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ARTICLE 1.

1.1. CA has
1.11.

1.1.2.

1.1.3.

1.1.4.

1.1.5.

ANTI-CORRUPTION CODE
INTRODUCTION, SCOPE AND APPLICATION

adopted this Anti-Corruption Code in recognition of the following fundamental sporting imperatives:

All cricket matches are to be contested on a level playing-field, with the outcome to be determined solely
by the respective merits of the competing teams and to remain uncertain until the cricket match is
completed. This is the essential characteristic that gives sport its unique appeal.

Public confidence in the authenticity and integrity of the sporting contest is therefore vital. If that
confidence is undermined, then the very essence of cricket will be shaken to the core. It is the
determination to protect that essence of cricket that has led CA to adopt this Anti-Corruption Code.

Advancing technology and increasing popularity have led to a substantial increase in the amount, and
the sophistication, of betting on cricket matches. The development of new betting products, including
spread-betting and betting exchanges, as well as internet and phone accounts that allow people to place
a bet at any time and from any place, even after a cricket match has started, have all increased the
potential for the development of corrupt betting practices. That, in turn, increases the risk that attempts
will be made to involve participants in such practices. Even where that risk is more theoretical than
practical, its consequence is to create a perception that the integrity of the sport is under threat.

Furthermore, the nature of this type of misconduct is such that it is carried out under cover and in secret,
thereby creating significant challenges for CA in the enforcement of rules of conduct. As a consequence,
CA needs to be empowered to seek information from and share information with competent authorities
and other relevant third parties, and to require Participants to cooperate fully with all investigations and
requests for information.

CA is committed to taking every step in its power to prevent corrupt betting practices undermining the
integrity of the sport of cricket, including any efforts to influence improperly the outcome or any other
aspect of any Match or Event.

1.2. This Anti-Corruption Code is to be interpreted and applied by reference to the fundamental sporting imperatives
described in Article 1.1. This includes but is not limited to cases where an issue arises that is not expressly
addressed in this Anti-Corruption Code. Such interpretation and application shall take precedence over any
strict legal or technical interpretations of this Anti-Corruption Code that may otherwise be proposed.

1.3. This Anti-Corruption Code applies to all Participants.

NOTE: For the avoidance of doubt, CA’s jurisdiction to take action against a Participant under this Anti-Corruption Code is
limited, subject to the provisions of Article 1.6 below, to corrupt conduct taking place in, or in relation to, Domestic Matches
sanctioned or approved by CA.

1.4. Each Participant is automatically bound by this Anti-Corruption Code as soon as he/she becomes a Participant.
From that point, he/she shall be deemed to have agreed:

1.4.1.

1.4.2.

1.4.3.

for the purposes of applicable data protection and other laws and for all other purposes, to have
consented to the collection, processing, disclosure and use of information relating to him/herself and
his/her activities, including personal information relating to him/herself and his/her activities, to the extent
expressly permitted under the terms of this Anti-Corruption Code, and shall confirm such agreement in
writing upon demand;

that it is their personal responsibility to familiarise themselves with all of the requirements of this Anti-
Corruption Code, including what conduct constitutes an offence under this Anti-Corruption Code, and to
comply with those requirements;

to submit to the authority of CA to adopt, apply, monitor and enforce this Anti-Corruption Code and to
investigate apparent or suspected conduct that may constitute an offence under this Anti-Corruption
Code;



1.4.4.

1.4.5.

1.4.6.

to submit to the jurisdiction of any Anti-Corruption Tribunal convened under this Anti-Corruption Code
to hear and determine:

1.4.4.1. any allegation by CA that the Participant has violated this Anti-Corruption Code; and

1.44.2. any related issue (e.g. any challenge to the validity of the charges or to the jurisdiction of CA
or the Anti-Corruption Tribunal, as applicable);

to submit to the exclusive jurisdiction of any CAS panel convened under this Anti-Corruption Code to
hear and determine appeals made pursuant to this Anti-Corruption Code; and

not to bring any proceedings in any court or other forum that are inconsistent with the foregoing
submissions to the jurisdiction of the Anti-Corruption Tribunal and the CAS.

