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PROJECT RATIONALE AND OVERVIEW

This project aimed to develop a resource for anti-doping agencies (and other interested parties) to facilitate
these agencies’ research and evaluation efforts, as well as provide input to areas requiring intervention.
Agencies using this resource will be able to compare their athlete populations over time, before and after

interventions, and directly with other agencies’ athlete populations on the same measures.

Using the Sport Drug Control Model of factors influencing athletes’ doping decisions, the aim was to translate
our knowledge of doping influences into developing standardized guidelines for anti-doping agencies to conduct
research on their populations of athletes, assess the impact of their anti-doping efforts, and identify areas of risk
that require attention. This project can be described as a knowledge translation exercise, where the overall
objective was to apply what we know about the influences on athletes’ attitudes and behaviors with respect to

doping, to policy and practice in the real world.

This project addressed a number of issues in anti-doping social science research. First, to date there are no
universally accepted and used measures of athletes’ beliefs, attitudes and behaviors with respect to doping.
Similarly, there are various scales for specific constructs, such as moral stance and moral disengagement, but in
many cases there are considerable differences between construct measures. The use of different scales and

question items makes comparison between studies difficult and unreliable.

Second, much of the doping research to date has been undertaken by academic research institutions, where the
objectives are often to explore theoretical models and relationships between constructs, rather than to develop
and evaluate ‘real world’ anti-doping and related interventions. While these data provide substantial
implications for anti-doping interventions, the results are often not in a form readily understood by practitioners,

and hence there is less than optimal translation into practice.

Third, while some anti-doping agencies have the capacity and expertise to commission expert researchers to
develop questionnaires and conduct surveys of their athletes or assess the impact of their anti-doping efforts,

many do not.
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Hence this project aimed to develop a resource for anti-doping agencies (and other interested parties) to
facilitate these agencies’ research and evaluation efforts, as well as provide input to areas requiring intervention.
Agencies using this resource will be able to compare their athlete populations over time, before and after

interventions, and directly with other agencies’ athlete populations on the same measures.

It is hoped that a readily available and user-friendly tool with practical implications for interventions will
substantially enhance the fight against doping by facilitating research and intervention activities by anti-doping

agencies that previously lacked expertise to undertake relevant research and translate their findings into actions.

SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES

There were three specific objectives:

1. To provide anti-doping agencies with a standard questionnaire (section 1) and a suite of questionnaire
modules (section 5) for measuring athletes’ responses in each of the Sport Drug Control Model’s domains
that influence doping attitudes and behaviors.

2. To provide anti-doping agencies with guidelines on methodological issues for collecting data from athletes
(i.e., various sampling methods and interviewing modes) (section 2).

3. To provide anti-doping agencies with guidelines for analyses and interpretations of survey data, along with

recommended actions where the data indicate areas requiring attention (section 3).

Overall, it is intended that this ‘Research Package’ will not only assist anti-doping agencies in their work, but
will allow direct comparison between athlete populations around the globe by using this standardized

survey instrument.
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SUMMARY OF SECTIONS OF THE RESEARCH PACKAGE

Section 1: The standard questionnaire and sample letters

This section contains a questionnaire in self-completion form suitable for a mail survey of elite (or other level)
athletes. An introductory letter to athletes and reminder letter are also included in this section. This
guestionnaire contains all the basic items for gaining an understanding of athletes’ beliefs about matters

relevant to their susceptibility to doping as per the Sport Drug Control Model.

Section 2: A guide to conducting surveys of athletes, selecting samples and interview mode

This section provides a number of guidelines for selecting samples of athletes to take part in a survey. It covers
issues around how to contact and select athletes, sample size, and interview mode (i.e., face-to-face, telephone,

mail, online).

Section 3: Data analyses and interpretation for action

This section suggests basic data analyses for all the questionnaire measures and implications of various results.

Section 4: Description of all constructs measured in the standard questionnaire, along with
extra items relevant to doping research, including examples of results obtained in an

Australian sample of elite athletes
This section provides a comprehensive overview of the Sport Drug Control Model and the rationale for selecting
the measures in the standard questionnaire, a description of the construct being measured by the questionnaire

items, and examples of results obtained in a sample of elite Australian athletes.

Section 5: A complete listing of all questionnaire measures
This section provides a listing of 14 questionnaire modules relevant to anti-doping research. The listing includes
all basic measures in the standard questionnaire as well as optional extras that can be used for more specific

purposes.






SECTION 1: THE STANDARD QUESTIONNAIRE AND SAMPLE LETTERS

This section contains the standard questionnaire in self-completion form suitable for a mail survey of elite
(or other level) athletes. This questionnaire contains all the basic items relevant to gaining an understanding

of athletes’ beliefs about matters relevant to their susceptibility to doping.

An example of an introductory invitation-to-participate letter to athletes and an example reminder letter
are also included in this section. [Note that this letter is for a one-off survey. If the aim were to contact these
same athletes at a particular time in the future, that information would need to be included and the wording

altered appropriately.]

As exemplified in the introductory letter, to ensure a satisfactory response rate and honest answers, it is strongly
recommended that the NADO or other agency collaborate with an independent agency (such as a University)

to receive and analyze the athletes’ completed questionnaires.




1.1 Introductory Letter

(Insert the University’s name and logo)

Dear Athlete,

We have been commissioned by (insert name of NADO) to conduct a survey on elite athlete’s attitudes and

opinions on sport issues. We are behavioral researchers in (insert name of University).

The survey is being sent to a large sample of elite athletes, like yourself, nationally. It is important that we hear
the views of as many elite athletes as possible. Participation in this survey is voluntary. No question is
compulsory. There are no right or wrong answers. We just want your honest opinion. The information you
provide is confidential. We are interested in your personal opinions and not what other people may or may not
think. No individual responses can be identified and only total data are analyzed. We do not want you to write
your name on this survey or on the return envelope. All completed surveys are returned to (insert name of

University) for processing. The survey will take you about 25 minutes to complete.

Your participation in completing this survey is very much appreciated. After completing the survey, please return
it to (insert name of University) in the enclosed reply paid envelope as soon as possible, preferably within
a week. If you would like more information about this project please contact (insert name of contact and

contact details).

Sincerely



1.2 Standard Questionnaire

(Insert the University’s name and logo)

Survey of Elite Athletes’ Opinions on Sport Issues

Thank you for completing this survey. This survey asks for your attitudes and opinions on sport issues.
Participation in this survey is voluntary. No question is compulsory. There are no right or wrong answers. We just
want your opinion. All your responses are strictly confidential. Do not write your name on this survey. All

completed surveys will be returned to (insert name of university) for processing.

Your participation in completing this survey is very much appreciated.

Instructions:
For most questions, there is a choice of answers. Simply pick the one that’s true for you and circle the number
corresponding to it. There are some questions where you need to write in an answer. For these questions,

a space will be provided for you.

It is important that you answer every question as best as you can. There are no right or wrong answers, we just

ask you to be completely honest.

Please start with Q1. ﬁ



Ql. What is the main sport you are or have been involved in?
Q2. How many years have you competed in your main sport?
Less than 1 year (OF SEASON).......cccccuieeeeiiieeeciiieeeeciree e srre e e e sree e e e saaee e e sanes 1
1 Or 2 YEAIS (OF SEBASONS ..vvveeeeeiieeeiirieeeeirreeeeirreeeessreeeessreeeesseeeeessseeeesnens 2
More than 2 but less than 5 years (Or SEasoONS .......ccceeeeecvveeeeecrieeeeeciieeeeenene 3
5 OF MOIE YEAIS (OF SEASONS....cccviieeeerieeeeerteeeeeteeeeeeteeeeeetaeeeeereeeesasaeeeaans 4
Q3. What is the highest level you have competed at?
(0] 177 o1 o1 Tolf -1 s T=T- 3 PR 1
World championship events/international events.........cccccoeeeveeieecveenneenn. 2
National compPetition ........oeiieiiieice e 3
State COMPELItiON ... 4
Regional cCoMPEtitioN .....c..veiiiciiieiccee e e 5
City/district COMPELITION ..ccvviiiieciecie ettt et e e 6
Q4. Doyou hold or have you ever held titles?
Yes — National title .....ooueeei i 1
Yes — International title.......ccueviiiiiiiii 2
YES — SEAte tit]e e 3
N O ettt s e e e s e e e s e s 4
Q5. Have you ever had a Therapeutic Use Exemption?
Yes —and Still NAVE .....ociiiei i 1
YES —BULt NO LONEET oo e 2
N o T PP P R UPPPPUTOPP 3
Q6. Do youcompete in events for athletes with a disability?
Y S ettt e e e s r e e e s e r et e e e s s e ere e e e s 1
N O ettt e e e s e e s s 2
Q7. How much would you personally like these outcomes for performing well in your sport?
Alot A little Not at all
1. National celebrity Status......ccocciiiiiiiiee e Lo, 2 3
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals ......ccccocveeiiiiieiiciiee e, i T 2 3
3. Personal best achievements .......cccccovviiiiiiiiiiieine e i T 2 3
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach, trainer
OF AOMINISErAtON ..iiiiiieiit ettt et esbee e Lo, 2 3
5. Future financial SECUILY .....c.eeiieeiiee et e 1. 2, 3
6. International celebrity status.......ccccoecciiiiieee i i 2 3



Q8. To what extent does your sport offer athletes these outcomes if they perform well?

Alot A little Not at all

1. National celebrity Status ......ccveeiiiiieiiecicccee e i S 2 e 3
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals..........cccoeiieiiiiiicciiee e, i 2 e, 3
3. Personal best achievements.......cccciviiiiiiiiiiiiiicee e i ST 2 e 3
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach,

trainer or admMiNiStrator .....ovcviieiiciiee e i U 2 e, 3
5. Future financial SECUITY ......ccccuiiiiieiee e e | 2 s 3
6. International celebrity Status ......ccccceeeiiiiiiiiciiie e T 2 e 3

Q9. If you were to use the following substances, how likely is it that these substances would improve your
performance in your sport?

Definitely Probably Mightor Probably Definitely Don't

would not would not mightnot  would would know

1. Anabolic steroids.......ccccceeeeeeiecciiiieeeee e, i 2 K S . TR D s 9
2. Beta-blockers ....veeiiicciiiiiiiiieeeee, i 2 K S . TR S 9
3. Designer steroids like

tetrahydrogestrinone (THG ...........c.c......... i 2 K S . SR S s 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other

similar substances.........cccceeeeeiveeeeciiee e, 1o, 2 S I S S e 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ................ T, 2 K S oo, D e, 9

Q10. If you were to use a banned performance enhancing substance of your choice, how likely is it that you
would improve your performance in your sport?

Definitely Would NOt........oueiiieii e 1
Probably Would NOt ..........ueiiiiiieee e 2
Might or Might NOt ......eeeiiieieeee e 3
Probably WOoUId........cooeeeeeeeee e 4
DefiNitely WOUI ....ccoeeveeeeeeee ettt et et e e 5
BT a1 A (g To 1V AR 9

Q11. How much pressure, directly or indirectly, do you think the (country) government or the (country)
Olympic Committee puts on elite athletes to win Olympic gold medals?

NO Pressure at all......cc.ueeecciiee e 1
A TIEEIE PrESSUIME ettt e e e e ee e e e e s e e nerae e e e e e e eennnnns 2
MOAEIAtE PrESSUIE .. .veieceeeecteeeetieesieeeiteeesteeesteeeseeesseeesseeesseeesaeessseesnseennns 3
A0t OF PrESSUIE ...t e e e e e e e ae e e e e e e e e e ennnns 4

Q12. To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased a ‘win at all costs’ attitude amongst elite athletes?

Had NO EffECL ... i 1
INCreased @ [EE ...eecceeeee e e e 2
Increased SOMEWNAT .....cccciiiiiiciiee e et e e e 3
INCreased @ 10t .....ueii e et e e 4



Q13.

To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased the temptation amongst elite athletes to use banned performance enhancing substances?

=T I e To =Y i Yot USRS 1
INCreased @ little.......uueeiie e 2
Increased SOMEWNAT.........oeiiiiiie e e 3
TaTo g IY=Yo = T o SRS 4

Q14.

Have you ever been drug tested?

N O ettt ettt ettt et e e et e e e ee e et eeeeeseeaa——eteeeeesaa e ———reeeeeraa e ———areeesenaaaaarrees 2 - Go to Question Q18.

Q15s.

Q1ie.

N o N 1
Y €S — SOMEWAIAT ..vvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiitetarerererereearererererrrararerarererararsrarrrsrsrsrrrsrares 2
LS VL= VK £ 11V Tl o I ST 3

Q17.

(a) Courteous OR Rude Or Neither
U 2 s 3
(b) Helpful OR Unhelpful Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(c) Friendly OR Unfriendly Or Neither
O SUPURI 2 s 3
(d) Sensitive OR Insensitive Or Neither
SRS 2 s 3

Qis.

Failing is a natural part of athletic pursuits. The following statements capture the different ways in which
athletes might respond to or interpret failure. Please rate the extent to which you believe each of the
following statements based on how you would currently describe yourself.

Do not Believe 100%
believe at all of the time

1. When | am failing, | am afraid that | might

not have enough talent........ccccceeeecvieeeiciiee e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
2. When | am failing, it upsets my “plan” for

the fUTUIE e e 1o, 2, 3 S 5
3. When | am not succeeding, people are less

interested iNME ..o 1o 2 3 ST 5
4. When | am failing, important others are

disappointed......ccooeciiiiiee e 1 s 2, K S, . AU 5
5. When | am failing, | worry about what others

think aboUt Me ..o 1o 2 3 SRR 5



Q19. To what extent do you think that athletes who have been given Therapeutic Use Exemptions have been
thoroughly evaluated and that their exemptions are justified?

NONE JUSTIIEA .eurieeeee e e e e e 1
MOSt NOL JUSEIfIEd coeeeeeee e 2
Some are justified, others are Not......ccccveeeeciiiicccee e, 3
MOSE JUSTIIEA. ... iiiee ettt e e e eatae e e enes 4
N | IO I 41T PSP 5
DON'E KNOW tiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt e e et e e e e s tae e e e e bae e e sebaeeesensaeeaennes 9

Q20. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances
for a short time say up to two months?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic Steroids.......ccvvrierriiiiiiiieriee e Lo, 2 e K O R 9
2. Beta-bloCKErs .....oiovciiiiiiiiieecee e Lo, 2 e K S . U 9
3. Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG)....... (T 2 e, K SO . U 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances....... oo, 2 e, K SO b, 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH). .........ccccovreecinecennen. oo, 2 e, K SO U 9
6. DIUFELICS. cooieeeiieeee e 1o, 2 e, 3 L 9

Q21. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances
regularly?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic StEroids ......ccvvvveeriiiiiiiieriee e Lo, 2 e 3 R 9
2 Beta-bloCKErS ....coivviiiiiiiiieeec e Lo, 2 e K S . TR 9
3 Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG)....... Lo, 2 e, K SO . ST 9
4 Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances....... (T 2 e K SO U 9
5 Human growth hormones (hGH) ........ccccccvvieeciereennen. Lo, 2 e, K SO ST 9
6 DiIUFELICS .ot 1o, 2 s 3 L 9

Q22. How expensive would it be for you personally to buy each of the following types of substances?

Very Quite Quite Very Don't
cheap cheap Neither expensive expensive know
1. Anabolic steroids .......ccccevvvvevieeincieenieenninen, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
2. Beta-blockers .....ocovvviviviiiiniiieieee e, 1o, 2, 3 e . SR 5 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .........ccceenneee. 1o, 2, S I S S e 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar
SUDStANCES v 1o, 2, K I  STUUUURTON 5 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ................ TN 2, 3 e . S 5 9
6. DIUreticS . ..cooveiiieiieeeeeeee e, 1o, 2 K S Z SUUUPRTR 5 9



Q23. How easy or difficult would it be for you to get each of the following types of substances if you wanted to?

Probably Very Fairly Fairly Very Don't
impossible hard hard easy easy know
1. Anabolic steroids ......cccocceevieerierinceeiieennne i TR 2 i 3 /T S 9
2. Beta-blockers .....cccocvvviiiiiiniiieicciee e, Toooiiinin, 2 e, 3 TR 5, 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG).........ccccecuueeee. Toiinn, 2 e K JUT T L 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances .......cccvvcveeeiiiieeeriieeen. Tooiiiiinn, 2 e 3 . R 5, 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH)................ Lo, 2 e, S JOTTUUT 4. L SO 9
6. DiIUreLiCS...ueeiieeiiieiiiiiiee e Lo 2 e 3 4. 5 9

Q24. If you wanted to get and use a banned performance-enhancing substance, which of the following people,
if any, do you think would help you if you asked them to do so?

Would Would Might or  Probably Definitely
definitely probably might not would not would not Don't

helpme helpme helpme helpme  help me know
1. YOUr COACh ..uviiiiiiieicieee et Tooiiiiin, 2 e R ST . TR 5, 9
2. PareNntsS. i Lo 2 e 3 TR 5 9
3. Team mates/training partners ................... i 2 i K T S S 9
4. Team doctor ....occveveercieeeiiiiee e, Toooiiiiinn, 2 e 3 T 5, 9
5. Sports psychologist ........cccceevvereeiiieeeennen. Tooiiinn, 2 e K ST T L 9
6. TraiNer e 1o 2 e B . 5 9

Q25. If you wanted to use a banned performance-enhancing substance, how easy would it be to get good
medical advice on how to use the substance?

Probably impossible ... 1
RV Z=T 8V T Lo PSSR 2
o 1T LY 1 =T o SRR 3
o 1T AV 13 Y2 4
LV A=T o =T L VOO R SO PO PRPRPRPRPRPRPRPRPRR 5
DON"E KNOW ...ttt sba e e sate e sba e e sabe e seaeeaee 9

Q26. Do you intend to use prohibited substances or methods to enhance my performance or gain a competitive
edge against your opponents during this season?

Definitely NOL ... e 1
Probably N0t 2
Might o MIght NOt.....ceiiiiiiee e e e 3
Probably Will.......c..eeeeeeee e 4
DEFINItEIY Will ...eeeeeeeeiee e e e et 5



Q27. How often have you used any of these nutritional supplements in the past 12 months?

Never Rarely Sometimes Frequently = Very Systematically
frequently
1. Vitamin or mineral supplements................. 1o, 2, S I S S 6
2. Herbal products ........cccccvriveeeiiiiiiieeeee, i 2 K R . ST D 6
3. Creatine. ..o 1o, 2 K S  RUURT 5 6
4. Sports drinks ......cocveeeeiiiiii e, A 2 K R SR D 6
5. Energy bars .....ccceeeciiieieeeeeeee e, 1o, 2, I S LS 6
6. Caffeine...covveeiieeie e, 1o 2 3 ST 5 6
7. Protein-carbohydrate shakes...................... R 2 K S SRR D 6

Q28. In the last 12 months, how often have you used any of the following, for whatever reason?

Have Did not use More
never in the last 1to2 3to5 6to 10 than
used 12 months times times times 10 times
1. Anabolic steroids......cccoovviieveeiieiiieeiiiiiinn, A 2 T 4., L 6
2. Beta-blocKers ........uuvvevevviviiiiiiiiiiievivevieevenenns A 2 3 Ao, L 6
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ...................... 1o, 2, K I ..o 5 6
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar SUDSTaNCEeS.......uvvvvveveiiieieiieeverevveeeanns j 2 3 b, L 6
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... T, 2 K S oo, D s 6
6. DIUretiCS ccvvneiiieeeeieeeee e 1o, 2, I 4 5 6
7. Doping methods........ccccccveviiviiiee e, 1o, 2, I S S 6
8. Alphabodies .......cccccceeveiiiiiciieeeee e, R, 2 K R SR S 6

Q29. How serious do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned performance
enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
serious serious serious serious serious
I o ] [T TR T 2, K T 4o 5
2. CUSTOMS OffICOIS..uuniiiiiiiiieee e 1 2, K T, 4 5

Q30. Overall, how effective do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned
performance enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
effective  effective effective effective effective
I o ] [T TR T 2, K T 4o 5
2. CUSEOMS OFfiICEIS...uiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e T 2 e K ST 4. 5



Q31. Which one of the following most applies to you?

| have never considered using a banned performance-enhancing substance .......ccccccovecciiiieeee e ccccciiieeeeen, 1
At one stage | thought briefly about using a banned performance-enhancing substance ..........ccccccceeeee... 2
At one stage | thought quite a bit about using a banned performance-enhancing substance........................ 3
| still think occasionally about using a banned performance-enhancing

substance because other athletes are USiNg them .........ooouiiii e e 4
| briefly used a banned performance-enhancing substance in the past but no longer do so..........cccecuveenne. 5
| occasionally use a banned performance-enhancing substance now for specific purposes.........cccceevvveenns 6
| regularly try or use banned performance-enhancing subStanCes .........cccoeciiiiiiiiiei e 7

Q32. If you were offered a banned performance enhancing substance under medical supervision at low or no
financial cost and the banned performance enhancing substance could make a significant difference to
your performance and was currently not detectable, how much consideration do you think you might give
to this offer?

oY o 1= L1 | SRR 1
A little conSIderation........c.uviieer i 2
SOME CONSIAEIAtION ...uvviiiiiieec et e rr e e s srae e eans 3
A ot of CONSIAEration........ccccuviiiiiciiii e 4

Q33. Given the pressures athletes are often under to win, how confident are you that you could refuse
this offer?

Very confident could refuse....uuui e 1
Quite confident could refuse ........ooiiciiei e 2
Not very confident could refuse ........ccccuueieeciieic e 3
Not confident at all could refuse .......coocieieeciiiie e 4
Wouldn't Want 0 refUSE.......cocecviiie it 5

Q34. How confident are you in being able to resist pressure from your team mates to use a banned substance?

Very confident could resist .......cocvieiiiciiie i 1
Quite confident CoUld reSISt........ccvvurrieiiiiiiiirieee e 2
Not very confident could resist........evieiuieeiciiieieeiiee e 3
Not confident at all could reSiSt......ooeeeiiiieiiiiieeeeeecn 4
WouldN't WaNT £0 MESIST ...uvveeieeiiiiccieeeeee ettt e ee e 5

Q35. Regardless of whether you believe performance enhancing substances or methods (PESM) should be
banned or allowed, which of the following statements best describes your own personal feelings about
deliberately using banned PESM?

| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance is morally wrong

(UTg Yo L= g Lo o T olU g 1] = g ol 1SRRI 1
| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance is morally OK
under some circumstances, but Wrong UNder Others..........ccocuiieiiiiiie e saaeee s 2
| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance is morally OK
(ST g Yo LT Lo o T olU g B =1 o ol TSR 3
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Q36. If you were caught using banned performance enhancing substances or methods, to what extent would
you experience the following feelings:

Not at all A great extent
1. AShameEd c..eeiiieiieccte e s Lo, 2 e 3 T 5
2. EMDbArrassed .......coovcveeeiiiiieeiiiiee st Lo, 2 e K S . U 5
B GUIILY eeeiee et s Lo, 2 e 3 T 5

Q37. If you decided to use a banned performance enhancing substance, to what extent do you think each of the
following people would approve or disapprove, or would not care either way if you did that?

Would Would Wouldn’t
definitely probably care either Probably Definitely

approve  approve way disapprove disapprove
L. YOUN COACN...ciiiiiiiteeee ettt Lo, 2 e K O R 5
2. PareNts o e 1o, 2 s 3 R 5
3. Team mates/training PartNers........cccoeeeeveerreeereesveeineens Lo 2 i K JRTPRPRRRRRRRRR 4., 5
A, TeamM dOCLON . .ciiiiiiiee ittt Lo, 2 e B T 5
5. Close friends.......cciiiciieiiiiiieeciee e Lo, 2 e K S . U 5
6. TraINEr cceiiii e e 1o, 2 s 3 T 5

Q38. The following statements are intended to provide an insight into your beliefs regarding other athletes’ use
of doping.

Percentage (%)

1. Out of 100%, how many athletes in your sport do you believe engage in doping
1o enhance their PErfOrMAaNCE?.........oi ittt e e e et e e e e ate e e e searaeaeeanes

2. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes in your country do you believe engage
in doping to enhance their performMance? ...

3. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes do you believe will be engaged
in doping during the next 2 years to enhance their performance? ........ccccvcvivviieiiiiien e,

4. Out of 100%, how many coaches in your sport do you believe would
encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance their performance? .........ccccccoeecieneennnen.

5. Out of 100%, how many coaches in elite sports in your country do you believe
would encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance their performance? .....................
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Q39. How likely is it that athletes at your level would be drug tested at least once a year?

(a) In competition at least once a year:

VEIY TIKEIY. ceeeeeeee et e e e e e et re e e e e e e e anbraaeeeaae s 1
QUILE HKEIY. e e e e e e e e 2
F N o [ 11 =] 25T 3
N o B 11 =] 1Y 2 SRS 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY..eeeeeeeee e e e e 5
DON"E KNOW ..ttt st s abe e sba e s sabeesaaaeeneee 9

(b) Out of competition at least once a year:

VEIY TIKEIY e e e e e e e e e e nrraa e e e e s 1
QUILE HKEIY e e e e e e 2
FAN 1 L= V1 =] Y SR 3
N\ 11 =] 2SRRI 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY..eeeeeeeieee e e 5
DON"E KNOW ..ttt ettt sttt st st e st e sbaeesanes 9

Q40. It has been said that athletes who take banned substances can use various methods to avoid testing
positive.

