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How do we use intelligence
for our ABP program?

¢ National and/or international level

e Sudden changes in performance
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How do we use intelligence
for our ABP program?

¢ National and/or international level

e Sudden changes in performance

¢ Association with suspicious coaches

¢ Intelligence and tip offs
e Last Minute whereabouts changes
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Case 1l
Female athlete

Athlete was randomly selected in a competition in May 2015
(first ABP sample mission of our NADO).

Our DCO and BCO reported us the anxiety and suspicious
behaviors of the athlete and her coach during sample collection.

We began to wait the analytical results with great expectations.
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Case 1l
Female athlete
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Case 1l
Female athlete
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Case 1l
Female athlete
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If the second sample had not been taken,
it would be very difficult to prove doping
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10 ABP cases in 2017;
1 ABP case in 2018
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THANK YOU VERY MUCH
FOR YOUR ATTENTION
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