1.5. Without prejudice to Article 1.4, a Participant shall also be bound by the anti-corruption rules of the ICC and all
other National Cricket Federations:

1.5.1.
1.5.2.

not to commit corrupt conduct as set out under those rules; and

to submit to the jurisdiction of first instance and appeal hearing panels convened under those rules to
hear and determine allegations of breach of such rules and related issues.

NOTE: Copies of the anti-corruption rules of the ICC can be found on the ICC Website. The substance of each set of anti-
corruption rules of the ICC are materially the same as this Anti-Corruption Code.

1.6. For the avoidance of any doubt:

1.6.1.

1.6.2.

1.6.3.

1.6.4.

Where a Participant’s alleged conduct would amount solely to a violation of this Anti-Corruption Code
(whether such conduct actually relates to a Match or Event or not), CA will have the exclusive right to
take action against the Participant under this Anti-Corruption Code for such conduct;

Where a Participant’s alleged conduct would amount solely to a violation of the anti-corruption rules of
the ICC (whether such conduct actually relates to an International Match or not), the ICC will have the
exclusive right to take action against the Participant under its own anti-corruption rules;

Where a Participant’s alleged conduct would amount solely to a violation of the anti-corruption rules of
another National Cricket Federation (whether such conduct actually relates to a Match taking place
within the territory of such National Cricket Federation or not), the relevant National Cricket Federation
will have the exclusive right to take action against the Participant under its own anti-corruption rules;

Where a Participant’s alleged conduct would amount to a violation of this Anti-Corruption Code and one
or more of the anti-corruption rules of the ICC and/or the anti-corruption rules of any other National
Cricket Federation:

1.6.4.1. if the alleged conduct relates solely to one or more Domestic Matches or Events held under
CA’s jurisdiction, CA will have the priority right and responsibility to take action under this Anti-
Corruption Code against any relevant Participant for such conduct (irrespective of the
nationality or place of residence of the Participant), but where it fails to take any action under
its anti-corruption rules within 180 days of becoming aware of the conduct or agrees to defer
to the National Cricket Federation to which the Participant is affiliated, the National Cricket
Federation to which the Participant is affiliated may instead take action against the Participant
in respect of such conduct under its anti-corruption rules provided it has first given notice in
writing of such to CA.

1.6.4.2. if the alleged conduct relates solely to one or more International Matches (other than
International Tour Matches), the ICC will have the exclusive right to take action against the
Participant under its own anti-corruption rules;

1.6.4.3. if the alleged conduct relates solely to one or more International Tour Matches played in CA’s
jurisdiction, then, unless otherwise agreed between the ICC and CA:

1.6.4.3.1. the ICC will have priority right and responsibility to take action under its anti-
corruption rules against any Participant who participated on behalf of, or who was
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in any way associated with, or whose conduct was related to, the participating
representative team of a full member of the ICC (or associate member of the ICC
with Test and/or ODI or T20I Status) in the International Tour Match; and

1.6.4.3.2. CA will have the priority right and responsibility to take action under this Anti-
Corruption Code against any Participant who participated on behalf of, or who was
in any way associated with, or whose conduct was related to, the participating
domestic, guest or invitational team in the International Tour Match;

1.6.4.4. if the alleged conduct relates to one or more Domestic Matches or Events held under the
jurisdiction of CA and one or more International Matches and/or one or more Match played
under the jurisdiction of another National Cricket Federation, CA and the ICC and/or the other
relevant National Cricket Federation(s) shall agree between them which of them shall take
action (and, where applicable, in which order) against any relevant Participant for such
conduct. In the absence of agreement, CA shall take action solely with respect to conduct
relating to the relevant Domestic Match(es) or Event(s) held under its jurisdiction, the ICC shall
take action solely with respect to conduct relating to the relevant International Matches and/or
the other relevant National Cricket Federation(s) shall take action solely with respect to
conduct relating to the other relevant Match; or

1.6.4.5. ifthe alleged conduct relates to an offence under any of Article 2.4 of the Anti-Corruption Code
(or any analogous provision in the anti-corruption rules of the ICC or any other National Cricket
Federation) and does not in any way relate to either an International Match or a Domestic
Match, CA the ICC and/or the relevant National Cricket Federation(s) shall agree between
them which of them shall take action (and, where applicable, in which order) against any
relevant Participant for such conduct provided, however, that in the absence of agreement,
the ICC shall not take action with respect to the relevant conduct unless the relevant
Participant has played in an International Match in the previous twelve (12) months prior to the
date the alleged offence was committed.