(a) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
while competing, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY TIKEIY et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e anbraaeeaaeeas 1
QUILE HKEIY et e e e e 2
F AN [ L= V1 =] 1Y USRS 3
N o] A 11 ] Y USRI 4
NOt At All IKEIY .o 5
DON"E KNOW. 1ttt ittt ettt e s ba e e site e sbe e e sabeesabae e 9

(b) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
out of competition, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY TIKEIY. ceeeeeeeeee e e e e et e e e e e e e anaraaeeeaeean 1
QUILE HKEIY. et e et e e e 2
F AN [ L= V1 =] Y USRI 3
N o] A 11 ] Y USSR 4
NOt At @ll IKEIY oo e e 5
BT a1 A (g To 1V S 9

Q41. From what you know or have heard, are the penalties for a positive drug test in your sport severe or

lenient?

Y A=] V=AY SO PPOTUPRRR PP 1
e 1 LY <YL= o TSRS 2
o 1T LY =T o 11T o | USSR 3
RV LTV 1] 1= o) ST 4
BT a1 A (3T 1V 2SS 9
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Q42. How fair is the (insert name of NADO) in terms of treating all athletes equally?

LY LTV -1 1 U UURURN 1
o | 2
UNT@IE ettt e e et e e e ettt e e e e ata e e e e araeaesenbaeaeeanraeaeanns 3
AV L= VT | - |1 USSP 4
B To] 018 o {o VYA UUUPPPPRRE 9

Q43. How secure is the (insert name of NADO)'s drug testing procedures in (country)? That is, in the taking of
samples and the care of samples?

VA= oV = Tol U < SR PPPPPPPPR 1
QUILTE SECUIE. et s nnannnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 2
NOL rAIlY SECUIE..ccii et e e e e e re e e e e e e as 3
NOL At All SECUIE..ceiiie e e e e e e e e 4
DON'T KNOW ettt ettt ettt ettt e et e e e et e e e e ate e e e eeabaeeeseataeeesentaeeeenns 9

Q44. How accurate do you feel the current drug tests are in terms of being able to correctly identify the
following substances?

Very Quite A little Not Not at all Don’t
accurate  accurate accurate accurate accurate know
1. Anabolic steroids......c.cccevveirierrniieenieennnnen, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
2. Beta-blockers ......cocvevevieeriiiinieinieeeieeenn 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .......cccceenneee. 1o, 2, S I S S e 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.......ccccocveevviiincieeicieeennen, 1o 2 3 SR 5 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... 1o, 2 K I .. 5 9
6. DIUreticS . .oovviiiiiieeieee e, 1o, 2, K S Z SRUPRT 5 9

Q45. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test in (insert name of country) will be given
a fair hearing?

VEry satisfied .....ueiiiieee e e 1
SOMEWNAt SALISTIEA ...uuuieieiii e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied.......ccceveiiiiiiii e 3
Very dissatiSfied.......ccuiiiiiee e e 4
[ To T 01 A < Vo Y 9

Q46. How satisfied are you that athletes in your sport who test positive will be given a fair hearing before
a decision is made about applying a penalty?

VEry satisfied .....ueiiiieee e e 1
Somewhat satisfied ......ccvieiieie 2
Somewhat dissatisfied.......ccociiiiiiiiiic 3
Very dissatiSfied. ... s 4
DON'E KNOW tiiiiiiiiee ittt et e e et e e e etae e e eebae e e senbaeeesansaeeaenes 9
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Q47. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test before the Court of Arbitration in Sport will
be given a fair hearing?

Very Satisfied. ... e 1
Somewhat satisfied.......ccuuiiiiee e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied .......cueeiiiiiii i 3
Very dissatisfied ... 4
BT o Y38 X [o 1V SRS 9

Q48. What is your age?

Q49. Are you:

Q50. What is your highest level of education? (adapted to country)

Completed YEAr 9 OF [€SS ...uuuvii ittt e e e 1
Completed YEar 10........uiiiieee ettt et e e e et e e e e e e e aar e e e e e 2
Completed YEar 11........iiiieee ettt e e et e e e e e e anrre e e e e e 3
Completed YEAr 12........ ettt e e e e 4
Some technical COlBEE.... v 5
SOME UNIVEISITY ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicceeee e e e e e e e e e e e e 6
Currently enrolled in technical cOllEge .......uvvviiviiieiiiiieeccee e, 7
Currently enrolled in UNIVErsity.....ccccoeeeiecieei e 8
Completed technical COlEEE .......uvviiiiiiee et 9
Completed UNIVErSItY ....ecicciiieieciiie ettt 10

Q51. To what extent do you currently derive income from your participation in sport? Include here both direct
payments and winnings as well as sponsorships, endorsements and scholarships.

No income at all from SPOrt.......ceeii i, 1
Occasional income from SPOrt........ccuveeeieiiicccceeee e 2
Regular income but less than half of total income.........ccccceeeciieeeieeennee. 3
About half my income from SPOrt........cceeiieciiiiieciiee e e, 4
More than half from sport, but not all my income........ccccceeecvieeeeciieeennee. 5
All or almost all of my income from sport .......cccecvveeeeciiieeccee e, 6

Q52. What is your total annual income from all sources? (adapted to country)

LeSS than 10,000 ... s 1
10,000 t0 19,999 ..ottt e e e e e e e e e araraees 2
20,000 t0 29,999 ... e e e e e e e nrarr e e e e e e e eaanns 3
30,000 10 49,999 ...ciiii i a e s e et aaaaae s 4
50,000 £0 69,999 ...coiii it a e e e e e e e e e s 5
70,000 £0 99,999 ...ciii i e e e aaeaaes 6
j 0[O 0100 o) gl o s [T I 7

Thank you for completing this survey. Please return it in the reply paid envelope provided.
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1.3 Reminder Letter

(Insert the University’s name and logo)

Dear Athlete,

About two weeks ago we sent you a questionnaire seeking your attitudes and opinions on sport issues. It is
important that we hear the views of as many elite athletes as possible. If you have already completed and

returned the questionnaire, thank you very much, and we apologize for this reminder.

If you have not yet completed the questionnaire, please do so and return it in the reply paid envelope,
preferably within a week. The information you provide is confidential. You do not need to record your name on

the questionnaire or any other materials.

If you would like more information about this project please contact (insert name of contact and contact

details).
Many thanks for your participation.

Sincerely

15



SECTION 2: A GUIDE TO CONDUCTING SURVEYS OF ATHLETES, SELECTING
SAMPLES AND INTERVIEW MODE

This section provides a number of guidelines for selecting samples of athletes to take part in a survey. It
covers issues around how to contact and select athletes, sample size, and interview mode (i.e., face-to-face,

telephone, mail, online).

We first deal with the issue of a NADO surveying its own athletes and the likely response to that by athletes.
Where questionnaires contain items related to doping attitudes and behaviors, it is self-evident that if athletes
believed that their responses would be seen by their NADO, then many would either not answer honestly or not
answer at all. Hence it is most important that where questionnaires contain these sorts of items, it is made very
clear to athletes that although the NADO has provided their address and has commissioned the research, the
questionnaires will be sent to an independent third party for analyses, and that this third party will keep no
identifying information about the athlete. This is one factor in favor of mail questionnaires: no name is required
on the questionnaire, the questionnaires are not numbered for later matching to whom they were sent, and
athletes can be provided with a stamped envelope for returning the questionnaire to an independent third
party. Hence, where a NADO wishes to undertake a survey of athletes on their database and the survey includes
sensitive questions, then it is strongly recommended that a third party be engaged to receive the questionnaires
and analyze the data. For surveys requiring non-sensitive information, the NADO could conduct the survey
themselves. However, even in these cases, a third party is likely to obtain a higher response rate and more

honest responses.

On the other hand, where the survey does not contain sensitive information, the NADO can ask athletes to
return their questionnaires to the NADO. However, even in these cases, it could be preferable to have
questionnaires returned to a more ‘neutral’ body such as their sporting federation or a well-known and highly

regarded institute of sport in the particular country.
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2.1 Data Collection Methodologies

There are four main interviewing modes that can be applied to collect data from athletes:

1. Face-to-face: An interviewer either administers the questionnaire (i.e., the interviewer reads out the
guestions to athletes and records their responses) or the interviewer hands the questionnaire to athletes to
self-complete (i.e., fill it out by themselves).

2. Telephone: An interviewer administers the questionnaire to athletes via telephone.

3. Online/computer: Athletes are emailed the questionnaire or provided with a link to access the questionnaire
to self-complete.

4. Mail: The questionnaire is sent to athletes via mail to self-complete.

Table 2.1 lists the characteristics of the interviewing modes in terms of issues on sampling and interviewing. The
main advantage of face-to-face is the moderate to high response rate, especially if the interviewers are
professionally trained in recruiting athletes. In general, interviewer-administered is preferable to self-completion
as the interviewers are able to probe responses and elicit answers to open-ended questions. On the other hand,
where some questions are very sensitive (i.e., asking about use of illegal substances), self-completion is the
much preferred mode. The main disadvantages of face-to-face interviewing are the high costs and relatively long

time required to gather data.

Table 2.1: Comparison of interviewing modes in relation to sampling and interviewing

Face-to-face Face-to-face Mail Telephone Online
(interviewer (self-
administered) completion)

Sampling issues:

Overall relative survey costs High High Moderate Mod-high Low
Sample size (given same budget) Small Moderate Moderate Moderate Large
Response rate Mod-high Mod-high Mod-low Moderate Mod-low
Time taken to gather data Long Long Long Moderate Short
Interviewing issues:
Use of visual prompts Yes Yes Yes No Yes
Use of audio prompts Yes Yes No Yes Yes
Pick up nonverbal cues Yes No No No No
Physical measurements Yes Yes Self- Self- Self-
reported reported reported
Probe responses Yes No No Yes No
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The main advantages of a mail survey are high reach as athletes’ residential addresses are held by sporting
bodies, and high perceived confidentiality. The main disadvantages of a mail survey are a lower response rate

and the relatively long time required to gather data.

The main advantages of an online survey are low costs and short time required to gather data. The main
disadvantages of an online survey are that sporting bodies don’t always require an athlete’s email address, there
may be lower perceived confidentiality as a computer’s IP address is recorded, a low response rate, and high

number of incomplete questionnaires.

2.2 Recruitment of Athletes

There are three commonly used methods for recruiting athletes to take part in surveys:

1. Recruiting athletes at events or training: This method involves approaching athletes at events or after

training and inviting them to take part in a survey. Permission to conduct the study should be sought from
the event organizers and relevant sporting organizations. A stall can be set up at the venue where athletes
can complete the questionnaire. However, it is preferable to arrange access to a room where athletes are
able to complete the questionnaire with less distraction. The questionnaire could be interviewer or self-
administered via computers (iPads, laptops, desktops) or hard copy. If interviewer-administered, it is

important to ensure privacy during the interview.

2. Recruiting athletes via organizations with their athletes’ mail addresses: If athletes outside the NADO’s

database are required, this method involves first obtaining the co-operation of organizations that have their
athletes’ mail addresses; that is, organizations such as sport federations, national sporting bodies, and
academies and institutes of sport. To preserve the confidentiality of the athletes’ contact details, these
organizations may undertake the mail-out of questionnaires to athletes on their databases. On the other
hand, it may be possible to negotiate a confidentiality agreement with these organizations to have access to
their database for the purpose of the study. In recruiting athletes at lower levels of competition, the support

of local sporting clubs will be required.

In some cases it may be desirable or necessary to send the questionnaire package to all athletes on a
particular database. In other cases, only a limited number may be required, and hence a method for

selecting that number must be determined (i.e., every third name on the database).
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Selected athletes are sent a questionnaire package containing the questionnaire, a covering letter (and
preferably, a covering letter from their respective sporting organization encouraging athletes to participate),
and a reply-paid envelope addressed to an independent third party, such as a university. Asking athletes to
return the questionnaire to the NADO could negatively impact on the honesty of responses and the response
rate. The covering letter should provide the following information: the purpose of the study; the importance
of as many athletes as possible completing the survey; that their responses are confidential; that they
cannot be identified from the questionnaire; and that only group data would be reported. A reminder letter
should be sent approximately two weeks after the initial mail-out. Examples of a cover letter and reminder

letter are shown in Sections 1.1 and 1.3 respectively.

3. Recruiting athletes by sending an online link via email: As with a mail survey, recruitment of athletes outside

a NADOQ'’s database requires the co-operation of national sporting bodies, academies and institutes of sport,
and/or local sporting clubs as these organizations have access to athletes’ email addresses. To achieve a
higher response rate, the athletes’ respective sporting organizations should send an initial email informing
athletes of an upcoming survey and encouraging them to participate. A separate email would provide an
online link to the questionnaire. As above, it should be made clear to athletes by an independent third party
that the link is independent of their NADO and that their individual responses will not be forwarded to

the NADO.

2.3 Representative Sampling

It is usually not necessary nor practical (e.g., limited time and resources) to study an entire population. Instead, a
sample of the population of interest is studied and the findings are then generalized to the population of
interest. Hence, where one wishes to determine to what extent various beliefs, attitudes and behaviors are
prevalent in the population of interest, it is important to select athletes within the various organizations to
achieve a representative sample; that is, a sample that accurately reflects the composition of the entire
population of interest on key characteristics which may include gender, age, level of competition, and ethnic
group. For example, in conducting a survey of elite hockey players where half of all players are males and half
are females, a representative sample would include approximately equal numbers of males and females (i.e.,
100 of each in a sample of 200). In some cases the population of interest might be all elite or all junior athletes,
or only members of a particular sports institute, or, as in the hockey example, only those who participate in one

particular sport.
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When a sample is not representative but the aim is to generalize to the entire population of interest, statistical
methods are used to help deal with non-representative sample. For example, if the obtained sample of elite
hockey players contained 80% males (160) and 20% females (40), the data can be ‘weighted’ prior to data
analysis to account for the substantially greater proportions of males than females if the sample size of females
is sufficient to do so. The ‘weighting’ adjusts the findings to what would have been obtained had the sample
been 50% male and 50% female. However, it is not always possible to account for the non-representativeness of

a sample. Hence, it is preferable to obtain a representative sample.

To obtain a representative sample, quotas for recruitment of athletes on one or more criteria may be set. Then
athletes are randomly recruited to fill the quotas set within each sub group. This is known as a stratified random
sampling technique. For example, in the above situation, once 100 males had been recruited, only females
would be recruited from thereon. However, assigning quotas is generally only feasible for intercept interviewing
at events and via telephone. Even then, not all sample characteristics can be simultaneously taken into
consideration. Unless elaborate pre-selection occurs from information on the database, setting quotas is
generally not practical for mail or online surveys. Hence, rather than setting quotas or weighting the data before
analyses, the data can be analyzed by these attributes (i.e., by gender; age; sport level; etc) to determine
whether these groups differ on the various questions. If they do not, then the total sample results can be taken
as representative of the population of interest. However, where there are substantial sub-group differences, and
these sub-groups are not proportionally represented in the sample as in the population, then the total sample

results must be adjusted before stating as representative of the total population of interest.

2.4 Sample Size

It is important to ensure that the size of the sample is sufficient to adequately represent the population of
interest. Table 2.2 provides a useful guide to determining the appropriate sample size for a study (without
having to refer to formulae). To determine the sample size required, refer to the table and identify the size of
the population of interest and the margin of error (degree of accuracy) that is acceptable. A margin of error of
0.05 means that the sample proportion for a measured outcome is plus or minus 5% of the actual proportion in

the population of interest.

For example, for a population of 1,000 athletes, a sample size of 278 athletes is required to obtain a proportion
on any question that is within plus or minus 5% of the population of 1,000 athletes at a confidence level of 95%.
That means that if 25% of the 278 athletes had a favorable disposition towards doping, we could be very
confident (in fact 95% sure) that between 20% and 30% of athletes in the whole population had a favorable
disposition towards doping. [Further advice on sampling error and confidence intervals should be sought from

guantitative researchers].
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Table 2.2: Sample size calculation (95% confidence level)

Population size Margin of error

0.05 0.035 0.025 0.01

50 44 47 48 50

100 80 89 94 99

150 108 126 137 148
200 132 160 177 196
250 152 190 215 244
300 169 217 251 291
400 196 265 318 384
500 217 306 377 475
600 234 340 432 565
700 248 370 481 653
800 260 396 526 739
900 269 419 568 823
1,000 278 440 606 906
1,200 291 474 674 1067
1,500 306 515 759 1297
2,000 322 563 869 1655
2,500 333 597 952 1984
3,500 346 641 1068 2565
5,000 357 678 1176 3288
7,500 365 710 1275 4211
10,000 370 727 1332 4899
25,000 378 760 1448 6939
50,000 381 772 1491 8056
75,000 382 776 1506 8514
100,000 383 778 1513 8762
250,000 384 782 1527 9248
500,000 384 783 1532 9423

* Adapted from: http://www.research-advisors.com/tools/SampleSize.htm

It is important to consider the number of sub groups of interest in determining the sample size required. Each
sub group is treated as a population in determining the sample size. In the example above, if gender is of interest
in the answer to a question, then samples of 278 males and 278 females would be required (i.e., total sample
size is 556). However, it is acknowledged that in many cases it is not possible to obtain large numbers of sub-
groups in any sample. Nevertheless, meaningful comparisons can be made between sub-groups and meaningful

estimates can be made about the population of interest even with smaller samples than indicated in the table.

2.5 Response Rate

An important factor to be considered when setting out to achieve a certain number of completed interviews is
the expected ‘response rate’; that is, the percentage of athletes invited to complete a questionnaire who
actually do so. For a representative sample of the population of interest, the higher the response rate the more
likely the results are representative of the population of interest. The response rate is usually higher with more

interaction between the athletes and the interviewers/researchers.
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In calculating a response rate, a cut-off date for return of surveys or ceasing interviewing needs to be set. The
formula for calculating the response rate for a mail survey is: the number of completed questionnaires returned
divided by the number of surveys mailed-out minus the ‘returned-to-sender’ and apologies received for non-
completion, multiplied by 100. That is: % response rate = completed questionnaires returned / (surveys mailed-
out — ‘returned-to-sender’ — apologies received for non-completion) x 100. For example, say 5000 surveys were
mailed-out, 1300 completed questionnaires were returned, 200 were ‘returned-to-sender’ and 50 apologies

were received for non-completion. The response rate achieved is 30.5% (i.e., 1450 / (5000-200-50) x 100).

The formula for calculating the response rate for a telephone survey is: completed interviews / completed
interviews + contacts with eligible athletes that did not complete an interview (i.e., refused to participate +
terminations during interviewing — appointments) x 100. The formula for calculating the response rate for a face-
to-face (intercept) survey is: completed questionnaires returned / contacts with eligible athletes that did not
complete a questionnaire (i.e., refused to participate + terminations) x 100. The formula for calculating the
response rate for an online survey is: completed questionnaires returned / (emails sent out — ‘returned-to-

sender’ emails — apologies received for non-completion) x 100.

As a guide, if the target population is elite athletes, the acceptable response rates are 50% for face-to-face
surveys, 40% for telephone surveys, and 25% for mail and online surveys. For non-elite athletes, higher response

rates should be achievable.

It is important when estimating a required number of completed interviews to have a good idea of the
anticipated response rate. For example, if a sample of 200 athletes was required from a population of 5,000
athletes, and the expected response rate was 40%, then we would send an invitation to a random or stratified
sample of 500 of these athletes to obtain 200 completed interviews. However, if the actual response rate was
30%, this would yield only 150 athletes, which would then require further invitations or using the obtained
sample size but with a larger margin of error. Hence, when in doubt, it is better to assume a lower response rate

than might be expected so as to ensure a statistically sufficient sample size in the first instance.

2.6 A Practical Example of the Process in Undertaking a Survey of Elite Athletes
by a NADO

This example illustrates the process as we have conducted surveys in Australia.

Main purpose of study: To conduct a survey of elite athletes in Australia to establish the proportion of these

athletes with a positive predisposition to doping.

Third party recruited: A third party (a University) is commissioned to conduct the data collection (and perhaps

the analysis of the de-identified data).
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Study design: Given the sensitive nature of this study a nationwide mail survey of Australian elite athletes is

chosen for data collection.

Population of interest: Elite athletes in Australia (numbering approximately 3,000 athletes).

Main measures: A sample questionnaire of several main measures is shown in Section 1.2. The measure of
susceptibility to doping is presenting athletes with the following scenario “If you were offered a banned
performance enhancing substance under medical supervision at low or no financial cost and the banned
performance enhancing substance could make a significant difference to your performance and was currently not
detectable” and asking the amount of consideration they would give to the offer and their confidence in refusing

the offer.

Sample size: Given that the size of our population (i.e., 3,000 athletes) is not listed in Table 2.2 (‘Sample size
calculation’), refer to the next highest value listed which is 3,500. Allowing a margin of error of + 5% for

determining the proportion of athletes with a positive predisposition to doping, the sample size required is 346.

Source of elite athletes’ mailing addresses: NADO in Australia (i.e., Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority).

Sampling procedure: The formula for calculating the number of athletes to include in the mail-out is: required
sample size x 100 / anticipated response rate). Hence, given a required sample size of 346 and an anticipated
response rate of 25%, a random sample of 1,384 athletes (i.e., 346 x 100 / 25) is required to be selected for mail-
out. The method for selecting the 1,384 athletes from the Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority’s database
may well be selecting every second name on the database. Prior to selecting athletes, any non-elite athletes on

the database need to be excluded.

Data collection procedure: Given that the outcome measures (i.e., susceptibility to doping) are of a sensitive
nature, an independent third party (a university) is commissioned by the Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority
to undertake the study. To preserve the confidentiality of the athletes’ address details, personnel from the
Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority would be responsible for sticking the address labels on the
guestionnaire packages (containing the questionnaire, a covering letter from the third party, and a reply-paid
envelope addressed to the third party). The third party’s covering letter invites athletes to participate in a
“survey of elite athlete’s attitudes and opinions on sport issues”. Athletes are informed that the study is
commissioned by the Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority and is being conducted by the third party, and to
return the completed survey to the third party for processing. Athletes are informed that their responses will be
kept confidential, that they could not be identified from the questionnaire, and that only group data would be
reported. A reminder letter is sent approximately two weeks after the initial mail-out. The closing date for return

of the completed questionnaires for inclusion in the study is set at 6 weeks from the initial mail-out.
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Data analysis: De-identified data could be provided to a NADO where they have staff with data analysis

expertise. However it is preferable (as in this case), that the third party conduct the analyses.

Timeline: This 5-month study consists of the following components:

T1: Project management (20 weeks).

T2: Advertise for and commission research to a third party (4 weeks).

T3: Obtain ethics approval (3 weeks).

T4: Preparing and printing of questionnaires, mail-out of the survey and reminder letter (3 weeks).
T5: Data collection period (6 weeks).

T6: Data coding, cleaning, entry and analysis (4 weeks).

T7: Report writing (2 weeks).

T8: Review and approval of report. Submission of final report (2 weeks).

Weeks

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 {11 (12 |13 |14 |15 (16 |17 |18 |19 | 20

T1

T2

T3

T4

T5

T6

T7

T8
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SECTION 3: DATA ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATION FOR ACTION

This section suggests basic data analyses for all the questionnaire measures and implications of various

results.

In this section we provide overall directions for analysis and interpretation. However, we do not include
statistical methods. It is envisaged that as far as possible, agencies will have or will seek assistance from a
researcher for such analyses. Nevertheless, as indicated by the example distributions in the following Section 4,
sophisticated analyses are not required to obtain a good understanding of athletes’ beliefs about and
dispositions towards doping. Section 4 also includes tables of Australian elite athletes’ responses to a number of
guestions, along with comments on what actions, if any, an anti-doping agency could take if they obtained such

results amongst their athletes.

3.1 Main Analyses

Overall, the tables provided in Section 4 illustrate the sorts of basic analyses to be conducted on the survey data;
that is, the first step would be to calculate and draw up tables showing the percentages of athletes nominating
each of the response categories for each question (including a percent ‘no response’ or ‘don’t know’ where
applicable). Table 3.1 below illustrates the basic analysis that should be conducted for all or most questions in
the questionnaire; i.e., what percentage of athletes nominated each of the ‘fair’ response categories for the

guestion ‘How fair is (your NADO) in terms of treating all athletes equally?’

Table 3.1: Perceived fairness of (name of NADO) in terms of treating all athletes equally

N=1237

%
Very fair 41.0
Fair 48.9
Unfair 5.7
Very unfair 1.8
No response 2.6
Total 100.0

It is clear from this table that the vast majority of athletes in this sample believe that the agency treats all
athletes equally. The clear implication is that the agency should continue to act in such a way that demonstrates
that this is the case. This may involve investigating the bases for athletes’ positive perceptions so that these can

be reinforced.
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However, many measures consist of multiple items. Although in some cases it may be of some interest to look at
the distribution of responses to each of these items, in most cases the interest is in the overall score on that

measure (see also Section 4).

3.2 Analyses of Multiple Item Scales

A number of measures described in Section 4 are multiple-item scales, where the individual’s score on that
measure is calculated by adding their responses for all of the items. This approach is most common for the
personality measures. Furthermore, some of these multiple-item scales may contain several subscales. For

example, consider the 21-item Self-Presentational Concerns measure:

Q#. Athletes have different perceptions as to how others may perceive them. The following statements
capture these differences in self-perceptions. For each of the following statements, circle the number that
best represents the extent to which the item corresponds to you with respect to the main sport you
currently compete in.

