CASES AND QUESTIONS



Case 1:
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....... But the steroid module of the ABP has some additional information
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ATHLETE BIOLOGICAL PASSPORT
SYMPOSIUM
Shaping the Present and Future of the ABP
— NOVEMBER 5-7, 2018 - ROME, ITALY —

Case 1:

1. Should IRMS be built into the costs of all analysis?

2. Should we run more IRMS (i.e. on all longitudinal
samples of a steroid passport?)



Case 2:

No agreement on evaluations by a panel: what to do then?

ADAMS notifications

N

> 20’000 notifications 4.4% are ATPE
_— . 0

ATPF notifications sent to the first Expert

Test plan and 8.8% come back as Likely Doping
: 91.2%
further collection

ABP sent to a panel of Expert

What to do here? / g1 89 18.2% are unanimously evaluated
<20 APF

ABP doc pack built > APF - Athlete’s expert evaluation

%}How many lead to ADRYV sanctions?

e How to proceed when non-unanimous expert panel evaluation?
e Do we need a standard procedure for how to proceed?



Case 3:

e 3 ‘Likely Doping’
 ABP Dock Pack Prepared
* New sample added to the profile

e How to proceed?

* Does the answer depend on the nature of the last result (‘suspicious’
or ‘normal’)?



Case 4:
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e What do you see?
e How to proceed?
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Workshop question
Assessment + testing recommandation??
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Workshop question

Test frequently the month before the next major race and 7-10

days after the race
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