1.7. Where CA and/or the ICC and/or any relevant National Cricket Federation agree between them, in accordance
with the principles described in Article 1.6 above, that in any particular circumstance it would be more appropriate
for CA to take action under this Anti-Corruption Code in relation to any conduct relating to one or more Match(es)
or Event(s) held within the jurisdiction of another National Cricket Federation, and/or one or more International
Match(es), then all references in this Anti-Corruption Code to ‘Domestic Match’ shall be deemed to be extended
to include the relevant ‘International Match’ and/or other relevant ‘Match’ or ‘Event’ (as applicable).

1.8. Each Participant shall continue to be bound by and required to comply with this Anti-Corruption Code until he/she
no longer qualifies as a Participant (the “End Date”). Notwithstanding the foregoing, CA shall continue to have
jurisdiction over him/her pursuant to this Anti-Corruption Code after the End Date in respect of matters taking
place prior to the End Date; and he/she shall continue to be bound by and required to comply with this Anti-
Corruption Code after the End Date with respect to the investigation, prosecution and adjudication of such
matters.

1.9. Without prejudice to Articles 1.4 and 1.5, CA shall be responsible for promoting Anti-Corruption Code awareness
and education amongst all Participants.

1.10. The conduct prohibited under this Anti-Corruption Code may also be a criminal offence and/or a breach of
other applicable laws or regulations. This Anti-Corruption Code is intended to supplement such laws and
regulations with further rules of professional conduct for those involved in the sport of cricket. It is not intended,
and should not be interpreted, construed or applied, to prejudice or undermine in any way the application of

such laws and regulations. Participants must comply with all applicable laws and regulations at all times.

1.11. For the avoidance of any doubt, nothing in this Anti-Corruption Code is intended in any way to replace or
amend CA’s Minimum Standards for Players and Match Officials Area which shall remain in full force and to
which all Participants agree to be bound at all times.

1.12. Unless otherwise indicated, references in this Anti-Corruption Code to Articles and Appendices are to articles

and appendices of this Anti-Corruption Code. Capitalised words in this Anti-Corruption Code are defined terms
and their respective definitions are set out in Appendix 1.

ARTICLE 2. OFFENCES UNDER THIS ANTI-CORRUPTION CODE



The conduct described in Articles 2.1 — 2.4, if committed by a Participant, shall amount to an offence by such Participant
under this Anti-Corruption Code:

NOTE: Guidance notes have been provided in text boxes beneath certain offences. In the case of any doubt as to the interpretation
of an offence, the provisions of the offence itself shall take precedence over any guidance notes.

2.1. Corruption:

21.1.

Fixing or contriving in any way or otherwise influencing improperly (with or without Reward), or being a
party to any agreement or effort to fix or contrive in any way or otherwise influence improperly, the result,
progress, conduct or any other aspect of any Match or Event including (without limitation) by deliberately
underperforming therein.

NOTE: It shall not be an offence under Article 2.1.1 to manipulate Matches for strategic or tactical reasons (such as where a Player
performs in a certain manner to enable his team to lose a pool Match in an Event in order to affect the standings of other teams in
that Event). However, such conduct may be prohibited under other regulations of CA.

21.2.

21.3.

21.4.

2.1.5.

Ensuring for Betting or other corrupt purposes (with or without Reward) the occurrence of an incident in
a Match or Event.

Seeking, accepting, offering or agreeing to accept any bribe or other Reward to:

2.1.3.1. fix or to contrive in any way or otherwise to influence improperly the result, progress, conduct
or any other aspect of any Match or Event; or

2.1.3.2. ensure for Betting or other corrupt purposes the occurrence of an incident in a Match or Event.