During competition | worry that other people may perceive me as ....

Never Always
AAU1: Appearing untalented .........cccocoeeeviiieeeecciee e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
AAU2: Appearing not to perform or execute perfectly.....1............... 2, K S, s 5
AAU3: Appearing athletically incompetent...................... i 2, K S oo, 5
AAU4: Appearing underskilled ..........cccooeeeeeieeinccieeeenen, 1o, 2 S B S 5
AAUS5: Appearing to lack ability........ccooveeeeeiineciiiieeee, i 2, K S, . AU 5
AAUG6: Appearing unqualified........cccoecveeeeiiieeicccieeecen, 1o, 2 K B S 5
PA1l: Appearing flabby ..o, i TR 2, K S . AT 5
PA2: Appearing physically untoned..........ccccccvvvieeenennn. i R 2, K S, . NSRRI 5
PA3:  Appearing ugly or unpleasant in my uniform......... 1o, 2 S B S 5
PA4: Appearing physically unattractive..........ccccceeeeen. i TR 2, K S, Y AU 5
PA5:  Appearing too small or too big in my uniform....... 1o, 2 S B S 5
FLE1l: Appearing exhausted .......ccccceeveiveeiecieeececieee e, 1o, 2 B S 5
FLE2: Appearing fatigued.......ccccceiveciiiiiineieeeciiieeee e, i 2, K S . AT 5
FLE3: Appearing tired.........coceeeeevieeeeniiiee e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
FLE4: Appearingto lack energy......cccoovveeeiiivccciieeenennnn, i 2, K S Qoo 5
MCI1: Appearing to lose cOmpoSUre ......ccccceeecuvrvieeeeeennn. R 2 3 Ao 5
MCI2: Appearing unfocused ........ccccceeciveeeeiieeececieee e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
MCI3: Appearing nervous under pressure...........ccceeeeenn.. R 2 3, Ao 5
MCI4: Appearing to lack necessary focus.........cccueeenneeen. 1o, 2 K B S 5
MCI5: Appearing underactivated.........ccccceeeeeeciviiieneeeennn. 1o, 2 K S . TR 5
MCI6: Appearing distressed.....ccccceeeccvvireeeeeeeeciiiiieeee e, 1o, 2 K S . ST 5

AAU = appearing athletically untalented;
PA =  physical appearance;

FLE = fatigue/lacking energy;

MCl = mental composure inadequacies
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This personality measure includes four types of concerns in four subscales:
e AAU: Appearing athletically untalented, six items;

e PA: Physical appearance, five items;

e FLE: Fatigue/lacking energy, four items; and

e MCI: Mental composure inadequacies, six items.

Hence each athlete will obtain four scores where each subscale is calculated by adding the response category
numbers for that type of concern. Because the subscales vary in number of items, the minimum and maximum

scores for each subscale will vary as follows:

Minimum Maximum
scores scores
Appearing athletically untalented, six items 6 30
Physical appearance, four items 5 25
Fatigue/lacking energy, five items 4 20
Mental composure inadequacies, six items 6 30

One common practice where there are different numbers of items in each subscale is to divide each athlete’s
total subscale score by the number of items, so that the absolute numbers for the different subscales are directly
comparable. For example, suppose an athlete scores: 17 on AAU; 16 on PA; 15 on FLE; and 18 on MCI. On which
subscale do they score highest? Computing this athlete’s average subscale scores allows an easier comparison
between these scores: AAU: 17/6 = 2.7; PA: 16/4 = 4; FLE: 15/5 = 3; MCI: 18/6 = 3. That is, this athlete scores

highest on ‘physical appearance’ concerns and lowest on ‘appearing athletically untalented’.

The distributions of these mean subscale scores for all athletes in the sample can then be presented in
percentage distributions as for single item measures. However, because they are mean scores, they will not be

integers and will need to be grouped (for example: 1=1-1.4;2=15-2.4;3=25-3.4;4=35-4.4;5=45-5).

Alternatively, and perhaps more commonly, the distributions of scores on each subscale can be categorized into
tertiles or quartiles. Tertiles refers to assigning the top third of scorers a “3”, the middle third of scorers a “2”
and the lowest third a “1”. Categorizing by quartiles breaks the sample into 4 categories: the highest 25%; the
next highest 25%; the next 25%; and the lowest 25%. For example, suppose that scores on Physical appearance

in a sample of 200 athletes looked like this:

27



Table 3.2: Possible distribution of scores on Physical Appearance (N = 100)

Total Frequency Cumulative
Score on (number of frequency
PA athletes with
each score)
20 3 3
19 5 8
18 8 16
17 11 27
16 12 39
15 10 49
14 14 63 Tertile 1
13 22 85
12 26 111
11 24 135 Tertile 2
10 22 157
9 14 171
8 6 177
7 8 185
6 7 192
5 5 197
4 3 200 Tertile 3
Total 200

This distribution shows that almost one third (n = 63) score 14 and above (they are assigned a score of “3”),
those scoring 11, 12 or 13 constitute approximately the next third (n = 72), and are assigned a score of “2”,
whilst those scoring 4 — 10 constitute the bottom third (n = 65), and are assigned a score of “1”. These three

categories can also be designated ‘high’, ‘medium’ and ‘low’ respectively.

By using these three categories rather than the total scores, it is much simpler to look at whether these three
groups differ in their answers to various questions. For example, an analysis of the amount of consideration
athletes would give to an offer of a banned performance-enhancing substance by concern for Physical

appearance could look like this:

Table 3.3: Amount of consideration athletes would give to an offer of a banned performance-enhancing
substance by concern for Physical Appearance

High Medium Low
concern concern concern
% % %
A lot of consideration 16 11 6
Some consideration 10 10 7
Total some or a lot 26 21 13
A little consideration 24 19 16
None at all 50 61 71
Total 100 100 100
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Table 3.3 shows that concern for Physical appearance is positively related to how much consideration the athlete
would give an offer of a banned performance enhancing substance; that is, the higher the concern, the more
consideration would be given to the offer: 26% of athletes with a high concern would give the offer ‘some’ or ‘a
lot” of consideration, versus 21% of medium concern athletes and 13% of low concern athletes. [Statistical tests
(such as chi square) can then be used to determine whether these differences can be considered ‘real’ or just

due to chance.]

Overall, as a general principle we recommend that multiple item subscale scores be grouped into tertiles or

quartiles for analyzing the relationship between those subscales and other scores.

3.3 Cross-tabulations (Contingency Tables)

As indicated in the above example, cross-tabulations are useful for analyzing results by sub-groups of interest. In
general, each of the questions could be analyzed by athlete type, level, team vs individual sports, gender and
age. These analyses are useful to identify sub-groups that may have substantially less knowledge than others, or
have very different beliefs about the likelihood of being tested and the consequence of doping, or are more
susceptible to doping than other groups. For example, one might be interested to know whether the proportion
of males who are low, medium, or high on doping susceptibility is similar or different to female athletes. That is,
as in the example above for Physical appearance concern, crosstabs allow the examination of associations

between two variables.

For example, using the following measure of doping susceptibility, an Australian sample of athletes revealed the

results in the table below for males versus females:

Question: Which of the following most applies to you?

never considered using a banned performance-enhancing substance;

at one stage thought briefly about using a banned performance-enhancing substance;

at one stage thought quite a bit about using a banned performance-enhancing substance;
still think occasionally about using a banned performance-enhancing substance;

briefly used a banned performance-enhancing substance in the past but no longer do so;

occasionally use a banned performance-enhancing substance now for specific purposes; and

N o v o~ w N oe

regularly try or use banned performance-enhancing substances.

Athletes who “never considered using a banned performance-enhancing substance” were classified as ‘not
susceptible’; all other participants were classified as susceptible. Table 3.4 below shows that in this sample, 8%

of male athletes were classified ‘susceptible’ versus 4% of females.
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Table 3.4: Susceptibility to doping by gender

Male Female Total
% % %
Susceptible 8 4 6
Not Susceptible 92 96 94
Total 100 100 100

Hence it appears that males are more likely to be susceptible to doping than females. This would suggest that
greater attention be paid to male athletes than female athletes in anti-doping efforts. However, we would also
need to ensure that this difference was ‘statistically significant’. In this case, a chi square test showed that the
difference could be considered a ‘real’ difference and not just due to chance. It is recommended that all
contingency tables be subject to statistical testing. [Statistical advice should be sought with respect to the types

of test appropriate to various.]

Another example is shown in Table 3.5 for how much consideration athletes at three different levels of
competition would give to an offer of doping under certain circumstances. Table 3.5 shows that a substantial
percentage (~40%) of athletes at each level would consider such an offer, but that substantially more National
level athletes would give the offer consideration (47.5%) compared to State or regional athletes (37.2%) and

Olympians or world champions (38.2).

Table 3.5: Amount of consideration athletes would give to an offer of a banned performance-
enhancing substance

Olympics/ National State/ Total
World Regional sample
N=707 N=459 N=62 N=1,237
% % % %
A lot of consideration 8.1 7.6 6.5 7.9
Some consideration 8.2 9.2 6.5 8.4
A little consideration 21.9 30.7 242 25.1
Total would consider 38.2 47.5 37.2 41.4
None at all 59.3 51.6 61.3 56.7
No response 2.5 0.9 1.6 1.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Hence, although all three levels require proactive efforts to reduce the proportion who would give this offer

some consideration, additional efforts could be directed at National level athletes.
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Table 3.6 below provides an overview of the distribution of responses to the perceived likelihood of being tested
in and out of competition across three levels of competition. These data show that very few National or
Olympic/world championship athletes believe it is ‘not at all likely’ they will tested out-of-competition (4% and
7.4%, respectively) or in-competition (<1% for both samples), while almost 1 in 4 State or regional athletes
believe it is ‘not at all likely’ they will be tested in-competition, and 1 in 10 believe it is ‘not at all likely’ they will

be tested out-of-competition.

It would be desirable to increase the proportion at all levels believing that being tested was ‘very’ likely rather
than ‘quite’ likely. Although there may be valid reasons for perceived low likelihoods for some athletes at lower
levels, these findings suggest that testing efforts be increased if possible, and accompanied by widespread
publicity. If increased testing is not possible, steps could be taken to increase the visibility of testing that is done,

along with continuous mention of testing in relevant situations and in interviews with the media.

Table 3.6: Perceived likelihood of being tested in and out of competition

Olympics/ National State/ Total
World Regional sample
N=707 N=459 N=62 N=1,237
% % % %
Out of competition:

Very likely 46.0 22.7 9.7 353
Quite likely 24.6 22.2 14.5 23.2
A little likely 16.7 23.7 22.6 19.7
Not likely 7.6 233 30.6 14.7

Not at all likely 4.0 7.4 22.6 6.1

No response 1.0 0.7 0.0 0.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

In competition:

Very likely 52.2 36.8 25.8 45.0
Quite likely 28.6 29.6 25.8 28.9

A little likely 13.2 21.6 16.1 16.5

Not likely 4.1 10.5 22,6 7.4

Not at all likely 0.8 0.9 9.7 1.3

No response 1.1 0.7 0.0 0.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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3.4 Evaluating Impact of Actions

These questionnaire modules are also useful for assessing the impact of education programs and other actions
taken by agencies. For example, suppose an agency had undertaken additional efforts in 2016 to increase elite
athletes’ perceived likelihood of being tested out-of-competition. Survey results at the end of 2016 can then be
compared with survey results obtained in 2015. Alternatively, athletes might be surveyed prior to undergoing an
education program (a ‘pre’ survey) that includes an emphasis on likelihood of being tested out-of-competition,
and then surveyed immediately after completing the program (a ‘post’ survey). The results for these ‘pre’ and

‘post’ education program surveys might look like this:

Table 3.7: Perceived likelihood of being tested out-of-competition

Pre Post
program program

% %
Very likely 34 42
Quite likely 28 36
A little likely 20 16
Not likely 12 6
Not at all likely 6 0
Total 100 100

The results in Table 3.7 suggest that the program appears to have been effective in increasing athletes’
perceived likelihood of being tested out-of-competition: before the program, 62% of athletes believed it ‘quite’
or ‘very’ likely they could be tested out-of-competition; after the program this increased to 78%. Furthermore,
after the program, none believed that it was ‘not at all likely’ (versus 6% pre). Given a sufficient sample size it is
likely that a statistical test would show that the program had a real and effective impact on athletes’ perceptions

of testing likelihood.

It should be a matter of course that athletes complete questionnaires prior to and immediately after anti-doping
programs to assess at least the immediate impact of the program. If possible, the same athletes can be
contacted and surveyed say 6 or 12 months later to assess whether any immediate changes were sustained. For
example, the above athletes might be surveyed six months later only to find that their perceptions had reverted
to earlier levels as in Table 3.8. Such data would suggest that athletes need continual reminders of testing

likelihood (which are often referred to as ‘boosters’).
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Table 3.8: Perceived likelihood of being tested out-of-competition

Pre Post Six months
program program later
% % %
Very likely 34 42 37
Quite likely 28 36 29
A little likely 20 16 21
Not likely 12 6 10
Not at all likely 6 0 3
Total 100 100 100

3.5 Resources for Action

There are a number of sources worldwide for anti-doping resources. The WADA website in particular should be
looked at in detail. The various toolkits and programs on the WADA site cover a wide variety of topics, as well as
much information and many resources for athletes. In addition to general anti-doping information (e.g., dangers
of doping), athletes can access information regarding therapeutic use exemptions (TUEs), athlete whereabouts,
biological passport and code compliance. Also, there are a number of countries that have long been active in
anti-doping efforts, including the Scandinavian countries, Canada, Australia and the UK. Listed below are
hyperlinks (ctrl + click) to the major English language sites. There is also a website that lists all NADOs around the

world (see below).

e WADA Education and Awareness: this website contains toolkits with information that is tailored for coaches,

teachers, program officers, sport physicians and doping control officers.

e ASADA Education: this website offers a range of resources for individuals and organizations, including an

online learning course, videos, and lesson plans and resources for teachers.

e USADA Resources and Services (e.g., including education): these websites contains detailed information for

healthcare practitioners and coaches (e.g., therapeutic use exemptions, whereabouts information), as well
as anti-doping programs including web tutorials and online webinars.

e UKAD Learning Zone and Resources: these websites provide interactive courses and quizzes to learn about

clean sport, courses for those people interested in becoming an anti-doping advisor, and various documents
and policies regarding anti-doping (e.g., rules, guides for coaches).

e Other National Anti-Doping Organizations (NADOQO): this website provides a complete list of anti-doping
organizations from around the world who are responsible for testing athletes and facilitating anti-doping
education in their country.

e Teaching Values: An Olympic Education Toolkit. A Project of the International Olympic Committee, Lausanne,

Switzerland. 2007 IOC.
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https://www.wada-ama.org/en/resources/search?items_per_page=10&f%5b0%5d=field_topic%3A107&f%5b1%5d=field_resource_type%3A166
http://www.asada.gov.au/education/index.html
http://www.usada.org/resources/
http://www.usada.org/services/
http://www.ukad.org.uk/learningzone/
http://www.ukad.org.uk/resources/
https://www.wada-ama.org/en/who-we-are/anti-doping-community/national-anti-doping-organizations-nado

3.6 Concluding Comment

Overall, it is recommended that agencies who have conducted little research with athletes begin with a limited
guestionnaire and a sample of most accessible athletes. A ‘basic’ first start questionnaire is shown in Section 1.2.
Furthermore, while we can offer suggestions for action given certain percentages nominating various responses,
the agency itself and its advisors are best placed to interpret the data in their context. University departments
relating to sports psychology, physical education, and similar titles, are a potential source of advice and advisors.
The co-authors of this report (Drs Jalleh and Gucciardi) may also be available to provide advice, and particularly

pertaining to this research package.
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SECTION 4: DESCRIPTION OF ALL CONSTRUCTS MEASURED IN
THE STANDARD QUESTIONNAIRE, ALONG WITH EXTRA ITEMS
RELEVANT TO DOPING RESEARCH, INCLUDING EXAMPLES
OF RESULTS OBTAINED IN AN AUSTRALIAN SAMPLE OF
ELITE ATHLETES

This section provides a comprehensive overview of the rationale for selecting the measures in the standard
questionnaire, a description of the construct being measured by the questionnaire items, and examples of

results obtained in a sample of elite Australian athletes.

4.1 Factors Influencing an Athlete’s Susceptibility to and Use of Doping Methods:
The Sport Drug Control Model

The Sport Drug Control Model was initially developed in the late 1990s (by Profs Donovan and Egger) for the
Australian Sport Drug Agency (ASDA as it was then known; now ASADA: Australian Sport Anti-Doping Agency) as
part of the Agency’s preparation for the Sydney Olympics. In collaboration with then ASDA CEO Mendoza and

staffer Kapernick, the Model was published in 2002 in the journal Sports Medicine.

The Sport Drug Control Model was based on cognitive decision models from social psychology, principles of
public health communication and behavior change campaigns, and the then limited research on athletes’
attitudes towards and use of banned performance enhancing substances. Hence the model incorporated: (1)
personal morality and (2) legitimacy from the legal compliance models; (3) potentially relevant personality
factors; and (4) threat appraisal; (5) non-compliance benefit appraisal; and (6) reference group influences, from
various cognitive decision models such as Protection Motivation Theory, the Health Belief Model, Fishbein’s
Theory of Reasoned Action, and Ajzen’s Theory of Planned Behavior (see Figure 4.1). It is of note that these six
inputs to the athlete’s decision with respect to drug usage, are all to varying degrees, subject to modification via
various intervention strategies. The model also included two ‘market factors’: availability and affordability. While
the model’s primary focus was on athletes, Donovan et al. noted that the model was not unique to athletes, but
could be adapted and applied to assessing attitudes towards doping (and use of where relevant) in any sub-
populations, and particularly coaches, trainers and others in the athlete’s entourage or with influence over
them. The authors also noted that the relative importance of the various domains may vary by athlete

demographics, level and type of sport, situational circumstances and national culture.
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Figure 4.1: Sport Drug Control Model (Donovan et al., 2002)
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The Sport Drug Control Model was extended in a 2009 publication to more specifically acknowledge the
importance of broader sporting and societal forces that impact on individuals’ beliefs, attitudes and values

within a doping context (see Figure 4.2).

In particular the extended model included broad societal and sport factors such as cultural differences between
countries and sub populations within countries (e.g., individualism vs collectivism); the medicalization of society
in general and in sport; cosmetic and cognitive enhancement in general; the use of illicit recreational drugs;
globalization in general and in the media and sport in particular; the increasing commercialization of sport,

including the Olympics; scientism in sport; and the intensification of sporting schedules.

The extended model shows that interventions are necessary at these broader levels, not just at the level of

targeting individual athletes.
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Figure 4.2: Extended Sport Drug Control Model (Donovan, 2009)
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Since publication of the Sport Drug Control Model in 2002 there has been substantial social science research in
doping (with much of that in recent years stimulated and funded by WADA'’s Social Science Research grants
program). Hence a recent review for WADA (Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2014) not only looked at what we now
know — and would like to know more about — in each of the original domains, but also whether the research
identified additional domains relevant to athletes’ decisions to dope or not to dope. As a result of that review,
the broader societal domains were added to the model, along with more explicit reference to an efficacy domain
(related to Perceived Behavioral Control; TBC), along with the use of ‘gateway’ substances (see Figure 4.3). The

proposed questionnaire will provide standardized measures for each of the domains of the model.

There have been two ‘tests’ of the original SDCM, with the results generally supporting the relevance of the
model’s constructs in predicting athletes’ doping behavior and doping susceptibility. For those interested in
more detail, the original and extended Model (Donovan et al., 2002; Donovan, 2009) and the two tests of the

Model (Gucciardi, Jalleh & Donovan, 2011; Jalleh, Donovan & Jobling, 2014) are available from the authors.
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Figure 4.3: Updated Sport Drug Control Model (additions/elaborations shown in italics)
(Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2014)
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4.2 Questionnaire Modules

Using recent reviews of the anti-doping literature and our own questionnaires related to the Sport Drug Control
Model, we identified questionnaire items and scales currently used to measure the constructs in each of the
domains of the Model, along with measures of overall attitude, intention and doping susceptibility. In general,
but not only, the most commonly used items with published reliability and at least face validity have been

selected for inclusion in the questionnaire modules.

However, athletes’ completion of questionnaires is very much influenced by questionnaire length. Hence, given
the large number of questionnaires in existence that measure various components of the Model, and given that
many such questionnaires contain many individual items, we have focused our attention on providing a basic or
minimal set of questions for each domain in the Model. However, we have also provided additional
guestionnaire modules where the anti-doping agency may wish to research a particular area in greater depth.
For example, with respect to personal morality, at a basic level, the athlete’s moral stance with respect to doping
can be assessed in two items. However, for more in-depth research, an agency may also wish to measure moral
identity, or even more comprehensively, moral climate within the athlete’s group or team, or even moral
disengagement. Similarly, there are a number of relevant multi-item personality inventories (e.g., perfectionism;
fear of failure; achievement motivation; etc). Hence we provide these, but suggest their use be limited to specific

purpose research.
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Overall, agencies will be able to include basic measures of all domains in their survey (recommended where little
is known about the population of interest) or select only those of interest. The Research Package includes a
description of each of the constructs in the various domains so that agencies can choose those of specific

reference to intervention evaluations.

The resource contains the following modules:

Sport Drug Control Model Modules

Morality and cheating.

Legitimacy perceptions.

Beliefs about the benefits of doping.

Beliefs about the harms of doping and the consequences if caught.
Personality/psychological factors.

Beliefs about reference groups’ endorsement of doping methods/substances.

N vk~ w N =D

Beliefs about the availability of, and relevant authorities’ control over trafficking of doping
methods/substances.

8. Beliefs about the affordability of doping methods/substances.

9. Beliefs about other athletes’ attitudes towards and use of doping methods/substances.

10. Beliefs about societal influences on doping.

B. Athlete Characteristics Modules

11. Performance-enhancing drug use.

12. Use of nutritional supplements and other permitted technologies.
13. Demographics and sporting background.

14. Overall attitude to doping; intention to dope in the near future; overall susceptibility to doping.

In the following sub-sections, the various constructs for each module are first defined and described. The
emphasis in each module is on the basic measure rather than optional extra items. The extra items are included
should an Agency wish to conduct more intensive research within a particular area. All of the questions in the
modules have been used in anti-doping research, and, in the case of multiple-item scales, have established

validity and reliability.

Score distributions of a sample of elite Australian athletes are included for a number of the questionnaire items.
These data were obtained in 2004. Hence they are not intended to portray what might be the findings in 2015.
These distributions are included primarily to illustrate how data are analyzed and the implications for action of
the results. They are not intended to provide a formal benchmark for Agencies’ athletes’ responses.

Nevertheless, they could provide a helpful comparison.
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It should be highlighted that in the absence of ‘normative’ scores for the modules across different athlete

populations, suggestions for action are based on logic and experience. Nevertheless, using attributes such as the

extent to which a construct predicts doping susceptibility and the percent of the sample giving a clearly

undesirable score, we have included comments about the sorts of results that indicate actions need to be taken

by an Agency.

The module questionnaire items are re-listed in Section 5 so they may be easily extracted and combined for

practical use.

A.
Al.

Sport Drug Control Model Modules

Morality and Cheating

As conceptualized in the original Sport Drug Control Model (Donovan et al., 2002) and its extension (Donovan,

2009), personal morality refers to one’s moral standing with regard to the use of banned performance enhancing

substances or methods in athletic pursuits.

Al.l

Minimum/basic item

Moral stance

Definition: The extent to which an athlete believes that doping is morally right or wrong (Donovan et al., 2002).

Iltem:

Q#.

Regardless of whether you believe performance enhancing substances or methods (PESM) should be
banned or allowed, which of the following statements best describes your own personal feelings about
deliberately using banned PESM?

| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance

is morally wrong under any CIFCUMSTANCES .......uiiiiiiieieiciiiee e e et e estr e e e st e e e str e e e esabeeeesssaeesenssaeesanseees 1
| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance
is morally OK under some circumstances, but wrong under others........cc.ccoeeciiiiicciiee e 2
| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance
is morally OK Under any CIFCUMSTANCES .....uuiiiiiiiieiiiiieeceiieee et e ettt e e e st e e e sbte e e eseaeeeesabeeeessseeesanssaeeesnseeean 3

Distribution of responses in an Australian sample of elite athletes:

Table 4.1 shows that the vast majority of this sample of athletes felt that using banned performance-enhancing

substances to improve performance is morally wrong (89.1%). Less than one percent of athletes felt that

performance-enhancing substances use is morally ok under any circumstances.
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Table 4.1: Personal moral stance on banned performance-enhancing substances use (N=1,237)

%

| believe deliberately using banned performance-enhancing substances to improve

performance is morally wrong under any circumstances 89.1
| believe deliberately using banned performance-enhancing substances to improve

performance is morally OK under some circumstances, but wrong under others 9.5

| believe deliberately using banned performance-enhancing substances to improve

performance is morally OK under any circumstances 0.6
No response 0.9
Total 100.0

Comment and implications for action:
These data suggest a strong moral norm against doping in these athletes. We would suggest that action would
be required where 70% or less nominated “I believe deliberately using banned performance-enhancing

substances to improve performance is morally wrong under any circumstances”.

