned to try to agree on safeguarding protection measures.

National Federations are required to inform their licence holders of this requirement.

Opinion of the Women and Fencing Council: The Women & Fencing council agrees with
the amendment to the wording of the proposal suggested by the Legal Commission. We also
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consider that it complies with the purpose of the proposal in accordance with the current
statutes and rules of the FIE.

Opinion of the Veterans Council: The FIE Veterans Council is in favour of the reformulated
proposal by the Legal Commission.

Opinion of the Refereeing Commission: not in favour of the proposal.

Opinion of the Coaches Council: in favour of the original proposal. However, the term “under
investigation” must be removed from this proposal.

Opinion of the Athletes Commission: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission.

Opinion of the Executive Committee: In favour of the proposal as revised by the Legal
Commission.
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