Directly or indirectly soliciting, inducing, enticing, instructing, persuading, encouraging or facilitating (with
or without Reward):

2.1.41. any Participant to commit an offence under any of the foregoing provisions of this Article 2.1;
and/or

2.1.4.2. any other person to do any act that would be an offence if that person were a Participant.

Engaging in any other form of corrupt conduct (with or without Reward) in relation to any Match or Event.

2.2. Betting:

2.21.

2.2.2.

2.2.3.

Placing, accepting, offering, laying or otherwise entering into any Bet in relation to the result, progress,
conduct or any other aspect of any Match or Event.

Directly or indirectly soliciting, inducing, enticing, instructing, persuading, encouraging, facilitating or
authorising any other party to place, accept, offer or otherwise enter into a Bet in relation to the result,
progress, conduct or any other aspect of any Match or Event.

Ensuring the occurrence of a particular incident in a Match or Event, which occurrence is to the
Participant’s knowledge the subject of a Bet and for which he/she expects to receive, directly or indirectly
or has received any Reward.

NOTE: A “Bet” as referred to in this Article 2.2 also applies to any Bet placed by a betting syndicate/punters’ club (or any similar
betting arrangement) of which the Participant is a member or participant.

2.3. Misuse of Inside Information:

2.31.
2.3.2,

Using any Inside Information for Betting purposes in relation to any Matches or Events.

Disclosing Inside Information to any person (with or without Reward) where the Participant knew or
might reasonably have known that such disclosure might lead to the information being used in relation
to Betting in relation to any Match or Event.

NOTE: Any potential offence under this Article will be considered on its own set of facts and the particular circumstances
surrounding any relevant disclosure. For example, it may be an offence under this clause to disclose Inside Information: (a) to




journalists or other members of the media; and/or (b) on social networking websites where the Participant knew or should
reasonably have known that such disclosure might lead to the information being used in relation to Betting. However, nothing in
this Article is intended to prohibit any such disclosure made within a personal relationship (such as to a member of the
Participant’s family) where it is reasonable for the Participant to expect that such information can be disclosed in confidence and
without being subsequently used for Betting.

2.3.3. Directly or indirectly soliciting, inducing, enticing, persuading, encouraging or facilitating (with or without
Reward):

2.3.3.1. any Participant to commit an offence under any of the foregoing provisions of this Article 2.3;
and/or

2.3.3.2. any other person to do any act that would be an offence if that person were a Participant.
2.4. General:
2.4.1. Giving or providing to any Participant any Reward:
2.4.1.1. for the purpose of procuring (directly or indirectly) any breach of the Anti-Corruption Code; or

2.4.1.2. in circumstances that brings or could bring him/her or the sport of cricket into disrepute.

NOTE: This Atrticle is only intended to catch ‘disrepute’ that, when considered in all of the relevant circumstances, relates
(directly or indirectly) to any of the underlying imperatives of and conduct prohibited by this Anti-Corruption Code (including as
described in Article 1.1). Where any substantial gift, payment or other benefit is received by any Participant from an unknown
person or organisation and/or for no apparent reason, such Patrticipant is advised to report such receipt to the Designated Anti-
Corruption Official (or his/her designee) in accordance with Article 2.4.3 (regardless of value). Where such Participant does not
make such a report, then that is likely to constitute strong evidence (which the Participant will have the opportunity of rebutting)
of the commission of this offence.

2.4.2. Failing to disclose to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official (without unnecessary delay) the receipt of
any Reward that:

2.4.21. the Participant knew or should have known was given to him/her to procure (directly or
indirectly) any breach of this Anti-Corruption Code; or

2.4.2.2. was made or given in circumstances that could bring the Participant or the sport of cricket into
disrepute.

2.4.3. Failing to disclose to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official (without unnecessary delay) any and all
gifts (whether monetary or otherwise), hospitality, rewards and/or other non-contractual benefits offered
to a Participant that have a value of US$750 or more, whether or not the circumstances set out in Article
2.4.2 are present, save that there shall be no obligation to disclose any (i) personal gifts, hospitality
and/or other non-contractual benefits offered by or on behalf of any close friend or relative of the
Participant, (ii) benefits provided pursuant to a Participant’s contract with CA and/or a State or Territory
Association, or (iii) cricket hospitality gifts from CA or a State or Territory Association in connection with
Matches the Participant is participating in.