Such action would involve introducing concepts of morality, and moral and ethical reasoning into
anti-doping education programs. WADA’s programs contain elements of morals and ethics, but to date there are
few available such programs specifically in an anti-doping context. One solution is to introduce athletes to
general ethical decision making principles. The authors have developed such a program for alcohol, tobacco and
drug use, and are considering a program for athletes. Elbe and Brand (2014) developed and tested modules of
scenarios for ethical reasoning about using banned PESs, but their evaluation of the effects of their program
yielded results that were ambiguous. The I0C released in 2007 a publication: Teaching Values: An Olympic
Education Toolkit. A Project of the International Olympic Committee, Lausanne, Switzerland. This document can

provide a basis for values and ethics modules.

General comment on cut-off points:

As noted above, there are no normative data nor definitive rules about what percentage of athletes holding a
particular view should or should not warrant action. However, in some cases, the implications would be self-
evident. For example where overwhelming percentages — say 85%-95% held a desirable view, and only 10%-15%
held an undesirable view, then generally no action would be required. Hence we propose the following as a

general rule.

As a general rule, a percentage of 30% reporting an undesired belief or behavior represents a sufficiently large
proportion of the population to trigger a fairly rapid increase in the adoption of that undesired belief or behavior
(i.e., a ‘tipping effect’) if some triggering event occurred. It also represents a substantially large percentage of
the athlete population that could negatively influence the other 70% via a ‘social proof’ effect; that is, other
athletes becoming aware that many athletes hold that negative view and that view thereby becoming

‘normalized’ and hence more likely to be adopted. While rapid increases may be unlikely on most of the
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measures herein, we would note that a figure of 30% represents a potential threat to anti-doping efforts and
should trigger action to investigate the reasons why so many athletes hold this undesired view or behavior, and
steps taken to correct the situation. At the very least, such a situation should be monitored via a follow-up
survey the next year to assess whether this number is growing (action definitely needed), is steady or declining

(investigate and continue monitoring).

Al1.2 Optional measures

While moral stance per se is a strong predictor of doping susceptibility and behavior, one’s moral stance can be
more or less easily weakened depending on one’s moral identity and susceptibility to moral disengagement.
Hence we include measures for these two constructs that may provide useful information for anti-doping

organizations.

(i) Moral identity

Definition: Moral identity refers to the degree to which being moral is central to an individual’s sense of self or
their identity (i.e., who you are as a person) (Aquino & Reed, 2002). People high in moral identity are more likely
to behave in ways that are moral when compared with individuals low in this dimension (Aquino et al., 2009).
There two dimensions in the scale below: an internal view of oneself (measured by the five Int items) and a
public dimension (measured by the six Sym items). The public dimension of moral identity (symbolization) refers
to the ways individuals show their moral identity by actions that are visible to others. Hence people high in
symbolization are more likely to behave in ways that publicly show their commitment to a moral sense of self

(Aquino et al., 2009).

Items:

Q#. Here are some traits that might describe a person: caring, compassionate, fair, friendly, generous, helpful,
hardworking, honest, and kind. The person with these characteristics could be you or it could be someone
else. For a moment, visualize in your mind the kind of person who has these characteristics. Imagine how
that person would think, feel, and act. When you have a clear image of what this person would be like,
answer the following questions.

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Intl: It would make me feel good to be a
person who has these characteristics .................. 1o, 2 K B S 5
Int2: Being someone who has these
characteristics is an important part
(o] IRVY] o Vo TN I 1 o S (T 2 3 S 5
Int3: | would be ashamed to be a person
who has these characteristics” ..........ccccevvvuenee. 1o 2 3 ST 5
Int4: Having these characteristics is not
really important to me? ........cocoevevveeveeecreseenn, i TR 2, K S Qoo 5
Int5: | strongly desire to have these
Characteristics....cccvvniieriieiiiiiirec e 1o 2 3 ST 5
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Strongly Strongly
disagree agree
Syml: | often buy products that communicate
the fact that have these characteristics............... Lo, 2 e K SR . U 5

Sym2: | often wear clothes that identify me
as having these characteristics........ccccccceeeeicnneennn. Lo, 2 e, K SO . ST 5

Sym3: The types of things that | do in my
spare time (e.g., hobbies) clearly identify
me as having these characteristics ...................... i 2 s 3 4, 5

Sym4: The kinds of books and magazines that
| read identify me as having these
Characteristics ......occcevveeiriieeniiiinieeec e Lo, 2 e K TSR /ORI 5

Sym5: The fact that | have these characteristics
is communicated to others by my
membership in certain organizations .................. i 2 e, 3 S 5

Sym6: | am actively involved in activities that
communicate to others that | have
these characteristics .....ceveveveiiiiiiiiiieee, T 2 K ST b, 5

? Reversed scored item

(ii) Moral disengagement

Definition: Moral disengagement (MDE) refers to the selective use of psychosocial manoeuvres that allow an
individual to transgress moral standards without experiencing negative emotions such as guilt and shame,
thereby decreasing constraints on immoral behavior (Hodge & Gucciardi, in press). There are eight mechanisms
of moral disengagement: moral justification; euphemistic labeling; advantageous comparison; displacement of
responsibility; dehumanization; attribution of blame; distortion of consequences; and diffusion of responsibility
(Bandura, 1991). For example, a commonly reported disengagement strategy by individuals who have been
caught doping is to justify their actions by invoking their opponents’ use of performance-enhancing substances
(i.e., “everyone else is doing it”; diffusion of responsibility). High moral disengagers report low guilt over immoral
behaviors (Bandura, 2002) and therefore are more likely to hold positive attitudes to doping and increased
doping susceptibility when compared with low disengagers (Hodge, Hargreaves, Gerrard & Lonsdale, 2013).
There are two moral disengagement scales available to agencies: the full 32-item scale contains four items
measuring each of the eight disengagement mechanisms, whereas the short 8-item scale contains one item for

each of the eight disengagement mechanisms.
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The 8-item short scale:

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players (or athletes) might have about competitive sport
are listed below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each
one by circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
Disagree Neutral agree
MJ: It is ok for players to lie
to officials if it helps them
ortheirteam ...occovceviceeenieenec e, Lo 2 3 i SR S 6 e 7
EL: Bending the rules is a way of
evening things Up ...ccoovveeeeieeeciiiieeee e, T, 2, 3, 4. S 6 s 7
AC: Shouting at an opponent is
okay as long as it doesn’t end
in violent conduct.......cccoeeveerniiiniieeniiennns Lo, 2 3 T S 6 e 7

DF: It is unfair to blame players
who only play a small part in
unsportsmanlike tactices
used by their team .......cccccceeeeiiiiecinnnenn. T, 2, 3 4. S 6 7

DS: A player should not be
blamed for injuring an
opponent if the coach
reinforces such behaviour..........cccecueen. oo 2 3 R S 6 e 7

DC: Insults among players do
not really hurt anyone........cccccooeuvvnneeeeen. T, 2, 3, 4. S 6 e 7

DH: It is okay to treat badly an
opponent who behaves like
AN anNiMal...oociiiiiieeceee e Lo, 2 3 R S 6 e 7

AB: Players who are mistreated
have usually done something

to deserve it covieeiecciieeee e, i 2. 3 A S (Y 7
MJ = moral justification;
EL=  euphemistic labelling;
AC=  advantageous comparison;

DF =  diffusion of responsibility;

DS = displacement of responsibility;
DC= distortion of consequences;
DH = dehumanization;

AB = attribution of blame.

Comment:

Agencies can gain an idea of the most common disengagement mechanisms by assessing the percentage of
athletes scoring 5 or more on each mechanism. Where there are substantial proportions endorsing a mechanism
(i.e., 30% or more), then these are the rationalizations that should be dealt with in ethical reasoning components

of education programs.
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The full Moral Disengagement scale:

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players (or athletes) might have about competitive sport
are listed below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each
one by circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
Disagree Neutral agree
1. Itis okay to be hostile to an
opponent who has insulted
Your team-mate/s......ccceeueeevrevvrevrrenreenneens 1o, 2 i ST 4. D s Boreerereennn 7
2. Bending the rulesis a way
of evening things up ......ccccceveeeiiiecnnnneen, i R 2, K S S 5, Burrrrrreeenn, 7
3. Shouting at an opponent is
okay as long as it does not
end in violent conduct......ccceevcvevrnieennen. 1o 2 i C JU 4. 5 B 7
4. A player should not be blamed
for using illegal tactics if
everyone on the team does it.................. i R 2 K JRTTRRRoN 4. 5. ST 7
5. A nplayer is not responsible for
acting aggressively if this is
encouraged by his/her parents ............... 1o, 2, S JOUT /T 5o, Boreeeerreennn 7

6. Mocking an opponent does
not really hurt him/her.........ccccooeevveennenn. A, 2, S 4 ... L B, 7

7. Itis okay to treat badly an
opponent who behaves like
an animal .c.oocevvvieeee e Lo 2 e K TR /R 5 6o 7

8. If a playeris mocked by an
opponent, it is the opponent’s
fault if the player then tries to

injure him/her.......coocoeeeeeeicceeeeee, A 2, ST 4. D e B, 7
9. Itis okay for players to lie to

officials if it helps their team .................. 1o, 2, S SUUR R 5o B 7
10. Injuring an opponent is a way

of teaching him/her a lesson................... 1. 2 s SRR 4. 5 e (ST 7

11. Compared to physical violence,
verbally provoking an opponent
is notthat bad.....ccceccevvviiiieiiiiiinie, 1o 2 K JUTT 4. 5, 6reeerreennn 7

12. Itis unfair to blame players
who only play a small part in
unsportsmanlike tactics used
by theirteam ......cccooeeeiiiiie s 1o, 2, K S . 5, Burrrrreeennn 7

13. A player should not be blamed
for injuring an opponent if the
coach reinforces such behavior............... 1o 2, 3 R L 6reeerreennn 7

14. Insults among players do
not really hurt anyone ........cccceeevcvieeens 1o 2, 3 R L 6reeeerreenn 7

15. If an opponent acts like
an animal he/she deserves
to be treated like one ........ovvvvvvvvvvrivninnnnns i A 2 ieinnanns T 4....... 5 e B 7
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Strongly
Disagree

Players that get mistreated
have usually done something

(o e [<IN=] AV | TR R

Fouling an opponent is okay
if it discourages him/her from

injuring your team-mates..........ccccceuueneee Lo

Acting aggressively is just
a way of showing you are

a tough opponent.......cccceeeeeeecciiiieeeeenen, 1o,

Mocking an opponent is
not bad compared to injuring

RIM/NEE e 1o,

A team decision to use
unsportsmanlike tactics is just
that, and not the responsibility

of any individual on the team ................. 1o,

If players are not disciplined
for unsportsmanlike conduct
they should not be blamed for

behaving this way......ccccccoeeveiiirciencnnen, T,

Aggressive language toward
an opponent does not actually

harm anyone .......ccccecevee e, 1o,

Some opponents deserve

to be treated like animals ........cccceeeeeeen. Lo

If a player retaliates to
something an opponent has done,

this is the opponent’s fault ..................... 1o,

Fighting is okay if it is done

to protect a team-mate.........cccveeneiennns lo

Arguing with officials is
a way of keeping them on

their toes ..o R

Winding an opponent up is
nothing compared to

screaming abuse in his/her face ............. TR

Players should not take
responsibility for negative
consequences of their
actions if they are following

team decCiSioNS .....ooeeevevveeeeiieiieeeeeeeeeees R

A player should not be blamed
for arguing with officials if he/she

has seen the coach doing it.................... Lo,

Teasing an opponent does

not really hurt him/her ........cccccevveenen. T,
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Strongly
Disagree Neutral
31. If an opponent does not act
humanly he/she should be
made to suffer .....cooeeevccieeiiciee e, 1o 2, S JUTT T 5
32. A player should not be held
responsible if he/she retaliates
when fouled.......cccoeeeiiiecee, 1o, 2, K S A

Strongly

agree
............. 6 7
............. T

Scoring Guide: Four items measure each of the eight disengagement mechanisms. An individual’s score on each

of these mechanisms is the sum of their scores on the four items relating to that mechanism. Dividing each total

by 4 would yield a score comparable with the original 1 to 7 scale.

Mechanism Items
Moral Justification 1,9,17,25
Euphemistic Labelling 2,10, 18, 26
Advantageous Comparison 3,11, 19, 27
Diffusion of Responsibility 4,12, 20, 28
Displacement of Responsibility 5,13, 21,29
Distortion of Consequences 6,14,22,30
Dehumanization 7,15, 23,31
Attribution of Blame 8,16, 24, 32

Comment:

As for the 8 item scale, the disengagement mechanisms of interest would be those where 30% or more scored

an average of 5 or more on the four items of each rationalization mechanism.

(iii) Moral decision-making: attitudes to cheating and other moral actions

Definition: This construct measures attitudes towards moral decision-making in sport, with a focus on cheating

behaviors and actions that are not covered in the rules of the sport but enable one to gain an unfair advantage

(Lee, Whitehead & Ntoumanis, 2007). There are three subscales: acceptance of cheating (Aoc, 7 items); keeping

winning in proportion (Kwp, 6 items); and acceptance of gamesmanship (Aog, 7 items).
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Iltems:

Q#. In the list below there are some things that people have said about cheating and fair play in sport. Please
read each one and circle one of the numbers beside it to show how much you agree or disagree with it.
Some of these are not very different so you will have to carefully examine each statement.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree

Aocl: ltis ok to cheat if nobody knows...........ccuvveeeeennn. i TR 2, K S, . AU 5
Kwp1l: Wininng and losing are a part of life........ccccccc....... 1o, 2 S B S 5
Aogl: | sometimes try to wind up the

fo] o] oo 1Y 1 { (o o [ R 2 3, Ao, 5
Aoc2: | would cheat if | thought it would

help Me WiN. ... 1o, 2 K B S 5
Kwp2: It is ok to lose sometimes because

in life you don’t win everything .......cccccccvvviiiieenins 1o 2, K IR . NTTUR 5
Aog2: It is not against the rules to psych

people out so it’s 0k t0 dO SO...cccvcuveeeirciieeiiciieeees 1o, 2 K S, . AU 5
Aoc3: If other people are cheating, | think

[ CAN T00 ceoiieeeee e 1o, 2, 3 e  USUUTOTRRI 5
Kwp3: If you win properly, it feels better than

if you did it dishonestly........ccccveeeeiiiiiiiiiiieeieeens i R 2, K S, . AU 5
Aog3: Sometimes | waste time to unsettle

the opPOSItION......ccciviieeicee e 1o, 2 K B S 5
Aoc4: | cheatif | can get away with it ......cccoveveecieninnen. 1o, 2 K B S 5
Kwp4: You have to think about the other

people and not just WinNiNg ........ccccevvciieeeiiineenens 1o, 2 K B S 5
Aogd: If | don’t want another person to do

well then | put them off a bit.......ccoovevveeiiiiieien, 1o, 2, K IR oo 5
Aoc5: When | get the chance, | fool the official................. 1o, 2 IR Qoo 5
Kwp5: | get annoyed by people trying to

“Win at all Costs” .oviiiiiiiiiieiiee e 1o 2 3 ST 5
Aog5: Itis a good idea to upset your opponent................. i R 2, K S . AU 5
Aoch6: | always play by the rules®.........cccovvvevivivevenrecnenn, i R 2, K S, . NS 5
Kwp6: Winning is all that matters® ........c.cocveveeveveneireenns 1o, 2 K B S 5
Aogb: | would never psych anybody out®..........ccoceveeveneee. i R 2, K S, . AU 5
Aoc7: | would cheat if | thought it would

help me or my team Win......ccccceeeeiieeeciciieee e 1o, 2 K B S 5
Aog7: It is understandable that players

swear in the heat of the moment..........cccceeveeennne. 1o, 2 K BN . ST 5

® Reversed scored item;

Aoc = acceptance of cheating;

Kwp = keeping winning in proportion;
Aog = acceptance of gamesmanship
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As above, an individual’s score for each subscale is the sum of their scores on the items divided by the number of
items for each subscale. In the above measure, the elements of sportsmanship that would require emphasizing

in anti-doping education programs are those where 30% or more scored 4 or more.

(v) Moral affect
Definition: Moral affect refers to the emotional responses of guilt, shame and embarrassment that arise if caught
using performance-enhancing substances. These are the emotions related to feelings of having violated one’s

moral stance.

Items:

Q#. If you were caught using banned performance enhancing substances or methods, to what extent would
you experience the following feelings:

Not at all A great extent
1. AShameEd c..eeiiieiieccte e s Lo, 2 e 3 T 5
2. EMDBArrassed ......coocvverieeiiieenieesiee et siee e siee e Lo, 2 e 3 T 5
3. GUIRY e i 2 e, 3 e, 5

Distribution of responses in an Australian sample of elite athletes:
Table 4.2 shows that substantial majorities of this Australian sample indicated they would experience these

emotions ‘to a great extent’ (i.e., rating 1): ‘ashamed’ (83.4%); ‘embarrassed’ (82.5%); and ‘guilty’ (76.4%).

Table 4.2: Emotions experienced if caught using performance-enhancing substances (N=1,237)

To a great extent: Not at all: No response
5 4 3 2 1
% % % % % %
Ashamed 83.4 11.0 2.7 0.8 1.0 1.1
Embarrassed 82.5 11.3 3.4 0.8 0.7 1.3
Guilty 76.4 14.0 5.0 1.5 1.9 13

Comment:
Given that these emotions are strong indicators of moral stance, we would suggest that where the ‘great extent’

figure fell below 70% the agency should consider action to increase a moral stance against doping.

A2. Legitimacy Perceptions

Definition: The legitimacy of anti-doping organizations refers to the extent to which they are seen to be duly
constituted and have valid authority to enforce anti-doping regulations. It is generally believed that the stronger
an organization’s perceived (and actual) legitimacy, the more likely people will comply with that organization’s
rules and regulations (Tyler, 1990). Tyler’s (1990) conceptualization of the influence of justice on the legitimacy
of legal authorities provides a framework for understanding athletes’ perception of the legitimacy of anti-doping

organizations in undertaking drug testing. According to Tyler (1990), an authority’s legitimacy is influenced by
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three dimensions of justice: (1) distributive justice — the fairness of the outcomes of a system; (2) procedural
justice — the fairness of the processes; and (3) interactional justice — the fairness of the interpersonal treatment
during implementation of the procedures (Bies & Moag, 1986; Gilliland, 1993). Hence, the legitimacy of anti-
doping organizations is based on establishing a fair and just drug testing regime (distributive justice), with clear
and transparent processes in collecting, analyzing and storing of samples for testing, fair processes for any
subsequent appeals of an anti-doping rule violation in tribunals and the Court of Arbitration for Sport
(procedural justice), and courteous treatment of athletes by personnel administering the drug collection
procedure (interactional justice). Donovan et al. (2002) theorized that if athletes perceive an anti-doping
organization’s drug testing regime to be fair and just on these dimensions of justice, then the legitimacy of the
anti-doping organization in conducting drug testing is likely to be enhanced, and compliance with anti-doping

regulations more likely.

A2.1 Minimum/basic items
Perceptions of legitimacy of the enforcement agency’s testing and appeals processes measured on Tyler’s (1990)

three dimensions of justice.

(i) Distributive justice

Definition: The perceived fairness of the outcomes of the drug testing process.

Items:
e Equitable treatment of all athletes by the enforcement agency,
e Security of the testing procedures, and

e Accuracy of the current drug tests.

Q#. How fairis the (insert name of NADO) in terms of treating all athletes equally?

RV L=V - 11 SRR 1
T 1 2
U 10 =Y USSR 3
VLTV V 1 1] £ 11 USRS 4
DON'T KNOW ...ttt ettt e ettt e e et e e e e aa e e e e ab e e e e e anreeeeenareeaeennnes 9

Q#. How secure is the (insert name of NADO)’s drug testing procedures in (country)? That is, in the taking of
samples and the care of samples?

Y L=T o Y=ol U TP P PRSP PR PPPPPPPPPPPPPRPRPR 1
QUITE SECUIE ciiiiiiiiiiiecceccecceee e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aeaeeaeaaaees 2
NOL FEAIIY SECUIE ...t e e e 3
NOt @t @ll SECUIE .o e e e 4
B To Y10 g o 1V SRS 9
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Q#. How accurate do you feel the current drug tests are in terms of being able to correctly identify the
following substances?

Very Quite A little Not Not at all Don't
accurate  accurate accurate accurate accurate know
1. Anabolic steroids.......ccccceeeeeeeeiiiiiieeeee e, i 2 K S . TR D s 9
2. Beta-blockers ....veveiicciiiieiiieeee, i 2 K S . SR D s 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .........cc.c......... 1o, 2, K B ..o 5 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.....ccccccoeeciieeeeee e, T 2, K S . ST D s 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... 1o, 2, K S oo, D 9
S B T U T = okt 1. 2 3 S 5 e, 9

Note that an Agency can vary the substances on this list to include new substances or just include those most
relevant to their country or the sport being surveyed. Alternatively, the Agency may just ask the general

question:

Q#. How accurate do you feel the current drug tests are in terms of being able to correctly identify banned
performance enhancing substances?

VBIY ACCUNATE. oo 1
(O TN L (=T [ol ol U] - | o =T UUUPN 2
A ITEIE ACCUIATE....c ittt e e eeebrr e e e e e e eenaaees 3
N\ [o Y A ool U] - | T UUPP 4
NOT At All CCUIALE c.ceeitireeeee e e e e rrrreeee e e eens 5
[ ToT 01 A < o 1 9

Distribution of responses in a survey of elite Australian athletes:
Table 4.3 shows that the vast majority of these Australian athletes believed that the Australian Sports Drug

Agency is fair in treating all athletes equally (89.9%; ‘very’ fair: 41.0%).

Table 4.3: Perceived fairness of the Australian Sports Drug Agency in treating all athletes equally (N=1,237)

%
Very fair 41.0
Fair 48.9
Unfair 5.7
Very unfair 1.8
No response 2.6
Total 100.0
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Table 4.4 shows that there was an almost universal perception that the Australian Sports Drug Agency’s drug

testing procedures in Australia are secure (95.3%; ‘very’ secure: 51.7%).

Table 4.4: Perceived security of the Australian Sports Drug Agency’s drug testing
procedures in Australia (N=1,237)

%

Very secure 51.7
Quite secure 43.6
Not really secure 1.9
Not at all secure 0.1
No response 2.8
Total 100.0

Comment:

These results suggest that the Agency would not need to make extra efforts to counter perceptions of unfairness
or insecurity of procedures. Nevertheless, higher proportions of ‘Very’ fair and secure would be desirable.
Furthermore, these need to be monitored to detect any negative changes over time so that prompt action can

be taken where a decline in these percentages occurred.

Table 4.5 shows that for each of the six banned performance-enhancing substances, a substantial minority of
this sample of athletes ‘don’t know’ whether or not the drug test is accurate in correctly identifying the

substance, from 31.2% for anabolic steroids to 47.5% for beta-blockers.

Table 4.5: Perceived accuracy of the current drug tests

Very Quite A little Not Not atall Don't No
accurate accurate accurate accurate accurate know response
% % % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 353 27.1 3.6 11 0.3 31.2 1.4
Human growth hormones (hGH) 20.2 19.5 5.7 2.9 4.7 45.7 1.4
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 19.3 20.8 7.4 2.3 2.5 46.2 14
Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances 19.5 19.2 8.7 3.6 1.9 45.7 1.5
Beta-blockers 254 21.0 3.6 0.6 0.2 47.5 1.7
Diuretics 28.4 25.2 4.8 0.9 0.3 39.0 14
Comment:

These data would suggest that the Agency should make efforts to increase athletes’ perceptions of the scientific

accuracy of its testing procedures in its drug education programs.
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(ii) Procedural justice

Definition: The perceived fairness of the appeals process.

Items:
e Level of satisfaction in receiving a fair hearing in appealing a positive test.
e Level of satisfaction in receiving a fair hearing prior to decision on imposing sanctions.

e Level of satisfaction in receiving a fair hearing in the Court of Arbitration in Sport.

Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test in (insert name of country) will be given a
fair hearing?

VEry satisfied ....uuiii e e 1
SOMEWhAt SALISTIEU vuveveiiiieeiieieeec e e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied........cccveeeiiiiiiiie e 3
Very dissatiSfied.......ciiiiiee e 4
[ To T 01 A < o Y 9

Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes in your sport who test positive will be given a fair hearing before a
decision is made about applying a penalty?

VeEry satisfied .....uiiiiieee e e 1
Somewhat satisfied ......ccuveiieiie e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied.......ccocuiiiiiiiiiec 3
Very dissatiSfied. . ... s 4
DON'E KNOW ittt ettt e et e e e stae e e e e baee e senbaeeesansaeeaennes 9

Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test before the Court of Arbitration in Sport will
be given a fair hearing?

