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Summary of Changes to the International Standard for the Protection of Privacy and
Personal Information (ISPPPI)

a. Annex A, Module 3 (start point for retention of TUE certificates)

Stakeholders brought to WADA'’s attention that the starting point for the retention period for TUE
certificates and TUE rejection decision forms under Annex A was not clear and could be wrongly
interpreted as beginning on the ‘approval date’ of the certificate/decision. ‘Certificate date’ was intended
to refer to the date of TUE expiry, not approval. This was an intentional change from the 2018 version
of the ISPPPI to ensure evidence of the TUE is retained for as long as an athlete sample, collected during
the period of validity of the TUE, can be re-analysed. Otherwise, an athlete could receive an ADRYV for a
substance for which they had received a valid exemption at the time the sample was collected. The
following minor modifications were made to the TUE module in Annex A to resolve the ambiguity:
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b. Annex A, Module 7 (start point for retention of ABP-related documentation

Similarly, Athlete Passport Management Units (APMUs) advised WADA that the current retention period
start date for ABP-related documentation could be interpreted as requiring documentation packages to
be redacted to remove ABP results that are more than 10 years old. This interpretation would be
operationally impractical and would undermine the integrity of the APMU analysis produced at the time
the ABP documentation package was created. It would also not be aligned with the retention period for
laboratory reports provided for in Module 5 of Annex A to the ISPPPI. The following minor modifications
to the ABP module in Annex A were made to align the start point for the retention of documents
generated by APMUs with that applied to documents generated by laboratories after sample analysis:
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