2.4.4. Failing to disclose to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official (without unnecessary delay) full details of
any approaches or invitations received by the Participant to engage in conduct that would amount to a
breach of this Anti-Corruption Code.

NOTE: This Article is intended to capture approaches or invitations received by the Participant via any medium, including
without limitation, all social media platforms.

2.4.5. Failing to disclose to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official (without unnecessary delay) full details of
any incident, fact, or matter that comes to the attention of a Participant that may evidence an offence
under this Anti-Corruption Code by another Participant, including (without limitation) approaches or
invitations that have been received by another Participant to engage in conduct that would amount to a
breach of this Anti-Corruption Code.



NOTE: All Participants shall have a continuing obligation to report any new incident, fact, or matter that may evidence an
offence under this Anti-Corruption Code to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official, even if the Participant’s prior knowledge has
already been reported.

NOTE: Itis acknowledged that the fight against corruption requires prompt reporting of all such approaches and any
unnecessary delay in doing so may undermine the effectiveness with which CA and other relevant anti-corruption bodies can
protect the integrity of the sport. It is acknowledged that the assessment of whether there had been ‘unnecessary delay’ in
each case will depend on its own circumstances, but it is generally unacceptable (and will therefore constitute ‘unnecessary
delay’) for a Participant to wait until after the match in respect of which he/she was invited to engage in corrupt conduct before
reporting that approach to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official.

NOTE: A Participant shall not discharge his/her burden under this Article unless and until the required disclosure has been
made directly to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official by such Participant. It is not sufficient for such disclosure to be made
instead to any other third party, including any player, club or team official, or CA representative.

2.4.6. Failing or refusing, without compelling justification, to cooperate with any reasonable investigation
carried out by the Designated Anti-Corruption Official in relation to possible offences under this Anti-
Corruption Code (by any Participant), including, without limitation, failure to provide accurately and
completely any information and/or documentation requested by the Designated Anti-Corruption Official
(whether as part of a Demand or otherwise) that may be relevant to such investigation.

2.4.7. Obstructing or delaying any investigation that may be carried out by the Designated Anti-Corruption
Official in relation to any conduct relating to this Anti-Corruption Code (by any Participant), including
(without limitation) concealing, tampering with or destroying any documentation or other information that:

2.4.7.1. may be relevant to that investigation; and/or

2.4.7.2. may be evidence of or may lead to the discovery of evidence of conduct that constitutes an
offence under this Anti-Corruption Code.

2.4.8. Failing or refusing to cooperate with any proceedings brought against any Participant for conduct that
may amount to a breach of this Anti-Corruption Code, including (without limitation):

2.4.8.1. failing to provide a witness statement(s) in respect of information in the possession of the
Participant; and/or

2.4.8.2. failing to attend, for the purposes of providing truthful oral evidence, any disciplinary hearing
convened before an Anti-Corruption Tribunal and/or CAS under this Anti-Corruption Code,
where requested by the Designated Anti-Corruption Official.

2.4.9. Directly or indirectly soliciting, inducing, enticing, persuading, encouraging or intentionally facilitating
any Participant to breach any of the foregoing provisions of this Article 2.4.

2.5. For the purposes of this Atrticle 2:

2.5.1. Any attempt by a Participant, or any agreement between a Participant and any other person, to actin a
manner that would culminate in the commission of an offence under this Anti-Corruption Code, shall be
treated as if an offence had been committed, whether or not such attempt or agreement in fact resulted
in the commission of such offence.

2.5.2. A Participant who authorises, causes, knowingly assists, encourages, aids, abets, covers up or is
otherwise complicit in any acts or omissions of the type described in Articles 2.1 — 2.4 committed by
his/her coach, trainer, manager, agent, family member, guest or other affiliate or associate shall be
treated as having committed such acts or omissions himself and shall be liable accordingly under this
Anti-Corruption Code.

2.5.3. Where a Participant seeks to rely on the existence of ‘compelling justification’ to justify or excuse conduct
under this Anti-Corruption Code which might otherwise amount to an offence (see Article 2.4.6), the
burden shall be on that Participant to adduce sufficient credible evidence to prove, on the balance of
probabilities, that genuine and powerful reasons exist (or existed) to objectively justify his/her conduct
taking into account all the relevant circumstances.