Very Satisfied ..o 1
Somewhat satisfied .......cueiiiee e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied.......ccccuiiiiiiiieiee 3
Very dissatiSfied. . ... s 4
DON'E KNOW tiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt e et e e e etae e e eebae e e senbaeeesentaeeeennes 9

Distribution of responses in an Australian sample of elite athletes:
Table 4.6 shows that the levels of satisfaction of a fair hearing were high for each of the three appeal scenarios:

87.8% to 91.5% of the total sample (‘very’ satisfied: 22.6% to 25.3%).
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Table 4.6: Perceived fairness of the appeals process (N=1,237)

Very Somewhat  Somewhat Very No
satisfied satisfied dissatisfied dissatisfied response
% % % % %

Fair hearing in appealing a positive
test 22.6 66.9 7.1 1.9 1.6
Fair hearing before a decision is
made about applying a penalty 25.3 62.5 8.0 2.4 1.8
Fair hearing in the Court of
Arbitration in Sport 24.5 67.0 4.1 1.4 3.0

Comment:

These results suggest that the Agency could engage in extra efforts to increase the percent ‘very satisfied’ with
respect to perceptions of fairness, as well as continue to reinforce these beliefs. Other than for perceived
accuracy of testing, it is suggested that where 25% or more of a sample do not believe that the agency is fair and

equitable in any of these areas (i.e., are dissatisfied), then the agency should take steps to improve

these perceptions.

(iii) Interactional justice

Definition: The interpersonal interactions with personnel administering the drug collection procedure.

Item:

e Among athletes who have been drug tested:

Q#. Did you find the experience of being tested traumatic or upsetting in any way?

1o T PSP PPPPN 1
YES — SOMEBWNAT .evvveiiieieeiiitiieeee et e e e e e eatare e e e e e eeeabbbaaeeeeee s 2
YES — VEIY MUCK et e e et e e e earaee s 3

Q#. How would you describe the conduct of the testing personnel?

(a) Courteous OR Rude Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(b)  Helpful OR Unhelpful Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(c) Friendly OR Unfriendly Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(d) Sensitive OR Insensitive Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
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Distribution of responses in an Australian sample of ‘Olympics/World’ and ‘National’ athletes:

Table 4.7 shows that the vast majority of these athletes did not find the experience traumatic or upsetting
(81.7%). However a small but substantial proportion of athletes did find the experience traumatic or upsetting:
16.2%. A high proportion of athletes felt that the testing personnel were friendly (86.8%), courteous (84.2%) and
helpful (83.8%). The proportion of athletes who felt that the testing personnel were sensitive was substantially

lower at 62.2%. Less than 3% of athletes found the testing personnel unfriendly, rude, unhelpful or insensitive.

Table 4.7: Drug testing experiences among athletes who had been drug tested (N=759)

%

Testing process was traumatic or upsetting:

Yes —very much 2.4
Yes —somewhat 13.8
No 81.7
No response 2.1
Total 100.0

Conduct of the testing personnel:

Friendly 86.8
Unfriendly 1.6
Neither 9.2
No response 24
Total 100.0

Table 4.7: Drug testing experiences among athletes who had been drug tested (N=759) (Cont’d)

%

Courteous 84.2
Rude 1.6
Neither 12.1
No response 2.1
Total 100.0
Helpful 83.8
Unhelpful 2.4
Neither 11.5
No response 2.4
Total 100.0
Sensitive 62.2
Insensitive 2.6
Neither 32.7
No response 2.5
Total 100.0
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Comment:

In this case it would be advisable for the Agency to investigate reasons for being upsetting so that action can be
taken before this percentage increases. Testers need to be continually praised for being courteous and reminded
of why that is important. In general, evidence for all these legitimacy aspects should be included in anti-doping

education programs. However we are unaware of any programs that systematically attempt to do so.

A3. Benefit Appraisal: Beliefs about the Benefits of Doping Measures

Definition: The benefit appraisal construct is based on the Health Belief Model (Becker, 1974; Rosenstock, 1977).
According to the Health Belief Model, the likelihood of adopting a behavior to prevent a health problem is based
on an individual’s: (a) perceived susceptibility to that particular health problem; (b) perceived severity of the
health problem; (c) perceived benefits of averting the health problem; and (d) the costs or constraints of

adopting the behavior. In addition, a trigger is required to initiate action.

Donovan et al. (2002) suggested that the Health Belief Model can be applied in reverse where the behavior is not
a threat of a health problem but a ‘promise’ of a desired level of sport performance. That is, the likelihood of
using banned performance-enhancing substances will increase if: (a) athletes believe that they are unable to
achieve at their desired level of performance without using a performance-enhancing substance; (b) if achieving
at their desired level of performance has considerable rewards; and (c) if they believe that performance-
enhancing substances use has little or no undue adverse health effects or expense (i.e., price of the
performance-enhancing substance; costs in terms of time and effort in obtaining and using the performance-

enhancing substance).

Benefit appraisal is measured in terms of the perceived positive impact of performance-enhancing substances
use on sport performance, and the perceived likelihood and desirability of potential positive outcomes of

success in sport.

A3.1 Minimum/basic items
(i) Perceived performance-enhancing effects of banned substances and methods
Definition: An athlete’s perception of the extent to which the use of various types of performance-enhancing

substances would lead to improved performance in their sport.
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Iltem:

Q#.

If you were to use the following substances, how likely is it that these substances would improve your
performance in your sport?
Definitely Probably Mightor Probably Definitely Don’t
would not would not mightnot  would would know
. Anabolic steroids.......ccccocvvveiriiieeeiriieneennen 1o, 2, K . S 5 9
. Beta-blockers .....cccocveviiviieiiiniieeieee e, TN 2, 3 e . S 5 9
. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .......ccccc........ 1o, 2, K B 4. 5 9
. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.......ccccvcvvevvieincieeiieeennen, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
. Human growth hormones (hGH) ................ o, 2 S b, D 9

As before, this list can be varied to suit the country or sport being surveyed. Similarly an overall question could

be asked instead:

Q#.

If you were to use a banned performance enhancing substance of your choice, how likely is it that you
would improve your performance in your sport?

Definitely Would NOt.........ueiiieice e 1
Probably Would NOt ..........ueiiiiioee e 2
Might or Might NOt ......eeeiiieiieee e 3
Probably WOoUId........ccuiiiiiiece e et 4
Definitely WOUI ....cccevieeeceeee e et 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt ste e st esaba e sbae e sabaesaeeenes 9

Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:

Table 4.8 shows that in an Australian sample of elite athletes, ‘anabolic steroids’ was perceived to be the most

beneficial to sport performance (‘definitely/probably would’: 57.9%), followed by ‘human growth hormones

(hGH)’ (47.7%), ‘designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG)' (41.4%), and ‘erythropoietin (EPO) and other

similar substances’ (33.1%).

Table 4.8: Perceived impact of performance-enhancing substances on sport performance

Definitely Probably = Mightor Probably Definitely Don’t No
would not would might not  would would know response
% % % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 12.9 6.5 10.1 25.2 32.7 10.2 2.3
Human growth hormones
(hGH) 11.5 5.2 10.3 23.8 23.9 22.9 2.5
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 11.3 4.9 9.8 19.7 21.7 29.7 2.8
Erythropoietin (EPO) and
other similar substances 12.7 8.2 10.1 14.8 18.3 32.7 3.2
Beta-blockers 20.9 9.5 11.8 8.2 5.2 40.5 4.0
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Comment:

Given that different substances are related to different effects (i.e., strength vs endurance), athletes’ response
here would vary by their type of sport. Hence the major outcome of interest is to what extent athletes believe
that any one or more of these substances will improve their performance. These levels are a basic measure of
susceptibility, in that if athletes believe they ‘definitely’ would improve their performance, then they would be
more likely, all other things being equal, to be tempted to dope. Conversely, where anti-doping programs can

lead athletes to doubt the efficacy of these substances, they will be less likely to use them.

By including various substances in this item, the Agency can track what drugs would be more appealing to
athletes and hence take specific education and detection actions with respect to those drugs. Reactions to new

drugs can also be monitored in this item.

(ii) Likelihood and desirability of potential positive outcomes for performing well in sport
Definition: An athlete’s perception of the likelihood and desirability of potential positive outcomes of success in

their sport (e.g., sponsorship deals, celebrity status, financial security).

Iltems:

Desirability of potential positive outcomes of success in their sport:

Q#. How much would you personally like these outcomes for performing well in your sport?

A lot A little Not at all

1. National celebrity StatUusS......cccceiieeciiiiieie e i 2 3
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals ......cccccceveiiiiieiiciiee e, i 2 3
3. Personal best aChieVEMENTS .......covcviiriiiiiiiieiic et Lo, 2 3
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach, trainer

OF AAMINISErAtOr ..iiiiiiiiie ittt sbe e s ate e sbeeeeee Lo, 2 3
5. Future financial SECUILY ....ccuvvieieiiee e Lo, 2 3
6. International celebrity status......cccccoeeciiiiiiee e i 2 3

Q#. To what extent does your sport offer athletes these outcomes if they perform well?

Alot A little Not at all

1. National celebrity Status......ccoceiieiiiciiee e e Lo, 2 3
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals .......cccccooeeeciiiiieee i, i T 2 3
3. Personal best aChieVeEmMENtS .......covcveiriiiiiiiieiic e Lo, 2 3
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach,

trainer or admMiniStrator.......ceivecieii i Lo 2 e 3
5. Future financial SECUNItY .......uvviiiieeiieeeceee e 3 T 2 3
6. International celebrity status.......cccceeeiiieieiiieeecee e, Lo, 2 3

The items in the list can be adapted to a particular country or additional items added.
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Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:

Table 4.9 shows that for this sample of elite Australian athletes, the main perceived outcome for performing
wellin their own sport was ‘personal best achievements’ (‘a lot’: 67.3%), followed by ‘opportunities for
remaining in the sport as coach, trainer or administrator’ (39.7%). Given the wide variety of sports represented,
it was not surprising that the proportions were substantially lower for outcomes related to celebrity status
(national: 13.6%; international celebrity: 9.9%) and financial wealth/security (sponsorships: 14.4%; financial

security: 13.3%).

Table 4.9: Perceived positive outcomes for performing well in sports (N=1,237)

Alot A little Not at all No response

% % % %
Personal best achievements 67.3 25.8 4.8 2.1
Opportunities for remaining in the
sport as coach, trainer or
administrator 39.7 49.2 8.6 2.5
Lucrative sponsorship deals 14.4 35.9 47.7 2.0
National celebrity status 13.6 43.1 41.2 2.1
Future financial security 13.3 22.2 62.7 1.9
International celebrity status 9.9 30.7 57.3 2.0

With respect to the desirability of these outcomes, Table 4.10 shows that ‘personal best achievements’ was the
most desired outcome (‘a lot’: 87.1%), followed by “future financial security’ (77.8%) and ‘lucrative sponsorship
deals’ (69.7%). Approximately half of the total sample desired ‘opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach,
trainer or administrator’ (51.8%), with the desirability of national and international celebrity status at 39.2% and

33.8% respectively.

Table 4.10: Desirability of the positive outcomes for performing well in sports (N=1,237)

Alot A little Not at all No response

% % % %
Personal best achievements 87.1 9.0 1.5 2.4
Opportunities for remaining in the
sport as coach, trainer or
administrator 51.8 38.3 7.4 2.5
Lucrative sponsorship deals 69.7 25.8 2.6 1.9
National celebrity status 39.2 48.7 10.0 2.0
Future financial security 77.8 17.8 2.3 2.1
International celebrity status 33.8 42.8 21.1 2.3
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Comment:

While factors such as international celebrity status and lucrative sponsorship deals vary by type of sport, it is
important to monitor the extent to which these are seen to be attainable, and hence could be used to entice or
self-motivate banned substance use. Overall, these (and other data) indicate that athletes can be motivated to
use performance enhancing substances — legal and illegal — to perform at their personal best (an internal
motivation), and to achieve ‘fame and fortune’ (external motivations). The extent to which athletes desire these

‘a lot’, contributes to their susceptibility to doping.

Conversely, anti-doping efforts can emphasize the loss of these benefits if an athlete is caught doping — and
particularly with respect to remaining in the sport after their athletic career is over and the potential for having

to pay back money received in sponsorship details (as is likely in the Lance Armstrong case).

A4. Threat or Deterrence Appraisal: Beliefs about the Negative Consequences

of Doping
Research indicates that two types of threats can be used to deter athletes from doping: (1) a high likelihood of
being caught and subsequent severe negative consequences (enforcement); and (2) the ill-health effects of

performance-enhancing substances use.

A4.1 Minimum/basic items
(i) Appraisal of threats relating to enforcement

Items:
e Perceived likelihood of being tested in and out of competition.
e Perceived likelihood of evading detection if using doping in and out of competition.

e Perceived severity of the sanctions for testing positive.

Q#. How likely is it that athletes at your level would be drug tested at least once a year?

(a) In competition at least once a year:

VEIY TIKEIY ettt e e e e e e et re e e e e e e e anbraaeeeaee s 1
QUILE HKEIY e e e e e e e e e 2
F N o [ 11 =] 2RSSR 3
N o A 11 =] 1Y SRS 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY..eeeeeeeeee e e e 5
DON"E KNOW ...ttt ettt ettt et e sate e s ba e s sabeesabaeeneee 9

(b) Out of competition at least once a year:

VLTV 111 2SR 1
(O U 1= A ST 2
FAN [ L= V1 =] Y SR 3
1 o A 112 1Y SR 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY..eeeeeeieee e e 5
DON"E KNOW .ttt ettt ettt st st s ba e et e e sbaeenanes 9
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Q#. It has been said that athletes who take banned substances can use various methods to avoid testing
positive.

(a) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
while competing, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY HKEIY et e e e 1
(O L0111 1 PSP 2
A TS TKEIY oo e 3
NOE HKEIY .. et e etr e e sentae e e enes 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY et sbre e e 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt st sat e sbe e st e sabe e ebaeesabaesaneenes 9

(b) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
out of competition, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY TIKEIY ettt e e e e et re e e e e e e e arre e e e e e e e eennnnes 1
(O LU 1 I 11 1 PSP 2
AR TKEIY e e et 3
NOT HKEIY .. e et e e s rata e e e enes 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY c.eeveeee e e et e e e 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt e st e s sate e sabe e ebaeesabaesaeeenes 9

Q#. From what you know or have heard, are the penalties for a positive drug test in your sport severe or

lenient?

VA= V=AY < PP PPPPT PP 1
o 1T LY <YL= o TSP 2
o 1T LY =T o1 o | USSP 3
RV =TV 1T o 11=Y o USRS 4
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt e s e st e sabe e ebaeesabeesneeenes 9

Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:
In a sample of elite Australian athletes, Table 4.11 shows that the vast majority considered it likely that athletes
at their level would be drug tested both in and out of competition at least once a year, with the perceived

likelihood of being tested in competition higher than out of competition: 90.4% vs 78.2% respectively.

With respect to evading detection if using a banned substance, Table 4.12 shows that substantial proportions

considered that this could be likely, both in-competition (38.4%) and out-of-competition (64.0%).

With respect to perceived severity of the sanctions for testing positive, Table 4.13 shows that the vast majority

of these athletes felt that the penalties for a positive drug test in their sport were ‘very’ or ‘fairly’ severe (79.9%).
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Table 4.11: Perceived likelihood of being tested in and out of competition at least once a year

In competition Out of competition
N=1,237 N=1,237

% %
Very likely 45.0 353
Quite likely 28.9 23.2
A little likely 16.5 19.7
Total likely 90.4 78.2
Not likely 7.4 14.7
Not at all likely 1.3 6.1
No response 0.9 0.9
Total 100.0 100.0

Table 4.12: Perceived likelihood of evading detection if using performance-enhancing substances in and
out of competition

In competition Out of competition
N=1,237 N=1,237

% %
Very likely 2.8 7.8
Quite likely 12.9 24.3
A little likely 22.7 31.9
Total likely 38.4 64.0
Not likely 37.3 25.9
Not at all likely 23.2 8.7
No response 1.1 1.5
Total 100.0 100.0

Table 4.13: Perceived severity of the sanctions for testing positive to a performance-
enhancing substance (N=1,237)

%

Very severe 234
Fairly severe 56.5
Total severe 79.9
Fairly lenient 14.2
Very lenient 1.9

No response 4.0

Total 100.0
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Comment:

For deterrence to be maximally effective, it would be desirable for the perceived likelihood of being tested to
attract a greater number of ‘very’ likely responses — both for in- and out- of competition. However, these totals
of 90% and near 80% for in and out of competition respectively appear acceptable, but require monitoring to

ensure they do not go below these levels for elite athletes.

Somewhat arbitrarily, but consistent with levels susceptible to a ‘triggering event’, we would set maximum
targets of 25% and 50% in and out of competition respectively believing they could evade detection, provided
the majority of these were in ‘little likely” category. Hence the levels in Table 4.12 would be of concern and the
reasons behind these beliefs would warrant investigation. At the very least, these data indicate that steps should

be taken to increase the perceived — and actual — likelihood of being tested, and particularly out of competition.

Similarly, for optimal deterrence it would be preferable for penalties to be seen as ‘severe’ by at least 90% and
‘very severe’ by the majority of athletes. At the same time, it would be necessary to ensure that this perceived
severity was seen by the athletes to be justified. Deterrence generally requires keeping these issues salient for
athletes. Hence they should not only be covered in anti-doping education programs, but intermittently in media

announcements, sporting groups’ newsletters, social media platforms, and other avenues.

(ii) Appraisal of threats relating to ill-health effects
Threats to health are assessed for both short term and long term use, as athletes who believe there are few
short-term negative effects may be more susceptible to doping for specific events or short term benefits (such as

recovery from injury).

Items:

Q#. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances
for a short time say up to two months?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic Steroids......ccvvrieeriiiiiniieiee e Lo, 2 e K O R 9
2. Beta-blOCKErS ....ueiviieiiie ettt Lo, 2 e K O T 9
3. Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ...... i T 2 s 3, 4o, 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances....... (T 2 e, K SO . U 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) .........ccccoveieiineeennnen. oo, 2 e, K SO Y U 9
6. DIUFELICS .ot 1o, 2 e, 3 R 9
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Q#. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances

regularly?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic Steroids......ccccvevvciiiiiiiieie e, 1o, 2 K N . ST 9
2. Beta-bloCKers. ...t 1o, 2 K SN ST 9
3. Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ....... 1o, 2 K B S 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances........ PO 2 K B oo 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) .......ccccceeeciveeincineennnns Lo, 2o K ST oo, 9
6. DIUFELICS...eeiiiiiiieceeee e 1o, 2 3 e oo 9

As elsewhere, the actual list of substances can vary according to which are most relevant to a particular sport or

in a particular country at a particular point in time.

Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:

As an indicator of short-term use, a sample of elite Australian athletes was asked for their perceived health risk
for use ‘once or twice ever’. These results are shown in Table 4.14. Perceived health consequences for regular
use are shown in Table 4.15. Not unexpectedly, far greater proportions perceive harm from ‘regular’ use relative

to ‘once or twice’.

Table 4.14: Perceived health risk of ‘once or twice ever’ use of six banned performance-
enhancing substances (N=1,237)

A lot of Some A little No harm Don’t No
harm harm harm know response
% % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 39.0 29.4 13.5 4.9 11.5 1.7
Human growth hormones (hGH) 36.1 24.1 10.4 49 23.2 1.4
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 34.9 22.2 9.7 3.0 28.5 1.6
Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances 31.9 21.3 10.3 4.6 29.9 1.9
Beta-blockers 22.6 21.2 104 5.9 37.6 2.3
Diuretics 13.8 23.1 20.7 18.7 22.2 1.5
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Table 4.15: Perceived health risk of regular use of six banned performance-enhancing substances (N=1,237)

A lot of Some A little No harm Don't No
harm harm harm know response
% % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 83.2 5.9 0.7 0.2 8.9 1.1
Human growth hormones (hGH) 70.7 7.6 1.9 0.6 17.9 1.4
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 70.2 5.2 0.6 0.1 22.6 1.5
Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances 65.7 6.6 1.3 0.4 24.4 1.5
Beta-blockers 55.7 9.0 1.2 0.7 31.7 1.7
Diuretics 50.3 19.5 7.8 1.4 19.7 1.4
Comment:

These data indicate that these harmful effects need to be reinforced, and that drug education programs need to
include information on the substances where there is a high percentage of ‘don’t know’ responses. Most
countries have resources around the negative health effects, and particularly for steroid use. As in health
campaigns in other areas (i.e., alcohol and tobacco), graphic visuals of negative health consequences can be

more effective than simply informational text.

A5. Personality/Psychological Factors

Definition: Personality is a complex aspect of human individuality, and therefore requires the consideration of
multiple components that provide insight into the whole person. As first described, Donovan et al. (2002) noted
optimism, type of motivation (intrinsic versus extrinsic), self-efficacy, risk-taking propensity, self-presentational
concerns, and impulsivity as key personality variables that may be related to doping susceptibility and behavior.
In most studies researchers have examined personality variables in isolation or alongside 1 or 2 other attributes
only. Only one study to date has compared several personality variables together in the prediction of doping
susceptibility (Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2009). Our recommendations in this section are primarily guided by
this research, along with the findings of a recent statistical synthesis of the doping literature (Ntoumanis, Ng,
Barkoukis & Backhouse, 2014). The following four variables have received the most widespread support for their

importance for doping susceptibility and behavior.

A5.1 Minimum/basic item

(i) Self-efficacy to refrain from doping

Definition: Athletes’ belief in their ability to avoid using banned performance enhancing drugs or methods, or
resist temptations to engage in doping (Lucidi et al., 2008). This construct represents an interaction between the
person and situation, whereby individuals who perceive they have the required skills and knowledge to not
engage in doping are less susceptible to do so than athletes who do not believe so. This construct is particularly

important for situations in which athletes might be offered a banned performance enhancing substance or
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method, where the pressure from others is perceived to be or actually is high, or where doping substances are
readily available and their use seen to be widespread. This construct may also be termed or is very similar to

‘Perceived Behavioral Control’.

Iltems:

The following two items serve as a basic measure of self-efficacy.

Q#. How confident are you in being able to resist pressure from your team mates to use a banned substance?

Very confident could resSist ... 1
Quite confident could resist........ccccuiiiiiieic i 2
Not very confident could resist.........ccccciiiiiieiiicccceeec e, 3
Not confident at all could resist.........coeeuuiiieiiiiieecee e 4
Wouldn't Want 0 reSiSt .......ueiiieciiieecciie et e e e 5

Q#. Please rate the extent to which you currently feel that whether or not you take a banned performance
enhancing substance in the future is under your personal control?

Completely out Completely under
of my control my control
1o 2 3 4. 5 6. 7
Comment:

Athletes who score 4 or less on these 7-point scales (or 3 or less on the 5-point scale) can be considered
vulnerable to doping. Hence, where 30% or more of athletes score 4 or less on the 7-point scales, then the
Agency should take action to include ‘refusal’ role playing exercises in anti-doping education programs.
However, while some Agencies may have such components in their programs, these course materials do not
appear to be readily available. Nevertheless, self-efficacy can also be built by strengthening a moral stance

against doping, along with how to resist the temptation to use moral disengagement mechanisms.

A5.2  Optional measures

10 items scale (Lucidi et al., 2008):

The following ten items can be used where space allows.

Q#. Here are several scenarios that you may have encountered, or may come across during your career in
sport. Please rate the extent to which you currently feel capable in being able to avoid or overcome these
situations using the scale below.

Not at all Completely
capable capable
1. To avoid using banned PEDMs
before a competition even when
you know you can get away with it......... T, 2 I /O S 6 e 7
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Not at all Completely
capable capable

2. To avoid using banned PEDMs
in sport even when you feel
down physically ......ccccovvveeeeiiiiiieeee, i R 2, K S A 5, Burrreeeeenn, 7

3. Toresist the temptation to use
banned PEDMs to improve your
PErformance .....cccccvveeeeciveee e 1o 2 3 R 5, Breeeereennn 7

4. To resist the temptation to use
banned PEDMs to have a body that
others would admire, even when
no-one would ever Know.........cccceeeeeenneees i 2, K S R 5, Burrrrreeenn. 7

5. Toresist the temptation to use
banned PEDMs to have a great
APPEATANCE .o 1o, 2 i TN 4........ 5, ST 7

6. To avoid using banned PEDMs
to have your body look as you
WOUId lIKE...veveieeeiee e 1o 2 i 3 R 5 6o 7

7. To avoid using banned PEDMs to get
results more quickly, even when no-
one would ever know .......cc.ccceevvvvveeennnn. 1. 2 T 4. 5o, Burrrrreeennn, 7

8. To not use banned PEDMs, despite
the pressure to do so from others........... 1o 2 S JSUTT 4. L Boreeeerreen 7

9. To avoid using banned PEDMs to
improve your performance in the sport
you practice, even when you know
that it will not have side-effects.............. 1. 2 T 4 .......... 5 e ST, 7

10. To avoid using banned PEDMs,
even when most of those who
practice your sport use them .................. 1. 2 e T 4. 5, ST 7

Comment:

These ten items reflect situations known to tempt athletes to use doping. Hence the Agency can gather
information as to which situations are most prevalent amongst their athletes, and then focus on building
resistance skills for those situations. Individual athletes can also be given an overall score (by adding their scores
on each item and dividing by 10). As before, where 30% or more of athletes score 4 or less, then action should

be taken to include self-efficacy skills in education programs.

(ii) Sport Motivation

Definition: Motivation refers to the reason(s) why people behave the way they do. There are many motivation
models in the psychological literature. With respect to motivations for engaging in sport, the items below
measure the following six types of motivation: intrinsic motivation (IM); integrated regulation (Integ); identified
regulation (ldent); introjected regulation (Intro); external regulation (Ext); and amotivation (Amo) (Deci &

Ryan, 2000).
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Amotivation (i.e., relevant to behaviors that are non-intentional or lack energy) and intrinsic motivation (i.e.,
where the behaviors are inherently enjoyable or interesting) are the most important for understanding doping
susceptibility (Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2009; Ntoumanis et al., 2014). Amotivation is positively related
whereas intrinsic motivation is negatively related to doping susceptibility. Hence where space and time are
limited, only items measuring these two types of motivations need be included (i.e., items designated IM and

Amo in the list below).

Items:

Q#. Below are some reasons why people participate in sport. Using the scale provided, please indicate how
true each of the following statements is for you. When deciding if this is one of the reasons why you
participate, please think about all the reasons why you are participating in the current competitive season;
if you are not currently participating in a competitive season, please consider your reasons for
participation during your most recent competitive season.

| participate in my sport because ....

Not at all Somewhat Very
true true true

IM1: because | enjoy it......cccceeeeevcinnnnnnnnn. T, 2, I ... S 6 7
Integl: because it’s a part of who lam......... T, 2 I /S S 6o 7
Integ2: because it’s an opportunity

tojustbewholam......cccccvnneeenennnn. T, 2, I /R S 6 7
Introl: because | would feel ashamed

I 1 QUIt. e, Lo, 2 3 SR 5 6 e 7
Amol: butthe reasons why are not

clear to Me...oovveeeee i, Lo 2 3 /R 5 6 o 7
Intro2: because | would feel like

afailure if I quUit.....ccccvveeeiiieeeiee, Lo, D I /S S 6 ovreeeens 7
Amo2: but | wonder what’s the point.......... i 2, 3 /R S 6 s 7
Integ3: because what | do in sport

is an expression of who l am ............ Lo, 2 I /S S 6 e 7
Identl: because the benefits of sport

are importanttome........................ ) 2 3, . 5 6 s 7
IM2: because | like it .....cccccevveiveeriicieeennns Tooorinnns 2 R I /T 5 6 iorreerins 7
Intro3: because | feel obligated

to continue.....ccccevveeeeeeiiieeeeee 1o, 2, 3 4. S5 6. 7
Amo3: but | question why I continue........... T, 2, 3 /R S 6. 7
Extl: because people push me to play...... T, 2, I R S 6. 7
Ext2:  because if | don’t other people

will not be pleased with me.............. T, 2, R T S 6. 7
Ident2: because it teaches me

self-discipline ......cccceeeevveveeciieeecen, T, D I /R S 6 o 7
Introd: because | would feel guilty

I 1 QUIt e Lo 2 3 i SR 5 6 e 7
IM3: because | find it pleasurable............. T, 2, I 4., S 6 7
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Not at all Somewhat Very

true true true

Amod4: but | question why | am

putting myself through this............... 1o 2,  JUTT T 5o, Boreeeerreennn 7
Ident3: because it is a good way to

learn things which could be

useful to me in my life.....ccccceeeennns i A 2, K S, A 5. Burrrereeennn, 7
Ext3:  in order to satisfy people who

want me to play ...ccoceeeveieeeeecieee e, 1o 2, T /R L 6oreeeerrennn 7
Integd: because it allows me to live in a

way that is true to my values ........... i R 2 K JRTTRon 4. 5. ST 7
Ident4: because | value the benefits

of MY SPOIt.....ovveeiiieieccieeeeeee e, 1o 2, 3 /T L Bureeeerrenn 7
Extd:  because | feel pressure from

other people to play ......cccceevveeennene. 1o 2, 3 4. 5o, 6ureeeerrennn 7
IM4: because it’s fun .....cccoccvveevvciieeeicieenn, i R 2 ISP 4. 5, Brreerereennn 7

IM = intrinsic motivation;

Integ = integrated regulation;
Ident = identified regulation;
Intro = introjected regulation;
Ext = external regulation;
Amo = amotivation.

Comment:

It is beyond the scope of this report to discuss all of these motivations in detail. This scale is optional and for
those wishing to undertake more comprehensive research in this area. Nevertheless, again the measure can be
used to simply look at the percentages stating each item (or group of items for each motivation type) as a reason
for participating in sport. This is useful background information for understanding athletes’ motivations.
Furthermore, as above, where the percentage of athletes who express amotivation reasons (i.e., score 4 or more
average on the amotivation items) exceeds 30%, then these athletes represent a substantial group vulnerable to
doping. Efforts could be made in anti-doping programs to identify such athletes and use motivational
interviewing techniques to elicit more desirable motives for engaging in sport. However we are unaware of any

existing education programs that do this.

(iii) Self-presentational concerns

Definition: An awareness of and concerns associated with how people might have unfavorable or undesirable
perceptions of oneself (Wilson & Eklund, 1998). There are four broad areas of concern: (i) concerns with one’s
physical appearance (PA); (ii) concerns about appearing athletically untalented (AAU); (iii) concerns about
appearing fatigued or lacking energy (FLE); and (iv) appearing to have mental composure inadequacies (MCI)

(McGowan, Prapavessis & Wesch, 2008).
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Research indicates that concerns about physical appearance (PA) and appearing athletically untalented (AAU)
are the most important factors for doping susceptibility and behavior (Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2009;
Ntoumanis et al., 2014). Hence, where time and space are limited, only items related to these two concerns can

be included.

Items:

Q#. Athletes have different perceptions as to how others may perceive them. The following statements
capture these differences in self-perceptions. For each of the following statements, circle the number that
best represents the extent to which the item corresponds to you with respect to the main sport you
currently compete in.

During competition | worry that other people may perceive me as ....

Never Always
PA1l: Appearing flabby.......ccoooeiiiiiiiii e, i R 2, K S . AT 5
PA2: Appearing physically untoned ..........cccceeeevieeeennnen. 1o, 2 S B S 5
PA3: Appearing ugly or unpleasant in my uniform .......... i R 2, K S . NS 5
PA4: Appearing physically unattractive...........ccccueeenneen. 1o, 2 S I S 5
PA5: Appearing too small or too big in my uniform......... i R 2, K S . NS 5
AAU1L: Appearing untalented.........coocciiiiieee e, i R 2, K S . ASTUT 5
AAU2: Appearing not to perform or execute perfectly ...... 1o, 2 S I S 5
AAU3: Appearing athletically incompetent ........................ i R 2, K S, . AU 5
AAU4: Appearing underskilled........cccoeeveeeecieeeccieeeeen, 1o, 2 B S 5
AAUS: Appearing to lack ability ......cccooeveeieiiiiiee, 1o, 2 S B S 5
AAUG6: Appearing unqualified .........ccccovvieeeeeieeeceeeeee i R 2, K S, Qoo 5
MCI1: Appearing to lose COMPOSUre.......ccccecuveeeeecrveeeennnen. i 2 3, N 5
MCI2: Appearing unfocused.........ccceeeeciieeeecieeeeeiee e, R 2 3, Ao 5
MCI3: Appearing nervous under pressure ..........cccceeeeeeenn. R 2 3, Ao, 5
MCI4: Appearing to lack necessary focus..........ccccveveenneen. 1o, 2 S B S 5
MCI5: Appearing underactivated .........ccccceeeeeevcciiiieeeeeeen, i T 2 K S, . AT 5
MCI6: Appearing distressed .........cccceeevcieeeeecieeeceiiee e, 1o, 2 K B ST 5
FLE1: Appearing exhausted......c.ccccooeeviiiieriiiiiciciiieeeeeeen, 1o, 2 K S . AT 5
FLE2: Appearing fatigued .......ccccceeviciiiiieee i, i 2 K S . AT 5
FLE3: Appearing tired .....ccccocoveeeeecieei e, 1o, 2 K B S 5
FLE4: Appearingtolackenergy......cccooveeeiiiiiciiiiieneeennnn, i T 2 K S, s 5

AAU = appearing athletically untalented;
PA = physical appearance;

FLE = fatigue/lacking energy;

MCI = mental composure inadequacies

Comment:
Again the percentages of athletes rating these individual items 4 or 5 can be used to provide information about

the sample of athletes. Scores on each of the four factors can be obtained by adding ratings for each and dividing
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by the number of items for each factor. As above, where 30% or more of athletes score 4 or more on the
physical appearance and athletically untalented factors, then the Agency could consider action. An overall

recommendation about psychological interventions will be provided at the end of this section.

(iv) Goal orientations

Definition: Individual differences in the ways by which people define success or achievement (Nicholls, 1989).
Within the context of achievement goal theory, there are two broad types of goals: task-oriented or learning
goals (Task) are self-referenced and therefore pertain to personal improvement and mastery of the behavior,
task, or skill, whereas ego-oriented or performance goals (Ego) are normatively-referenced and therefore based
on comparisons with the performance of others (e.g., peers, competitors). Research indicates that task-oriented

goals are related to lower susceptibility to doping (Ntoumanis et al., 2014).

Items:

Q#. Success in sport can mean different things to different people. The statements in this section of the survey
capture a variety of ways in which athletes define their sporting success. Please read these statements
carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each one by circling the appropriate number.

In sport, | feel most successful when | ....

Strongly Strongly

disagree agree
Taskl: Ireach personal goals......ccccccovecciiiieeeeeeiccciiieeenen. i T 2 e, 3 S 5
Task2: |show clear personal improvement...................... i 2 e, 3, S 5
Task3: | perform to the best of my ability..........cccveeeeee Lo, 2 e K SO TR 5
Task4d: | overcome difficulties .......cocceevveieeeiiciieeinciieeenne Lo, 2 e 3 . TR 5
Task5: lTreach @ goal.....ccoceeivciieeicciieeeccee e Lo, 2 e K SO T 5
Task6: T Work hard.......cccovceeviiiinieenieeecec e Lo, 2 e B b 5
Egol: |show other people | am the best........ccc.cc....e 1o, 2 e K ST S 5
Ego2: lamthe best.....ccoiiiiiiiiiiee e (T 2 e K SO TSR 5
Ego3: lamclearly superior .......ccoovveeeeiieeccciiiieee e i T 2 s 3 e, 5
Egod: |outperform my opponents ........cccccevveveeeeeeeicnnnne R 2 e K T S 5
Ego5: | beat other people......ccuveeeeeiieeicciiiieceeeeeiee, Lo, 2 e K S . ST 5
EGO6: TWIN i | 2 e K T S 5

Comment:

In this case, we are not interested in percentages responding to individual items, but the total scores for each of
the Task and Ego factors (obtained by adding ratings for each and dividing by six). The following personality
constructs may be of interest to agencies who wish to undertake more intensive research or develop a more

comprehensive psychological profile of doping susceptibility.
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(v) Athletic identity

Definition: The extent to which one commits to the goals, values, and beliefs associated with the athlete role and
finds them personally expressive of who they are (Brewer, Van Raalte & Linder, 1993). Athletic identity contains
two dimensions, one that is concerned with internal private aspects (e.g., attitudes, values) (private athletic
identity; Pri) and another on how others may see or judge a person (public athletic identity; Pub) (Burke, 1991).
The public dimension is most related to doping susceptibility (Donovan, Jalleh & Gucciardi, 2009), because
individuals who are heavily invested in portraying themselves as athletes to others could be expected to see

doping as a way to maintain their image of a successful performer.

Items:

Q#. The following statements relate to your personal self-perceptions about being an athlete and playing your
chosen sport. Please rate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each statement below based on
how you would currently describe yourself.

Neither
Strongly disagree or Strongly
disagree  Disagree agree Agree agree

Publ: My primary reason for competing

in my sport is receiving awards and

FECOENITION . uuueiiiiiiiii e R 2 3 Ao 5
Pril: Being an athlete is an important part

Of Who 1 am .ceviiiiiiiiciiece e 1o 2 3 S 5
Pub2: | often fear people will not like me

as much if | do not compete well..........ccvvevennnee.n. 1o, 2 K B S 5
Pri2: | obtain personal satisfaction from

participating in athletics ..o, i 2 K S, . AT 5
Pub3: My popularity with others is related

to my athletic ability .....cooeovveeeeiiee e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
Pri3: | would feel a great sense of loss if

| suddenly were unable to participate

LT oL Y N R 2 3, Ao 5
Pub4: | only participate in sports because

lam good at them......ccccoeevcieeiicciie e, 1o, 2 S B ST 5
Pri4: Itis very important for me to succeed

Yl 1)V o To ] o (R R 2 3, Ao, 5
Pub5: | fear not receiving the recognition

and attention | get from being an

athlete when I retire ......ccoveeevccieeicccieee e, 1o, 2 S B ST 5
Pri5: Sport helps me express my emotions

anNd feeliNgS......uveieeieeecee e 1o, 2 K B 4o 5

Pub = public athletic identity;
Pri=  private athletic identity
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Comment:
While the percentages responding to individual items may be of some interest, we are primarily interested in the

total scores for each of the Public and Private factors (obtained by adding ratings for each and dividing by five).

(vi) Sportspersonship

Definition: The extent to which an individual endorses or rejects behaviors that carry moral connotations
because they relate to issues of respect, fairness, and the rules of their sport (Vallerand et al., 1997). Individuals
who endorse behaviors consistent with the spirit of the game are less likely to report positive attitudes towards
or intentions to engage in doping (Ntoumanis et al., 2014). The scale presented here (Vallerand et al., 1997)
contains items measuring five areas of sportsmanship: respect for social conventions (SC); respect for the rules
and the officials (RO); respect for one’s full commitment toward sport participation (Com); respect and concern

for one’s opponent (Opp); and a negative approach toward the practice of sport (Neg).

Iltems:

Q#. For each of the following statements, circle the number that best represents the extent to which the item
corresponds to you with respect to the main sport you currently compete in.

Doesn’t
correspond Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds
to me atall to mealittle to me partly tomealot to me exactly

SC1: Whenllose, | congratulate the opponent

whoever he or sheis......cccccvvcveeeiiciieeenciee e, Lo, 2 e K SR . U 5
RO1: lobeythereferee. .., i T 2 s 3 R 5
Com1l: In competition, | go all out even if I'm

almost sure to 10Se.....uevviiiircieiiieeieecee e Lo, 2 e 3 T 5
Opp1l: | help the opponent get up after afall.................. i T 2 e B 4., 5
Negl: |compete for personal honors, trophies,

aNd MEdals....cociiiriiiiiieiee e Lo, 2 e K JOT T 5
SC2: After a defeat, | shake hands with the

opponents’ Coach ......ccooveeciiieei i, i T 2 e, 3, 4., 5
RO2: Irespecttherules.....ccoieiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e, i T 2 e 3, 4., 5
Com2: | don’t give up even after making many

MISTAKES c.eveeiiie et Lo, 2 e C JRTSRR TR 5

Opp2: Iflcan, | ask the referee to allow the
opponent who has been unjustly disqualified

to keep on playing ....coeeeeveccciiieee e, i T 2 e B 4o, 5
Neg2: | criticize what the coach makes me do................. i 2 e, K S TR 5
SC3:  After a competition, | congratulate the

opponent for his or her good performance........... i T 2 e K FU 4, 5
RO3: Ireally obey all rules of my sport........cccceeevcvveeenns Lo, 2 e, K S U 5

Com3: | think about ways to improve my
WEAKNESSES ..uvvieeiriiiieeeiiiee st e st e s seee e e saaaee s i 2 e K S ST 5

Opp3: When an opponent gets hurt, | ask
the referee to stop the game so that
he orshe can get help......ccoceevceeeicciee e, Lo, 2, K S . ST 5
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Neg3: After a competition, | use excuses for

a bad performance.......ccccceeeeeciiieeee e, i R 2, I
SC4:  After a win, | acknowledge the opponent’s

f=LoTo Yo XY/ o] o <SSR 1o, 2 I
RO4: |respect the referee even when he or

She is N0t 00  ...coceiviieeiieee e, 1o, 2 I
Com4: Itis important to me to be present at all

1= o1 o ol N R 2 3
Opp4: If | see that the opponent is unjustly penalized

, | try to rectify the situation ..........cccoeeeiiiieeennnen. 1o, 2 3
Negd: When my coach points out my mistakes

after a competition, | refuse to admit that

| made those mistakes........cccceveiieeiiiciieeeniieee e, 1o, 2 3
SC5:  Win or lose, | shake hands with the opponent

after the game....occveeicciie e, 1o, 2 I
RO5: |respect an official’s decision even if he or

she is not the referee .....ccccevvvecieeiecceiccieee e, 1o 2 3
Com4: During practices, | go all oUt.......cccuvvviveeeeeiiennnee, 1o, 2 K I
Opp5: If by misfortune an opponent forgets his or

her equipment, | lend him my spare.........ccccuuee.... 1o, 2 3
Neg5: If | make a mistake during a critical time

of the match, I get angry ......ccccceeecieeieciieeecee, i TS 2, R S

SC=  respect for social conventions;

Doesn’t

correspond Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds

to me atall to mealittle to me partly

RO = respect for the rules and the officials;

Com = respect for one’s full commitment toward sport participation;
Opp = respect and concern for the opponent;

Neg = negative approach toward the practice of sport

Comment:

tomealot to me exactly

....... L
....... 4......ccceeu5
....... 4...ccvvvvvee5
....... 4......ceeeeue5
....... 4...cvviininn5
....... 4......cceeee5
....... 4...coeviinenn5
....... 4......ccee0ee5
....... 4......ccee0ett5
....... 4..eviinnnn5
....... 4.....cceeeeee5

As for goal orientations, the percentages responding to individual items may be of some interest. However we

are primarily interested in the total scores for each of the five factors (obtained by adding the ratings for each

and dividing by five).

(vii) Perfectionism

Definition: A personality trait that includes the tendency to set and strive for exceptionally high standards and

being overly critical of oneself (Stoeber, 2011). Athletes who report high levels of performance standards

accompanied by high levels of concerns over their mistakes are more susceptible to doping because they may

see doping as a way of meeting their excessive performance indicators. The scale below (Dunn et al., 2006)

includes four sub-scales: personal standards (PS); concerns over mistakes (COM); perceived coach pressure

(PCP); and perceived parent pressure (PPP).
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Iltems:

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players might have about competitive sport are listed
below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each one by
circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree
PS1: If I do not set the highest
standards for myself in my
sport, | am likely to end up
a second-rate player......cccccovvveeeeeeennn. 1. 2, K S 4. 5, Burrrrereeann, 7
PS2: | hate being less than the
best at things in my sport................... T 2, 3 R L Breeerreennn 7
PS3: It is important to me that
| be thoroughly competent
in everything | do in my sport............. 1. 2, K S R 5, Burrrrreeennn, 7
PS4. | think I expect higher
performance and greater results
in my daily sport-training than
MOSE PIAYErS ..ocveeveeecieee e T 2, 3 S 5, Breeeerreennn 7

PS5: | feel that other players generally
accept lower standards for

themselves in sport than l do............. 1. 2, S JUTT T 5. 6o 7
PS6: | have extremely high goals for

myself in my sport......ccccovvveeeeeeeieinnnn, 1.......... 2, S 4 ... 5 Burrrrreeennnn 7
PS7: | set higher achievement goals

than most athletes who play

MY SPOMt.cceiiiiiiiii e, 1. 2 i C J 4........ 5 i T 7
COM1: If I fail in competition, | feel

like a failure as a person........cccecuveee.n. 1. 2 K JRTRRRN 4., 5o, Burrrreeeenn, 7

COM2: The fewer mistakes | make
in competition, the more people

Will like Me.coveeiiiirieee e, T 2 i  JU R 5 6o 7
COM3: Ishould be upset if | make
a mistake in competition.................... 1. 2 i T 4. 5 e, T 7

COM4: If a team-mate or opponent
(who plays a similar position
to me) plays better than me
during competition, then | feel
like | failed to some degree................. 1. 2, K S A 5, Burrrrrreeennn, 7

COMS5: If | do not do well all the time
in competition, | feel that

people will not respect me
asan athlete .....cccovveeveeniiiiniieciies T 2 e 3 4. 5 6o 7

COM®6:  People will probably think less
of me if | make mistakes
in competition ..............c, 1. 2 e C J 4. 5. T 7
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COM7:

COMS:

PCP1:

PCP2:

PCP3:

PCP4:

PCP5:

PCP6:

PPP1:

PPP2:

PPP3:

PPP4:

PPPS5:

PPP6:

PPP7:

PPPS:

Strongly
disagree
If | play well but only make one
obvious mistake in the entire
game, | still feel disappointed

with my performance.........cccceeeeunnenn. T

Even if | fail slightly in
competition, for me, it is as bad

as being a complete failure ............... T

| feel like my coach criticizes
me for doing things less than

perfectly in competition..................... I

Only outstanding performance
in competition is good enough

formy coach.....ccocveeeeciieieieee, Lo

| feel like | can never quite live

up to my coach’s standards ............... |

My coach sets very high

standards for me in competition ....... Lo

My coach expects excellence
from me at all times: both in

training and competition ................... j

| feel like my coach never tries
to fully understand the mistakes

| sometimes make......cccoceeeeeeereieinnnnn, 1o,

My parents set very high

standards for me in my sport............. |

In competition, | never feel like
| can quite meet my parents’

eXPeCtationS....cccvvvvviiiieeieee e, |

Only outstanding performance
during competition is good

enough in my family.........cc.c..occoeel o

My parents have always
had higher expectations
for my future in sport than

| feel like | am criticized by
my parents for doing things
less than perfectly in

competition.....ooeeveveiieeri j

In competition, | never feel
like | can quite live up to my

parents' standards ........ccccceeeeieeeennnee. T

My parents expect excellence

from me in my sport ........ccecuvveeennnen. Lo

| feel like my parents never
try to fully understand the

mistakes | make in competition......... Lo
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Strongly Strongly

disagree Neutral agree
PPP9: My parents want me to be
better than all other players
who play my sport......ccceeecciiienenennnn. 1. 2, K SO S 5, Burrrrrreeann, 7

PS = personal standards;

COM = concerns over mistakes;
PCP = perceived coach pressure;
PPP = perceived parent pressure

Comment:
In this case, we are not interested in percentages responding to individual items, but the total scores for each of

the four factors (obtained by adding ratings for each and dividing by the number of items for each factor).

(viii) Fear of failure
Definition: The extent to which one fears situations where there is a potential for failure and subsequent
emotions such as shame and embarrassment (Conroy, Willow & Metzler, 2002). Athletes with a high fear of

failing may be more likely to engage in doping to reduce the possibility of failure.

Items:

Q#. Failing is a natural part of athletic pursuits. The following statements capture the different ways in which
athletes might respond to or interpret failure. Please rate the extent to which you believe each of the
following statements based on how you would currently describe yourself.

Do not Believe 100%
believe at all of the time
1. When | am failing, | am afraid that
| might not have enough talent ..........cccccoeeeeeieeeennen. Lo, 2 e, S S . ST 5
2. When | am failing, it upsets my “plan”
forthe fULUre ..eovv i, Lo, 2 e K SR . TR 5
3. When | am not succeeding, people are less
interested iNMe......oocvviiiiiieee e Lo, 2 e K JSOT T 5
4. When | am failing, important others
are disappointed.......cccveeiiiciieei i 1o, 2 s B 4., 5
5. When | am failing, | worry about what
others think about Me .......coocviviceiiiiice e Lo, 2 e K FO TR 5

Comment:
In this case, we are not interested in percentages responding to individual items, but the individual’s total score
(divided by five). Also in this case, where 30% or more of a sample score 4 or more, this suggests that the Agency

could do something to deal with these negative thoughts.

Overall comment re psychological/personality factors:
Dealing with these psychological/personality factors requires a psychological approach that helps athletes deal

with things like unrealistic expectations, over concern about the approval of others, negative self-talk about
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failure and exaggerated consequences of such, and so on. In serious or extreme cases, sports (and general)
psychologists undertake counselling, using cognitive behavior therapy (CBT) principles. However, apart from a
program that was developed by the authors in conjunction with athletes and sports psychologists, we are not
aware of any programs reported in the literature or available from recognized sources. Our program is currently
being tested by the authors and international colleagues to assess whether reducing the above sorts of concerns
is related to lowering of doping susceptibility. If a NADO wishes to adapt and trial this program, they can contact

Dr Jalleh (g.jalleh@curtin.edu.au).

A6. Beliefs about Reference Groups’ Endorsement of Doping Methods/Substances

Definition: These subjective norms relate to peoples’ perceptions of various others’ attitudes towards particular
behaviors. Within the context of the Sport Drug Control Model, subjective norms reflect an athlete’s beliefs
about important others’ opinions about them doping. Basically, these types of norms enable people to
determine what types of behaviors are or are not acceptable in society or their social context (in this case,
sport). If individuals perceive that a behavior is disapproved by people who are important to them they will be

less likely to behave in that manner because it could potentially result in the disapproval of these people.

A6.1 Minimum/basic items

Iltems:

Q#. If you decided to use a banned performance enhancing substance, to what extent do you think each of the
following people would approve or disapprove, or would not care either way if you did that?