2.6.

27.

The following are not relevant to the determination of whether an offence has been committed under this Anti-
Corruption Code (although they may be relevant to the issue of the sanction to be imposed under Article 6 in
the event that it is determined that an offence has been committed):

2.6.1. Whether the Participant him/herself was participating or involved in any way in the specific Match(es) or
Event(s) in question.

2.6.2. The nature or outcome of any Bet(s) on the Match(es) or Event(s) in issue.
2.6.3. The outcome of any Match(es) or Event(s) in issue.

2.6.4. Whether the Participant’s efforts or performance (if any), or the efforts or performance of any other
player or other person, in the Match(es) or Event(s) in issue were (or could be expected to have been)
affected by the acts or omissions in question.

2.6.5. Whether any of the results in the Match(es) or Event(s) in issue were (or could be expected to have
been) affected by the act or omissions in question.

It shall be a valid defence to a charge of:

2.7.1. an offence under this Anti-Corruption Code to prove, on the balance of probabilities, that the alleged
offence was committed (and that it was not reported pursuant to the Anti-Corruption Code thereafter)
due to the Participant’s honest and reasonable belief that there was a serious threat to his/her life or
safety or to the life or safety of any other person.

2.7.2. an offence under Article 2.4.8 of the Anti-Corruption Code if the Participant adduces sufficient credible
evidence to prove, on the balance of probabilities, that genuine and powerful reasons exist (or existed)
to objectively justify his/her conduct taking into account all the relevant circumstances (and for which
purpose the right to invoke the privilege against self-incrimination is deemed to have been waived by
each Participant and shall not be a sufficient reason).

ARTICLE 3. STANDARD OF PROOF AND EVIDENCE

3.1.

Unless otherwise stated elsewhere in this Anti-Corruption Code, the burden of proof shall be on CA in all cases
brought under this Anti-Corruption Code and the standard of proof shall be whether the Anti-Corruption Tribunal
is comfortably satisfied that the alleged offence has been committed, bearing in mind the seriousness of the
allegation that is being made. This standard of proof in all cases is greater than a mere balance of probability
but less than proof beyond a reasonable doubt. The following rules of proof shall be applicable at hearings and
in the proceedings generally:

3.1.1. The Anti-Corruption Tribunal shall not be bound by rules governing the admissibility of evidence in
judicial or other proceedings. Instead, facts may be established by any reliable means, including
admissions and circumstantial evidence (with appropriate weight ascribed to such evidence by the Anti-
Corruption Tribunal).

3.1.2. The Anti-Corruption Tribunal shall have discretion to accept any facts established by a decision of a
court or professional disciplinary tribunal of competent jurisdiction that is not the subject of a pending
appeal and in which certain facts are established as irrebuttable evidence against the Participant to
whom the decision pertained, unless the Participant establishes that the decision violated principles of
natural justice.

3.1.3. The Anti-Corruption Tribunal may draw an inference adverse to the Participant who is asserted to have
committed an offence under this Anti-Corruption Code based on his/her failure or refusal, without
compelling justification, after a request made in a reasonable time in advance of any hearing, to appear
at the hearing (either in person or electronically as directed by the Anti-Corruption Tribunal) and/or to
answer any relevant questions.

With respect to online sports betting, it is a Participant’s personal duty to ensure that no conduct prohibited
pursuant to Article 2.2 is carried out on any account related to or operated by or on behalf of the Participant.

3.3. Where a Participant seeks to rely on an excuse or defence that asserts the alleged infringing conduct on the

account related to or operated by or on behalf of the Participant was not carried out by him/her, the burden shall
be on that Participant to adduce sufficient credible evidence to prove, on the balance of probabilities:



3.3.1. that he/she did not carry out the alleged infringing conduct on the account; and

3.3.2. the identity of the person/s (if known or able to be reasonably ascertained) that did carry out the alleged
infringing conduct.

ARTICLE 4. INVESTIGATIONS AND NOTICE OF CHARGE

4.1.

4.2.