Would Would Wouldn’t
definitely probably care either Probably Probably

approve  approve wait disapprovedisapprove
1. YOUN COACK ottt 1o 2 3 e 4o 5
2. PareNtS. e e 1o, 2 K N S 5
3. Team mates/training Partners ........ccceeveeeeeeveeveecveennen i 2 3, N 5
4, Team dOCTOr .....eiiiieiiee e 1o 2 3 4o 5
5. Close friends ......cocueeieerieenienee e 1o 2 3 b 5
6. TraiNer cocciiiiiiiiiiiiici e 1o 2 3 L R 5
Comment:

The desirable responses are where substantial majorities consider that each of these persons or groups would
‘disapprove’ of them doping. These data can be used to identify which of these groups may require attention
themselves. For example, if the results show that 40% of athletes believe their parents would approve of doping,
then anti-doping material should be disseminated to parents. On the other hand if even 10%-15% of coaches
are believed to approve of their doping, then this could warrant immediate increased deterrence efforts

targeting coaches.
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Overall, the responses here will reflect the extent to which the athlete’s sporting context is generally accepting
of or disapproving of doping. Such information informs the Agency as to whether and to what extent a public

campaign against doping needs to be initiated.

A6.2 Optional measures

Item:

Q#. If you were considering using a banned performance enhancing substance, how much would you take into
account these people’s opinions on whether you should or should not do so?

Would Would  Wouldn’t Probably Probably

definitely probably care not take  not take
take into  take into either into into
account  account way account  account

1. YOUN COACN...ciiiiiiiieeee et Lo, 2 e 3 b 5

2. Parents....cociiiiiiiiii 1o 2, K S L2 S 5

3. Team mates/training PartnNers........ccocceeeveeeeeeeevveeeerenenns R 2 e, K T S 5

4. Team dOCTON .....cociiiiiriieiieieesee e Lo, 2 e E RTR PR 5

5. Close friends.......cooveeeiieiiiiieeeeee e Lo, 2 s 3 TR 5

Lo - LU= TR 1o, 2 e K S G 5

Comment:

While the proportions perceiving that the various persons or groups would approve or disapprove of them
doping, those most of interest and possible concern — are where the person or group would approve and the

athlete would definitely take their opinion into account.

A7. Beliefs about the Availability of, and Relevant Authorities’ Control Over
Trafficking of Doping Methods/Substances

A7.1 Minimum/basic items
(i) Perceived availability of performance-enhancing substances

Iltem:

Q#. How easy or difficult would it be for you to get each of the following types of substances if you wanted to?

Probably Very Fairly Fairly Very Don’t
impossible hard hard easy easy know
1. Anabolic steroids.......cccceevveiiviiieeiiicienennnen, 1o, 2, K I . S 5 9
2. Beta-blockers ......oocevevieeiiiiinieiriec e, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .........cc.c......... 1o, 2, K I ..o 5 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.......ccccveveevviiincieeiceeennen, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... o, 2 K S b, D e 9
6. DiIUretiCS . .coeviiieiieeeeeeteee e 1. 2 e 3 L 5 e 9
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Distribution of responses for an elite Australian sample:
Table 4.16 shows the distribution of responses for an Australian elite athlete survey. These data show that
approximately half the sample ‘don’t know’ the availability of these substances, and that diuretics (33.3%) and

anabolic steroids (13.8%) are easiest to obtain.

Table 4.16: Perceived availability of six performance-enhancing substances

Probably Very Fairly Fairly Very Don't No
impossible hard hard easy easy know response
% % % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 7.0 12.7 13.9 10.4 34 50.8 1.9
Human growth hormones (hGH) 11.8 15.1 8.2 5.0 2.0 55.5 2.3
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 124 15.8 8.0 3.2 1.5 57.0 2.0
Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances 12.0 16.5 7.4 33 1.5 57.1 2.1
Beta-blockers 6.8 10.2 9.4 7.1 2.5 61.8 2.2
Diuretics 3.6 6.3 7.5 18.4 14.9 47.3 2.1
Comment:

These data are useful for determining what drugs are seen to be most readily available. High levels of ‘don’t
know’ are a desirable finding. Changes in availability can be tracked over time to assess the effects of any Agency

efforts that targeted the distribution of particular drugs.

A7.2 Optional measures
(ii) Access to banned performance enhancing substances from specific groups

Iltem:

Q#. If you wanted to get and use a banned performance-enhancing substance, which of the following people,
if any, do you think would help you if you asked them to?

Might or  Probably Definitely
Would Would might would would

definitely probably not not not Don’t

helpme helpme helpme helpme helpme know
H 7o 10 g ole -1 o RSN Tooiiiiin, 2 e R ST . TR 5, 9
2. Parents. ... e 1o 2 e 3 . T 5 9
3. Team mates/training partners ................... i 2 i K T S S 9
4. Team dOCtOr ..ocvveeivciiee e Tooiiiiin, 2 e 3 TR 5, 9
5. Sports psychologist........cccceevvveeeiiiveeeennen. Toiinn, 2 e K JUTT T L 9
6. TrAINEI ettt 1o 2 e 3 T 5 9
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Comment:
These data clearly could be of considerable interest to an Agency and follow-up investigations could be

conducted where 15% or more indicated a person/group would ‘definitely’ help them.

(iii) Perceived access to medical advice on use of banned performance enhancing substances

Item:

Q#. If you wanted to use a banned performance-enhancing substance, how easy would it be to get good
medical advice on how to use the substance?

Probably imposSibIe .......ccciiiiiieec s 1

AV =TV o F= Yo FR PRSP 2

o 110 AV o F= Yo PO RSPt 3

o 1T V=T 1Y 2SRRI 4

VBIY BASY. tiittituiietieititiiiiee e e e ettt e e s e e et ae e s e e e et et e e e e e et aa e e e et eeeraans 5

BT a1 A (g To 1V AR 9
Comment:

Again these data clearly could be of considerable interest to an Agency and follow-up investigations could be

conducted where 15% or more indicated this would be ‘very’ easy.

(iv) Perceived efforts of relevant authorities in enforcing laws against trafficking of doping
methods/substances

Items:

Q#. How serious do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned performance
enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
serious serious serious serious serious
I o ] [T TR T 2, K T 4o 5
2. CUSEOMS OFfiICEIS...cvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s T 2 e K ST 4. 5

Q#. Overall, how effective do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned
performance enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
effective  effective effective effective effective
1. POlICE T 2 e K ST 4. 5
2. CUSTOMS OffICOIS..uuniiiiiiiieeee e O 2, K T 4o 5

Comment:
Deterrence efforts would be undermined where substantial proportions did not consider Police or Customs
officers were serious about the issue and their prevention of trafficking efforts not effective. Such views, other

things being equal, could facilitate an athlete’s decision to seek or accept a banned substance.

81



A8. Beliefs about the Affordability of Doping Methods/Substances
A8.1 Minimum/basic items
Perceived affordability of performance-enhancing substances:

Iltem:

Q#. How expensive would it be for you personally to buy each of the following types of substances?

Very Quite Quite Very Don't
cheap cheap Neither expensive expensive know
1. Anabolic steroids.......ccoevverieiniierincieenieennns Lo, 2 e K JU /R S 9
2. Beta-blockers.....ccovvevviiiiiiniiiiiieiee e, Toooiiiiinn, 2 e 3 TR 5, 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ........cccccc....... Toooiiinn, 2 e K ST T L 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances ......ccccvevveeeriiieeeriiieeen, 1o, 2 e 3 T 5, 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... Lo, 2 e, B 4. S, 9
6. DiIUreLiCS...ueeeieeiiieiiiiieeee et LToiines 2 e 3 4. 5 9

Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:

Table 4.17 shows the results for a sample of elite Australian athletes.

Table 4.17: Australian athletes’ Perceived affordability of six performance-enhancing substances (N=1,237)

Very Quite Neither Quite Very Don’t No
cheap cheap expensive  expensive know response
% % % % % % %
Anabolic steroids 0.2 0.6 1.6 11.3 25.6 58.6 1.9
Human growth hormones
(hGH) 0.3 0.2 0.9 5.7 27.8 63.1 1.9
Designer steroids like
Tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) 0.3 0.2 0.6 5.4 27.6 63.9 1.9
Erythropoietin (EPO) and
other similar substances 0.4 0.6 0.5 5.4 26.9 64.3 1.9
Beta-blockers 0.4 1.4 2.2 8.6 15.4 69.8 2.1
Diuretics 3.0 10.2 6.3 8.4 11.2 58.9 2.1
Comment:

Again, as for availability, these data are useful for identifying which drugs are and are not believed to be
affordable, and hence, in conjunction with the availability data, to determine whether the Agency should be

targeting specific drugs. Again, a high percentage of ‘don’t knows’ is a desirable result.
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A9. Beliefs about Other Athletes’ Attitudes Towards and Use of Doping
Methods/Substances

A9.1 Minimum/basic items

(i) Descriptive norms

Definition: These norms relate to peoples’ perceptions of how others actually behave; that is, the norms of ‘what
is’ (Cialdini, Reno & Kallgren, 1990). Within the context of the SDCM, descriptive norms reflect an athlete’s
perceived prevalence of other athletes’ use of doping. If athletes believe that a majority or most other athletes

in their sport are doping, then they will be more susceptible to engaging in that behavior.

Items:

Q#. The following statements are intended to provide an insight into your beliefs regarding other athletes’ use
of doping.

Percentage (%)

1. Out of 100%, how many athletes in your sport do you believe engage doping
to enhance their PErfOrMANCE.... ..o e e e e e are e e e e e e e eannens

2. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes in your country do you believe
engage in doping to enhance their performance? ........ccccei e

3. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes do you believe will be engaged
in doping during the next 2 years to enhance their performance? ........cccccovveeeiiieccciiieeeee e,

4. Out of 100%, how many coaches in your sport do you believe would
encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance their performance? .........cccccceveiiveeecnnnennn.

5. Out of 100%, how many coaches in elite sports in your country do you
believe would encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance
18 01T o =T (o] o s g T- Y s Lol Y SRS

Comment:

The average percentages assigned to each of these five measures provide useful information to a NADO, and
particularly with respect to beliefs about coaches. Where substantial proportions consider that 30% or more
other athletes (or coaches) engage in (or encourage) doping, then the Agency is facing a situation where doping

could become normalized and hence resistant to anti-doping efforts.

A9.2 Optional measure

(ii) Subjective norms

Definition: These norms relate to peoples’ perceptions of what they think other people would approve or
disapprove of; that is, the norms of ‘what ought’ (Cialdini, Reno & Kallgren, 1990). Within the context of the
SDCM, subjective norms reflect one’s beliefs about important others’ opinions towards them doping. Basically,
these types of norms allow people to determine what types of behaviors are or are not acceptable in society or

their social context (e.g., sport).
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The following three items are general items related to Reference Group opinion covered in Section A6.

Iltems:

Q#. The following statements are intended to provide an insight into your beliefs about other people’s
opinions towards the athlete using doping.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree

1. Most people | know would approve
of me using prohibited substances
to enhance my performance during
this S€aSON....cvvivcieirieeree e, Lo 2 3 R S 6 e 7

2. People who are important to me
would approve of me using
prohibited substances to enhance
my performance during this season........ T, 2, I 4. S 6o 7

3. Most people close to me expect
me to use prohibited substances
to enhance my performance during
this S€aSON....cviivieieieeriee e, Lo, 2 3 R S 6 e 7

Comment:

Again, the distributions of responses to each item are of interest, although an average score of the three items
could also be computed for cross tabulations with other variables. Again these variables provide the NADO with
the social context within which athletes will make decisions about doping. With respect to percentages
endorsing the various items, we would again suggest that where 30% or more score 5 or more on these items,
then the Agency could consider investigating the reasons why athletes hold these beliefs and develop ways of
countering these beliefs. For example, if surveys of the general public show that an overwhelming majority of
people from all walks of life are strongly opposed to doping, then these findings could be widely publicized in the

mass and sports media.

A10. Beliefs about Societal Influences on Doping
It is likely that athletes who believe that sport and the Olympics have become too commercialized would be
more likely to dope if given the opportunity. Agencies may or may not wish to include one or all of the following

items to gain a better understanding of their athletes’ beliefs in this regard.

4.10.1 Minimum/basic items

Q#. How much pressure, directly or indirectly, do you think the (country) government or the (country) Olympic
Committee puts on elite athletes to win Olympic gold medals?

NO Pressure at all........ooccieer i e 1
F N o [ o T ST U SRR 2
MOEIAtE PrESSUIE ...eeiiceiiieeeeiieeeecciee et e e e e stre e e e sbre e e e be e e e e sabreeeesnsaeeeesnnees 3
F N (o] o) Ty U o ST 4
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Q#. To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased a ‘win at all costs’ attitude amongst elite athletes?

[ = 1o I o To TN & T ox (USSR 1
INCreased @ lIttl coueee e e 2
Increased SOMEWNAT .....cccciiiiiiciiee et 3
INCreased @ 1Ot .....ueii it 4

Q#. To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased the temptation amongst elite athletes to use banned performance enhancing substances?

[ = 1o I o To TN & T ox USSP 1
INCreased @ littl coueee e 2
Increased SOMEWAL .........ooiiii i 3
TaTol g T Ty =To 1= T (o 1 USSR 4

Distribution of responses for an Australian sample of elite athletes:
Table 4.18 shows the distribution of responses for an Australian elite athlete survey. It is clear from these data
that a substantial proportion of athletes in Australian feel pressured by their government, with 29% nominating

‘a lot of pressure”.

Table 4.18: Perceived pressure exerted by the Australian government on athletes to win
Olympic gold medals (N=1,237)

%
A lot of pressure 29.1
Moderate pressure 40.3
A little pressure 20.4
No pressure at all 7.5
No response 2.7
Total 100.0

Comment:

These individual items are useful to inform agencies such as NADOs about the sporting context in which athletes
make decisions about doping, and particularly the item that gauges the amount of pressure governments are
seen to place on their athletes to win Olympic gold medals. Where substantial proportions believe governments
are placing ‘a lot’ of pressure on athletes, then the NADO could investigate why government policies or practices

might be contributing to this pressure.

Where substantial proportions believe that commercialization has increased a ‘win at all costs’ attitude and the
temptation to dope, there is probably little a NADO can do other than be mindful of such and introduce

discussion of the relative benefits and disadvantages of commercialization in education programs.
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B. Athlete Characteristics Modules
B11l. Performance-Enhancing Drug Use

Use of banned performance-enhancing substances and methods.

B11.1 Minimum/basic items

e Self-reported use of banned performance-enhancing substances in general.

e Self-reported use of specific banned performance-enhancing substances and methods in ‘last 12 months’.

e Whether ever tested positive for a banned performance-enhancing substance.

Iltems:

Q#. Which one of the following most applies to you?

| have never considered using a banned performance-enhancing substance .......ccccccoveciviiieeeeecccccciiieeeeen, 1
At one stage | thought briefly about using a banned performance-enhancing
0] o1 =1 ool T TP 2
At one stage | thought quite a bit about using a banned performance-enhancing
] o1 =] o[0T TP P UORP PP 3
| still think occasionally about using a banned performance-enhancing substance
because other athletes are USING them ........ooiiiii e e e s raa e e e e saaaee s 4
| briefly used a banned performance-enhancing substance in the past but no
T aT=L=Tglte [o I Yo TSRS 5
| occasionally use a banned performance-enhancing substance now for
£y oJTol 1 Toll o T o To 1YY= PP 6
| regularly try or use banned performance-enhancing sUbStaNCeS ..........ccoeciiiiieiiiii e 7
Q#. Inthe last 12 months, how often have you used any of the following, for whatever reason?
Have  Did not use More
never in the last lto2 3to5 6 to 10 than
used 12 months  times times times 10 times
1. Anabolic steroids.......cceeeevennrnernnnnnnnnnennnnnn i 2 e K .- SO 6
2. Beta-blockers.....ocovvvieinieiiiieiniec e Lo, 2 e K JU boiiiiiiiiiees S 6
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ........c.cc.......... Toooiiieen, 2 e K JUTT oo B, 6
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances .......ccoccevviiincieeiieeennenn, i T 2 e K JU S UUUUR - SOUR 6
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... Lo, 2 e E JU boioiviiviiees S, 6
6. DiIUreLiCS..uveeiieeieiiiiieieee e 1o, 2 e K J 4. S5 6
7. Doping methods .........ccocveveiiiieeecciiee e, Toooiiinn, 2 e K FUT b B 6
8. Alphabodies.....ccccecvevivvciiiiiiiieieiee e, 1o 2 e, B 4o B 6

Q#. Have you ever tested positive for a banned performance-enhancing substance?
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Comment:
These data are self-evidently of interest to a NADO. Various surveys around the globe yield a range of athletes
reporting that they currently or have ever used banned performance enhancing substances, from very low levels

in elite athletes to up to 20% or more in samples of bodybuilders.

B12. Use of Nutritional Supplements and Beliefs about Therapeutic Use
Exemptions (TUEs)

Use of nutritional substances has been found in some studies to correlate with doping susceptibility. This
commonality no doubt reflects a general favorable disposition towards performance enhancing substances and
technologies. There have been few studies of athletes’ beliefs about Therapeutic Use Exemptions and hence
little is known about athletes with such exemptions and the impact it has — if any — on attitudes to doping
(Overbye & Wagner, 2012). It would be anticipated that athletes who considered such exemptions were being
abused by other athletes would be more susceptible to doping than if they believed that such exemptions

were ‘legitimate’.

B12.1 Minimum/basic item
(i) Use of nutritional supplements

Item:

Q#. How often have you used any of these nutritional supplements in the past 12 months?

Never Rarely Sometimes Frequently  Very Systematically
frequently
1. Vitamin or mineral supplements ................ 1o, 2, S I S L 6
2. Herbal products ........cccccviivvieieiiicciiieeeen, i 2 K R . TR S 6
3. Creatine ..o i RPN 2 K I  STRUUURTO 5 6
4. SPorts drinks ....ccveeeeevieeeieiiee e 1o, 2, S I S S 6
5. Energy bars ....cooeeeeeeiicce e, A, 2 K S SR S 6
6. Caffeine...ccovveeiieeiee e, 1o 2 3 ST 5 6
7. Protein-carbohydrate shakes...................... 1o, 2, I A S e 6

B12.2 Optional measure
(ii) Therapeutic Use Exemptions

Iltem:

Q#. To what extent do you think that athletes who have been given Therapeutic Use Exemptions have been
thoroughly evaluated and that their exemptions are justified?

N oY o T=I TV ) 1=Tc ISP 1
MOSt NOL JUSEIfIEd ceeeeeeeee e 2
Some are justified, others are NOt........cccoeeeeciiiiccieececee e, 3
MOST JUSTIIRA. ... etiiee et et e e e tee e e e eataeeeeans 4
AlLJUSTIFIEA 1o et e e e e 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt s e e sbe e e st e sba e esbae e sabaesnasee e 9
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Comment:
NADOs can note the most popular nutritional supplements and ensure that education programs provide clear
warnings that athletes should take diligent steps to ensure that their supplements will not lead to inadvertent

consumption of a banned substance.

Where a substantial proportion of athletes do not believe that all or most TUEs are justified, then the Agency
could investigate why this is so and take steps to correct the situation. This would be particularly important

where these data are found via crosstabs to be related to doping susceptibility.

B13. Demographics and Sporting Background

Data on athletes’ sporting background and socio-demographic information.

B13.1 Minimum/basic items
(i) Sporting background

Items:

Q#. What is the main sport you are or have been involved in?

Q#. How many years have you competed in your main sport?

Less than 1 year (OF SEASON........eeeccvieeeeiieeeeeree e erree e srre e e e sbee e e e saeee e e sanes 1
1 Or 2 YEAIS (OF SEBASONS ..vvveeeieiieeeeirieeeeiitreeeeitreeeesrreeeessreeeesseeeeessseeessnnens 2
More than 2 but less than 5 years (0r SEasonS .......ccceeeecveeeeeriiieeeesciieee e 3
5 OF MOIE YEArS (OF SEASONS...ccccviieeeciieeeeeiteeeeetreeesetreesestreeeesbeeeesasaeeesans 4

Q#. What is the highest level you have competed at?

(@ 11V 5 Yo 1ol =T o V= SRR 1
World championship events/international events.........ccoeeeveveeiveeecreeenen. 2
National cOMPEtition ......ccoeiiiiieeee e 3
State CoOMPELItiON ... 4
Regional competition ..o 5
City/district COMPELITION ....ecuveieieeecree ettt et 6

Q#. Do you hold or have you ever held titles?

YEs — National Title ..eeeieieeeiieeeeee e 1
Yes — INternational title.........uuueveiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirreeerreree . 2
NI = L (I 41 =TS POO PR POPPPPPPPPPPPPPRIR 3
1o N 4

Q#. Have you ever had a Therapeutic Use Exemption?

Yes —and Still NAVE .....ccuvviiiieee e 1
YES — BUL NO IONGEI oottt eaaeee s 2
N 2 3
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Q#. Do you compete in events for athletes with a disability?

(ii) Socio-demographic information

Items:

Q#. What is your age?

Q#. Areyou:

Q#. What is your highest level of education? (adapted to country)

Completed YEar 9 OF |€5S....cccuuiii ettt e e 1
Completed YEAr 10 .....cccuiieeiiiieeeeeee ettt e e are e e e e e nrre e e e 2
(00T 0¥ o] [=Tu=To I =T | ot I U 3
(00T 0 gV o] [T e =To I =T | ot 1 U 4
Some technical COIIEEE ... 5
SOME UNIVEISITY ..uuueiiiii e annnnnanan 6
Currently enrolled in technical college.......ccooecrmiieeeeiiiccce e, 7
Currently enrolled in UnIVersity .......ccccuieiiiei i 8
Completed technical COIlEGE ..o 9
Completed UNIVEISItY ..c.cooccceeieieeec et e e e e 10

Q#. To what extent do you currently derive income from your participation in sport? Include here both direct
payments and winnings as well as sponsorships, endorsements and scholarships.

No income at all from SPOIt......c.uviiiiciiiee e 1
Occasional income from SPOIt......ccuiiiiiiiieiiriiiee e e 2
Regular income but less than half of total income........cccccceeeiiiiininnnnnnn. 3
About half my income from SPOrt ........ccccciiiiiiii e 4
More than half from sport, but not all my income .........cccoceeeeeiiieeiciienenns 5
All or almost all of my income from spPort.......ccccceeiieeeeciiee e, 6

Q#. What is your total annual income from all sources? (adapted to country)

Less than 10,000 ... 1
10,000 t0 19,999.....cc i, 2
20,000 t0 29,999......ccieiieeieiererererereeereeererererere——————————————————————————————————————————————. 3
30,000 £0 49,999.......uuu e naanan 4
50,000 £0 69,999.......uuuuic e anan 5
70,000 £0 99,999.....cuuuii e nan 6
J 0[O 010000 gl 0 o [o Y IR 7
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Comment:
The above data are not only necessary to assess the make-up of the sample and its representativeness, but
to also look at whether the various doping use, attitude and susceptibility measures differ amongst

different groups.

B14. Overall Susceptibility to Doping; Intention to Dope in the Near Future; and
Overall Attitude to Doping

Of these three measures, we believe that ‘susceptibility to doping’ is the most important variable to measure
with respect to identifying athletes most likely to dope. However, if space permits, measures of all three

variables can be included. We have chosen the simplest evidence-based items.

B14.1 Minimum/basic items

(i) Susceptibility to doping

Susceptibility to performance-enhancing substances use is measured via a hypothetical scenario format as in
Bamberger and Yaeger (1997; Corbin et al., 1994). It has been used by the authors in several published studies. It

consists of the following three measures.

Items:

Q#. If you were offered a banned performance enhancing substance under medical supervision at low or no
financial cost and the banned performance enhancing substance could make a significant difference to
your performance and was currently not detectable, how much consideration do you think you might give
to this offer?

oY o 1= T 1 | USSR 1
A little conSIderation........ccuveieee e 2
SOME CONSIAEIALION ....eeeeiiiiiieee e e e e et re e e e e 3
A ot Of CONSIAEIAtION......coiiiiiiieciiie e e 4

Q#. Given the pressures athletes are often under to win, how confident are you that you could refuse

this offer?

Very confident could refuse........ccueeiiciiiiicciie e 1
Quite confident could refusSe .......cccuveeeiiiiiiieieeeee e 2
Not very confident could refuse ........ccecuveeiecieii e, 3
Not confident at all could refuse .......ooccvvveeeiiiiiicciieeee e, 4
Wouldn't WaNT £0 MEFUSE ..uuueeiieiiieeceeeeee et 5

Q#. How confident are you in being able to resist pressure from your team mates to use a banned substance?

Very confident could resist .......ooocuiiiiicieii i 1
Quite confident could resist.......ccccueiiviiieiiiiie e 2
Not very confident could resist.........eveecuieieeiiieieciiee e 3
Not confident at all could resist.........ccoeeuiiiieiiieiiecee e 4
Wouldn't Want 0 reSist .....uvviiiiiiiee it 5
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Distribution of responses in an Australian sample of elite athletes:
Table 4.19 shows that in this sample of elite Australian athletes, a majority would give the offer no consideration

at all (57%). Nevertheless, 16% would give the offer ‘some’ or ‘a lot’ of consideration, and a further 25% ‘a little’

consideration.

Table 4.19: Amount of consideration athletes would give to an offer of a banned performance-
enhancing substance (N=1,237)

%
A lot of consideration 7.9
Some consideration 8.4
A little consideration 25.1
None at all 56.7
No response 1.9
Total 100.0

Regardless of how much consideration they would give the offer, Table 4.20 shows that only 3.8% stated they
would not be confident in refusing the offer, with almost three in four claiming to be ‘very’ confident they could

refuse the offer.