Any allegation or suspicion of a breach of this Anti-Corruption Code, whatever the source, shall be referred to
the Designated Anti-Corruption Official for investigation.

The Designated Anti-Corruption Official may, at any time, conduct investigations into the activities of any
Participant who he/she suspects may have committed an offence under this Anti-Corruption Code. Such
investigations may be conducted in conjunction with, and information obtained in such investigations may be
shared with, the ICC and/or other National Cricket Federations and/or other relevant authorities (including
criminal justice, administrative, professional and/or judicial authorities) and all Participants must cooperate fully
with such investigations failing which any such Participant shall be liable to be charged with a breach of Articles
2.4.6, 2.4.7, 2.4.8 and/or 2.4.9 (and it shall not be a valid basis for failing or refusing to cooperate or a valid
defence to any such subsequent charge for a Participant to invoke any privilege against self-incrimination, which
privilege is deemed to have been waived by the Participant). The Designated Anti-Corruption Official shall have
discretion, where he/she deems appropriate, to stay his/her own investigation pending the outcome of
investigations being conducted by the ICC and/or other National Cricket Federations and/or other relevant
authorities.

4.3. As part of any investigation under this Anti-Corruption Code, the Designated Anti-Corruption Official may

4.4,

(including after a Notice of Charge has been provided to the relevant Participant):

4.3.1. conduct an interview with the Participant and the Participant agrees to honestly answer all questions put
to the Participant in connection with such investigation, other than in circumstances where such an
answer would render the Participant liable to prosecution for an indictable offence in Australia. The
Participant will be entitled to appoint one representative and one support person, including the ACA to
be present when such questioning takes place;

4.3.2. make a written demand to any Participant (a “Demand”) to provide to CA with any information,
statement, document or Mobile Device(s) (subject to Article 4.4 below), that the Designated Anti-
Corruption Official reasonably believes may be relevant to the investigation. Such information may
include (without limitation):

4.3.2.1. copies or access to all relevant records (such as current or historic telephone records, bank
statements, internet services records and/or other records stored on computer hard drives,
electronic devices or other information storage equipment); and/or

4.3.2.2. subject to the processes outlined in Article 4.4 below, any data, messages, photographs,
videos, audio files and/or documents or any other relevant material contained on his/her
Mobile Device(s) (including but not limited to, information stored through SMS, WhatsApp or
any other messaging system); and/or

4.3.2.3. all the facts and circumstances of which the Participant is aware with respect to the matter
being investigated, and

subject to any applicable principles of Australian law, the Participant shall cooperate fully with such Demand,
including by furnishing such information within such reasonable period of time as may be determined by the
Designated Anti-Corruption Official.

Where such a Demand relates to the request to take possession of and/or copy or download information
contained on a Participant’s Mobile Device(s) (a “Download”), then the Designated Anti-Corruption Official must
(having regard to the factors listed in Article 4.4.2.1(a) to (c) in drafting that Demand):

4.4.1. take immediate possession of the Mobile Device(s) upon the Participant’s receipt of the Demand, failing
which any such Participant shall be liable to be charged with a breach of Articles 2.4.6, 2.4.7, 2.4.8
and/or Article 2.4.9 of this Anti-Corruption Code;

4.4.2. turn off the Mobile Device(s) and must not proceed with the Download until either:
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4.4.21. the CA General Counsel or a Commissioner (the choice of which these options is nominated
by the Participant in writing) has reviewed the Demand and has, in writing, informed the
Designated Anti-Corruption Official of their satisfaction that:

(a) there are reasonable grounds that the Demand may be relevant to the investigation
conducted under this Anti-Corruption Code;

(b) the Demand is not vague, oppressive or without reasonable basis; and
(c) the Demand contains sufficient specificity and particulars of the scope of the Download,

4.4.2.2. notwithstanding Article 4.4.2.1 above, the Participant provides written consent to the
Designated Anti-Corruption Official proceeding with the Download to be conducted by CA,
waiving the requirement for the matter to be determined by the CA General Counsel or
Commissioner pursuant to Article 4.4.2.1.

4.5. Where the requirements of Article 4.4.2.1 have been met, or in the case of Article 4.4.2.2, the Participant has
provided his/her written consent to the Download), CA must inform the Participant of their rights of election under
this Article 4.5 and the Participant must respond to the Demand, within the timeframe stipulated in the Demand
(which must be no less than 48 hours), electing to:

4.51.

452,

4.5.3.

consent in writing to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official proceeding with the Download to the extent
permitted by the Demand, to be conducted by CA, in which case the Participant must provide all relevant
password(s) and access code(s) for the Mobile Device(s) to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official; or

notify the Designated Anti-Corruption Official that he/she has engaged an independent and reputable
Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist (whose costs will be met by the Participant), to undertake the
Download to the extent permitted by the Demand, in which case, upon CA’s agreement (acting
reasonably) as to the identity of the Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist, CA will hand over the Mobile
Device(s) to the authorised nominee from the Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist and the Participant must
provide all relevant password(s) and access code(s) for the Mobile Device(s) to the authorised nominee
from the Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist. The Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist must then undertake
the Download to the extent permitted by the Demand and forthwith provide that information to CA and
to the Participant; or

have the matter determined by the CA General Counsel in respect of the Demand as it relates to the
Download in accordance with Article 4.6 below.

4.6. Where a Participant elects for the matter to be determined by the CA General Counsel in accordance with Article
4.5.3, the following provisions will apply:

4.6.1.

4.6.2,

4.6.3.

In making a determination in respect of the Demand as it relates to the Download, the CA General
Counsel shall have regard to:

4.6.1.1. the scope of Demand as it relates to the Download and the nature of the investigation; and
4.6.1.2. alternative methods available for obtaining the evidence relevant to the investigation.
After consideration of the matters listed in Article 4.6.1, the CA General Counsel may determine:

4.6.2.1. that the Download must be undertaken by CA, authorising the Designated Anti-Corruption
Official to proceed with the Download; or

4.6.2.2. that an independent and reputable Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist be engaged by CA (at
CA'’s cost) to undertake the Download at the direction of CA, in which case, CA will hand over
the Mobile Device(s) to the authorised nominee from the Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist
and the Participant must provide all relevant password(s) and access code(s) for the Mobile
Device(s) to the authorised nominee from the Third-Party Forensic IT Specialist; or

4.6.2.3. any other determination he/she deems necessary in respect of the Download.

Such determination by the CA General Counsel under Article 4.5.3 shall be binding on the Participant
and CA.
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4.7. Where appropriate, the Participant may seek an extension of such deadline by providing the Designated Anti-
Corruption Official with cogent reasons (in writing) to support an extension, provided that the decision to grant
or deny such extension shall be at the discretion of the Designated Anti-Corruption Official, acting reasonably
at all times. For the avoidance of doubt, this Article 4.7 does not apply to the Designated Anti-Corruption Official
taking immediate possession of the Mobile Device(s) upon the Participant’s receipt of the Demand pursuant to
Article 4.4.1.

4.8. Any information furnished to CA (whether as part of an investigation or pursuant to a specific Demand) will:

4.81.

4.8.2,

4.8.3.

not be used for any purpose other than pursuant to this Anti-Corruption Code and will be kept strictly
confidential except when:

4.8.1.1.

4.8.1.2.
4.8.1.3.

4.8.1.4.

it becomes necessary to disclose such information in support of a charge of an offence under
this Anti-Corruption Code or the Anti-Corruption Code of the ICC and/or any other National
Cricket Federation;

such information is required to be disclosed by any applicable law;

such information is already published or a matter of public record, readily acquired by an
interested member of the public, or disclosed according to the rules and regulations governing
the relevant Match or Event; and/or

such information may also amount to evidence of infringements of other applicable laws or
regulations (in which case CA may share such information with the competent authorities --
including the ICC, other National Cricket Federations and/or any applicable police, taxation,
fraud, criminal intelligence or other authorities -- whether pursuant to formal information-
sharing agreements with such authorities or otherwise).

be stored securely by CA, with access limited to those individuals within the CA Integrity & Security Unit
involved in the investigation and hearing of the matter and CA'’s legal representatives; and

be destroyed by CA, in circumstances where CA’s Head of Integrity & Sec