Table 4.20: How confident athletes feel they could refuse an offer of a banned performance-
enhancing substance (N=1,237)

%
Very confident could refuse 73.6
Quite confident could refuse 20.0
Not very confident could refuse 2.7
Not confident at all could refuse 1.1
Wouldn’t want to refuse 0.8
No response 1.8
Total 100.0

Comment:

This ‘amount of consideration’ measure of doping susceptibility is a key measure and likely to reflect an athlete’s
disposition more genuinely than being asked outright whether or not they would accept or refuse such an offer.
In the above case, just over 40% stated they would give the offer at least a little consideration. This reflects that
in other facilitating circumstances (e.g., lowered deterrence perceptions; heightened financial rewards;
situational circumstances such as requiring a quick recovery from injury; etc), a substantial number of such
athletes could succumb to doping. At the very least, these data show that when asked an indirect question about
doping, they reflect a far more positive disposition than when asked directly. These data reinforce that NADOs

must maintain a high and sustained anti-doping education program to ensure as far as possible that susceptible
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athletes are not placed in situations where they may succumb to doping temptations. Of most interest in the
above data would be a crosstab of these two variables to identify what proportion would give the offer some

consideration and are not very confident they could refuse the offer.

(ii) Intention to dope in the near future

Item:

Q#. Do you intend to use prohibited substances or methods to enhance your performance or gain a
competitive edge against your opponents during this season?

DefiNitelY NOt....eiii e e e 1

(0] oF=] o] AV o Vo ) SRS 2

Might or Might NOt....cciiieec e 3

Probably Will.......coo e e 4

DEFINItelIY Will ...eeeieeeeeee e e e et 5
Comment:

As previously, a figure of 30% or more nominating ‘3’ or more would indicate a substantial proportion
susceptible to doping and likely to accept offers to dope. The proportion nominating ‘5’ would clearly be of

interest.

(iii) Attitude to doping

Definition: For the purposes of this project, one’s overall attitude towards some object or behavior, is defined as
one’s overall positive or negative feeling towards that object or engaging in that behavior. There are a number of
ways of measuring attitudes. We include two simple attitude measures as our primary focus is on doping
susceptibility as the variable of most interest to anti-doping agencies. Note also that the focus is on measuring
attitudes to using performance-enhancing substances rather than attitudes to performance-enhancing

substances per se.

Items:

Q#. The following statements are designed to help us gather information about athletes’ thoughts on doping
in sport. Please provide your rating by circling the appropriate response that best represents your position
about these issues. Numbers “1” and “7” indicate a very strong position; and “4” indicates that you are
undecided as to your position on that issue.

Using prohibited substances or methods to enhance my performance in the next 12 months would be.

Badidea......... T 2. S U 4.......... 5 6. T, Good idea
Of no use to me.......... T 2o T 4. 5o 6. /S Very useful to me
Not beneficial ......... T 2eiiin. U 4.......... 5 (S T, Beneficial

The above three items are sufficient, but the following items can be added if of interest and space permits:
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Unethical.......... T 2, 3 4.......... S, (ST 7 o, Ethical

Dangerous.......... 1. 2. 3, 4. S, [T 7. Safe
Unhealthy.......... 1. 2. 3, 4. T [T 7. Healthy
Wrong.......... 1. 2. 3, 4. T [T 7. Right
Unacceptable.......... 1. 2. 3, 4. T [T 7. Acceptable

Overall attitude scores are obtained by adding the scores for all items.

A useful single-item item related to attitude measures the athlete’s perceived necessity to use performance-

enhancing substances to perform at the highest levels in their sport (following the work of Petrdczi, 2002).

Item:

Q#. In your sport, how necessary do you believe it is for athletes to use banned performance-enhancing
substances at least at some time, to perform at the very highest levels?

Definitely NaVe 1O USE ... .uuiiiiiei et e e 1
Probably have tO USE ........ueiiiii i 2
Might or might not have to USe.........ceeviiiiiciiiee e 3
Probably dont Nave t0 USE......ccuviiiiciiiee ettt ettt 4
Definitely don’t have 0 USE ........eeiiiiiieeciee ettt 5

Distribution of responses in a sample of elite Australian athletes:

Table 4.21 shows that just over two-thirds of these athletes responded ‘definitely’ don’t have to use banned

performance-enhancing substances to perform at the highest levels (69%).

Table 4.21: Perceived necessity to use banned performance-enhancing substances to perform
at the very highest levels

N=1,237

%
Definitely have to use 2.3
Probably have to use 33
Might or might not have to use 8.1
Probably don’t have to use 13.8
Definitely don’t have to use 69.2
No response 3.3
Total 100.0

Comment:

The above item is clearly of interest to NADOs, and particularly where a substantial proportion (20% or more)
hold a positive attitude to doping or believe a banned substance is necessary for them to perform at the highest

levels. With respect to Table 4.19, the recommendation to the Agency would be to continue to monitor

the situation.
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SECTION 5: A COMPLETE LISTING OF ALL QUESTIONNAIRE MEASURES:
QUESTIONNAIRE MODULES

This section provides a listing of 14 questionnaire modules relevant to anti-doping research. The listing
includes all basic measures in the standard questionnaire as well as optional extras that can be used for

more specific purposes.

5.1 Morality and Cheating Measures

5.1.1 Moral decision-making (attitudes to cheating and other behaviors)

Q#. In the list below there are some things that people have said about cheating and fair play in sport. Please
read each one and circle one of the numbers beside it to show how much you agree or disagree with it.
Some of these are not very different so you will have to carefully examine each statement.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree

1. Itis ok to cheat if nobody knows .........cccecuvriieeennnnnn. i R 2, K S, . AU 5
2. Wininng and losing are a part of life.......cccccceecvveeennns 1o, 2 K B S 5
3. |sometimes try to wind up the opposition................. i TR 2 K S s 5
4. 1 would cheat if | thought it would help me win ......... 1o, 2 3 o, 5
5. Itis ok to lose sometimes because in life you

don’t win everything .....coooccciiieeee e 1o, 2 K S . ST 5
6. Itis not against the rules to psych people out

SO 'S OK 10 O SO...uvviiiiiiiiiiieecee e 1o 2 e 3 boeviiieennn, 5

If other people are cheating, | think | can too............. 1o, 2 K IS o, 5

If you win properly, it feels better than if you

did it dishonestly .......ccceeeeeeeiiiiieeeeee e, 1o, 2 K S S 5
9. Sometimes | waste time to unsettle

the OpPPOSILION ....cciiiiiiiiciee e 1o, 2 K BTSN Lo, 5
10. Icheatiflcan get away withit.......cccccceeiiiiiiinnnnnn, | 2 K SR S 5
11. You have to think about the other people

and not just WINNING......cccceeeeeiieeeeciee e 1o, 2 K ST o, 5
12. If I don’t want another person to do well

then | put them off a bit....ccooceviiiiii i, | TR 2 3 s S 5
13. When | get the chance, | fool the official..................... | TR 2 3 Ao, 5
14. |get annoyed by people trying

to “Win at all Costs” ..covviiiriiiiieecieeeeee e 1o 2 K U 7 ST 5
15. Itis a good idea to upset your opponent.................... i 2, K S, . ST 5
16. lalways play by the rules ......ccccceeeiveeiiciiieieieeee, 1o, 2 S B S 5
17. Winning is all that matters.......ccccocveeeieiieiecccieeeeen, 1o, 2 S B S 5
18. | would never psych anybody out......c..ccceccuvvvieeeeeennn. i R 2, K S, . AT 5
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Strongly Strongly

disagree Neutral agree
19. | would cheat if | thought it would help
MEe OF MY t€AM WiN.....uuuuiieeeeinieeees R 2 i, K T S 5
20. Itis understandable that players swear
in the heat of the moment .......cccoecvvvvieiiiiinceniiies Lo, 2 e K SO R 5

5.1.2 Moral disengagement (short)

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players (or athletes) might have about competitive sport
are listed below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each
one by circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree

1. Itis ok for players lie to officials if

it helps them or their team........cccccceeueee. 1o 2 3 R 5. Boreeeerreenn 7
2. Bending the rules is a way of evening

thiNES UP v, i 2, K S R 5, Burrrrreeeennn 7
3. (Shouting at an opponent is okay as long

as it doesn’t end in violent conduct............ 1o 2 i  JUT 4. 5 6o 7
4. It is unfair to blame players who only

play a small part in unsportsmanlike

tactics used by their team........ccccoeeuveeennnee. i R 2 K JRTTRRRoN 4 ... 5o, Burrrrreeannn, 7
5. A player should not be blamed for

injuring an opponent if the coach

reinforces such behaviour ..........ccocceevneene 1o 2 e C JU R 5 6o 7
6. Insults among players do not really

hurt anNyone.....cccveeiieiiee e i R 2 K JRTRRoN 4. 5. ST 7
7. It is okay to treat badly an opponent

who behaves like an animal..........cc.cc........ i R 2 K JRTTRRoN 4. 5, 6reerrreennn 7
8. Players who are mistreated have

usually done something to deserve it......... 1o 2 TSR 4. 5o, Bureeeerrennn 7
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5.1.3 Moral disengagement

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players (or athletes) might have about competitive sport
are listed below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each
one by circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree
1. Itis okay to be hostile to an opponent
who has insulted your team-mate/s......... TR 2, 3, 4. L YPTTR 6 7
2. Bending the rules is a way of evening
thiNGS UP wevveivieiei it Toiiins 2 3 e 4. 5t 6o 7
3. Shouting at an opponent is okay as long
as it does not end in violent conduct........ Lo, 2 3 T L TR 6 e 7

4. A player should not be blamed for
using illegal tactics if everyone on the
team does it..cccccevvciieeieiee e T, 2 3 4. S 6 ierreerens 7

5. Aplayer is not responsible for acting
aggressively if this is encouraged by

his/her parents ........ccceveveeeceeecieeccreeenee. o T 2o I 4. D (YT 7
6. Mocking an opponent does not really

hurt RiM/her ..., o 2eeeeeeenn I L. S (YT 7
7. ltis okay to treat badly an opponent

who behaves like an animal...................... ) 2. 3 7 S 6. 7

8. If a player is mocked by an opponent,
it is the opponent’s fault if the player

then tries to injure him/her........cc..ccoc...... | TR 2 3 4. LS YTTTR B 7
9. Itis okay for players to lie to officials
if it helps their team........ccccceeeiiinninennn. T, 2, 3 4. S 6 7

10. Injuring an opponent is a way of
teaching him/her alesson .........ccoevennee. Lo 2 3 4. LS YTTT B 7

11. Compared to physical violence, verbally
provoking an opponent is not that bad.... 1.............. 2, 3, 4. S 6o 7

12. It is unfair to blame players who only
play a small part in unsportsmanlike
tactics used by their team........ccccccvveens T, 2 I /R S 6o 7

13. A player should not be blamed for
injuring an opponent if the coach
reinforces such behavior ........cccccevennnneen. Toooinnns 2 K I 4o 5 6 e 7

14. Insults among players do not really

hurt anyone.......cccceeeccveee e, T, 2 I 4. ST 6 o 7
15. If an opponent acts like an animal

he/she deserves to be treated like one.... 1.............. 2 I 4. ST 6 e 7
16. Players that get mistreated have

usually done something to deserve it....... T, 2, 3 4. S 6. 7

17. Fouling an opponent is okay if it
discourages him/her from injuring your
team-mates......ooocviiieeiiiiie 1o, 2, 3 e 4. 5t 6 e 7
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Strongly

disagree
Acting aggressively is just a way of
showing you are a tough opponent.......... 1.
Mocking an opponent is not bad
compared to injuring him/her................... 1.

A team decision to use unsportsmanlike
tactics is just that, and not the
responsibility of any individual on

the team ..o, 1....

If players are not disciplined for
unsportsmanlike conduct they should

not be blamed for behaving this way........ 1.

Aggressive language toward an
opponent does not actually

harm anyone ......cccccvvveeeeei e 1.

Some opponents deserve to be

treated like animals......ccccccvvviiiiiiinnnn 1.

If a player retaliates to something
an opponent has done, this is the

opponent’s fault........ccccoecvviiiiiiieiiciieeea, 1.

Fighting is okay if it is done to protect

ateam-mate....coooovviieiiiiiiie e, 1.

Arguing with officials is a way of

keeping them on their toes....................... 1....

Winding an opponent up is nothing
compared to screaming abuse in

hiS/her face.....uuvivceeieieeiieeeeeee e 1....

Players should not take responsibility
for negative consequences of
their actions if they are following

team deciSioNnS........ueeeeeeeeeiiiiieiiieee e, 1.

A player should not be blamed for
arguing with officials if he/she has

seen the coach doing it ......cccccevveeiiiinennns 1.
Teasing an opponent does not really

hurt him/her ..o 1o,
If an opponent does not act humanly

he/she should be made to suffer.............. 1.
A player should not be held responsible

if he/she retaliates when fouled................ 1.
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5.1.4 Moral identity

Q#. Here are some traits that might describe a person: caring, compassionate, fair, friendly, generous, helpful,
hardworking, honest, and kind. The person with these characteristics could be you or it could be someone
else. For a moment, visualize in your mind the kind of person who has these characteristics. Imagine how
that person would think, feel, and act. When you have a clear image of what this person would be like,
answer the following questions.

Strongly Strongly
disagree agree

1. It would make me feel good to be a person

who has these characteristics........ccocvvvrviienienineeennennn 1o 2 3 ST 5
2. Being someone who has these characteristics

is an important part of who lam.........ccccceeeieiieeenn, 3 2 3, Ao 5
3. | would be ashamed to be a person who

has these characteristics.......cccovveerviiiniieniiiiieeeieee 1o 2 3 ST 5
4. Having these characteristics is not really

IMPOrtanNt tO ME .ocvvveieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s R 2 3 Ao 5

| strongly desire to have these characteristics ............. i R 2, K S, Qoo 5
6. | often buy products that communicate the

fact that | have these characteristics........ccoccvivveennenn. 1o 2 3 ST 5
7. | often wear clothes that identify me as having

these characteristics ......ccccvvvviieeiiniiec e, 1o, 2 K BN ST 5
8. The types of things that | do in my spare

time (e.g., hobbies) clearly identify me

as having these characteristics.......cccovvveevicieeeiicinnenn. 1o, 2 3 oo, 5
9. The kinds of books and magazines that | read

identify me as having these characteristics.................. i 2 K S, . N 5
10. The fact that | have these characteristics

is communicated to others by my membership

in certain organizations ......ccccccvveveeeieiieeieieeeeieeeeeeeeeeeenns i 2 3, SN 5
11. I am actively involved in activities that

communicate to others that | have these

CharacteristiCs . ...ccvviiivciiei i 1o, 2 3 S 5

5.1.5 Moral stance

Q#t. Regardless of whether you believe performance enhancing substances or methods (PESM) should be
banned or allowed, which of the following statements best describes your own personal feelings about
deliberately using banned PESM?

| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance
is morally wrong under any CIFCUMSTANCES .......uiiiiiiieieiiiieee et e ettt e e estr e e e st e e e sar e e e sssbeeesessaeesenssaeessnseeean 1

| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance
is morally OK under some circumstances, but wrong under others.........c.ccoveciiiiicciiec e 2

| believe deliberately using banned PESM to improve performance
is morally OK under any CIrCUMSEANCES ......uviiiieiiieeciiiieeee e e eeectree e e e e e e se e e e e e s eseaerreeesaeeeesnstseeeeeaeeesansrnnnees 3
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5.1.6 Moral emotions
Q#. If you were caught using banned performance enhancing substances or methods, to what extent would
you experience the following feelings:
Not at all A great extent
1. AShaMEd ceoiiiiiee e Lo, 2 e 3 . U 5
2. EMDBArrassed ......coocveerieeiiieenieesiee et s Lo, 2 e K O R 5
3. GUIREY e 1o, 2 e, B e, 5
5.2 Legitimacy Perceptions
5.2.1 Distributive justice
Q#. How fairis the (insert name of NADO) in terms of treating all athletes equally?
LY LTV -1 1 SRRSO 1
o | ST OO PP PP TOURPPPPPPPPON 2
LU 01 7 1 USSR 3
VEIY UNTIT 1o e ettt e e e ate e e e aneeas 4
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt e s e st esbe e ebae e sabeesnaeenes 9
Q#. How secure is the (insert name of NADO)'’s drug testing procedures in (country)? That is, in the taking of
samples and the care of samples?
VA= oV = Tol U < PP PPPPPT PP 1
QUUITE SECUIE ettt ettt e e e e sttt e e e s e s sar bt e e e e e e e e s sannneeeeeas 2
NOL rEAIlY SECUIE..cciie ettt e e e e e re e e e e e e 3
NOt @t @Il SECUME...eeiiiiieieeee e e e e s sbee e s 4
BT a1 A (g To 1V AR 9
Q#. How accurate do you feel the current drug tests are in terms of being able to correctly identify the
following substances?
Very Quite A little Not Not at all Don’t
accurate accurate accurate accurate accurate know
1. Anabolic steroids.......cccceevveiiviiieeiiicienennnen, 1o, 2, K I . S 5 9
2. Beta-blockers ......oocevevieeiiiiinieiriec e, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ...................... 1o, 2, K I ..o 5 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.......ccccocvvevviiincieeinieeennen, 1o 2 3 SRR 5 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ................ 1o, 2, K B .. 5 9
6. DIUretics . ...oovoiiiiiieeiieee e 1o, 2 S S Z TUPRT 5 9
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Q#. How accurate do you feel the current drug tests are in terms of being able to correctly identify banned
performance enhancing substances?
Y A=] oV Lol ol U - 1 = SO PPPTUPRPR PP 1
QUITE ACCUIATO...eeeeiiei ettt e e e s e e e e e s nnreeeeeeeeas 2
F N T [T Tolol U = OO 3
NOT ACCUNATe.ceiii e 4
NOt At All ACCUIAtE ....veiiiieiee e s 5
DON"E KNOW ..ttt ettt ettt st st s e e sbe e e sabaesbaeeaee 9
5.2.2 Procedural justice
Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test in (insert name of country) will be given a
fair hearing?
Very Satisfied. ... 1
Somewhat satisfied......cccoveceiie e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied .......ccceeiiieiiiiece e 3
Very dissatisfied ... 4
Do) o 10 A {3 To 1V PSP 9
Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes in your sport who test positive will be given a fair hearing before a
decision is made about applying a penalty?
Very Satisfied. ... e 1
Somewhat satisfied......cccoviciiiiie e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied .......ccceeiiiiiiieece e 3
Very dissatiSfied ......oooiiiiee e e 4
BT a1 A (g Yo 1V 9
Q#. How satisfied are you that athletes who appeal a positive test before the Court of Arbitration in Sport will
be given a fair hearing?
VeEry satisfied. ... e 1
Somewhat satisfied......ocviiiiiiiiiiee e 2
Somewhat dissatisfied ......ccceviiiiiiii i 3
Very dissatiSfied ... e 4
BT a1 A (g Yo 1V 9
5.2.3 Interactional justice
Q#. Did you find the experience of being tested traumatic or upsetting in any way?

1o TSP RPRPPN 1
YES — SOMEBWNAT .evvveiiieieeiiitiieeee et e e e e e eatare e e e e e eeeabbbaaeeeeee s 2
LI Y=Y 8V 1 10 ol o HO TR 3
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Q#. How would you describe the conduct of the testing personnel?

(a) Courteous OR Rude Or Neither
PR 2 s 3
(b) Helpful OR Unhelpful Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(c) Friendly OR Unfriendly Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3
(d)  Sensitive OR Insensitive Or Neither
Lo 2 s 3

5.3 Beliefs about the Benefits of Doping

5.3.1 Perceived performance-enhancing effects of banned substances and methods

Q#. If you were to use the following substances, how likely is it that these substances would improve your
performance in your sport?

Definitely Probably Might

would would or might  Probably Definitely Don't
not not not would would know
1. Anabolic steroids.......cccccevveeieviieeeiiiieeeenee, 1o, 2, K B R S e 9
2. Beta-blockers .....oeveiiiciiiiieieieeeeee, i 2 K R . SR S s 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .......cccceenn.eee. 1o, 2, S I S S e 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances.....ccccccoeccviieeeeeeecccieee, i 2, K S . SR S 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ............... 1o, 2erieeeeeeens K S oo, D s 9

Q#. If you were to use a banned performance enhancing substance of your choice, how likely is it that you
would improve your performance in your sport?

Definitely Would NOt........ouviiieeie e 1
Probably Would NOt ..........ueiiiiiiee e 2
Might or Might NOt ......eeeiiiiieeee e 3
Probably WOUId........cooeeeeeeee e 4
DefiNitely WOUI ....cccevieieeeeeeee et et et e e 5
BT a1 A (g To 1V AR 9
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5.3.2 Likelihood and desirability of potential positive outcomes for performing well in sport

Q#. How much would you personally like these outcomes for performing well in your sport?

A lot

1. National celebrity StatUusS.....cccccooecciiiieee e ...
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals ........c.ccccoecviiieciiiee e, L.
3. Personal best achievements .......ccooueeiieiiiiiiniccte e Lo
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach,

trainer or admMiniStrator......ccoveiveii i e i
5. Future financial SECUNILY ....cccvieiiiiiie e Lo
6. International celebrity status......cccccoeeciiiiieie e T

A little Not at all
.......... 2iiieiieiinnn 3
.......... 2SR |
.......... P2 |
.......... 2iiiiieiieiennn 3
.......... P2 |
.......... SRR |

Q#. To what extent does your sport offer athletes these outcomes if they perform well?

Alot

1. National celebrity Status......ccocciiiiiiciiee e Lo,
2. Lucrative financial sponsorship deals .......cccccooeeeeiiiiiieee e, ...
3. Personal best achievements .......c..covvviiiiiiiiiiicc e Lo,
4. Opportunities for remaining in the sport as coach,

trainer or admMiNiStrator.......ceiveciiii i T
5. Future financial SECUNItY .......uvviieeiiiieeeee e L.
6. International celebrity status........ccceeciiiiieiiiee e, o,

A little Not at all
.......... 2 3
.......... 2 3
.......... 2iiiieiieenennn 3
.......... 2 3
.......... 2 3
.......... 2 3

5.4 Beliefs about the Harms of Doping and the Consequences if Caught

5.4.1 Threats of enforcement

Q#. How likely is it that athletes at your level would be drug tested at least once a year?

(a) In competition at least once a year:

Very likely...................
Quite likely .................
A little likely................
Not likely .....eeeeeennneees
Not at all likely............
Don’t know.................

(b) Out of competition

Very likely...................
Quite likely .................
A little likely................
Not likely .....ccccuveeennnees
Not at all likely............
Don’t know.................

at least once a year:
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Q#. It has been said that athletes who take banned substances can use various methods to avoid
testing positive.

(a) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
while competing, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY HKEIY et e e e 1
(O L0111 1 PSP 2
A TS TKEIY oo e 3
NOE HKEIY .. et e etr e e sentae e e enes 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY et sbre e e 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt st sat e sbe e st e sabe e ebaeesabaesaneenes 9

(b) From what you know or have heard, if you were to take banned performance-enhancing substances
out of competition, how likely do you think that you could get away with it if you really tried to?

VEIY TIKEIY ettt e e e e et re e e e e e e e arre e e e e e e e eennnnes 1
(O LU 1 N 11 1 RSP 2
AR TKEIY e e et 3
NOT HKEIY .. e et e e s rata e e e enes 4
NOt @t @l TIKEIY c.eeveeee e e et e e e 5
DON"E KNOW ittt ettt ettt e st e s sate e sabe e ebaeesabaesaeeenes 9

Q#. From what you know or have heard, are the penalties for a positive drug test in your sport severe
or lenient?

VA= V=AY < PP PPPPT PP 1
o 1T LY <YL= o TSP 2
o 1T LY =T o1 o | USSP 3
RV =TV 1T o 11=Y o USRS 4
DON"E KNOW ittt sttt et sbe e st e sabe e ebae s sabeesneeenes 9

5.4.2 Threats to health of performance-enhancing substances use

Q#. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances
for a short time say up to two months?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic Steroids......ccvvvveeriiiiiiiieiee e Lo, 2 e 3 R 9
2. Beta-bloCKErsS .....coiviiiiiiiieeeeee e Lo, 2 e K S . TR 9
3. Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ...... Lo, 2 e, K S . T 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances....... (T 2 e, K SO . U 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ........cccccovieeiieeennnen. oo, 2 e, K SO Y U 9
6. DIUFELICS coeeeeeee e 1o, 2 e, 3 L R 9

103



Q#. How much harm to your health do you think would be caused by using each of the following substances
regularly?

No A little Some A lot of Don’t

harm harm harm harm know
1. Anabolic Steroids......ccccvevvciiiiiiiieie e, 1o, 2 K N . ST 9
2. Beta-bloCKers. ...t 1o, 2 K SN ST 9
3. Designer steroids like tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ....... 1o, 2 K B S 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other similar substances........ PO 2 K B oo 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) .......ccccceeeciveeincineennnns Lo, 2o K ST oo, 9
6. DIUFELICS...eeiiiiiiieceeee e 1o, 2 3 e oo 9

5.5 Personality Measures

5.5.1 Self-efficacy to refrain from doping

Q#. How confident are you in being able to resist pressure from your team mates to use a banned substance?

Very confident could resSist ... 1
Quite confident could resist........ccccuiiiiieei e 2
Not very confident could resist.........coccuiiiiieeiiicccieee e, 3
Not confident at all could resist.........ccoecuuiiieiiiiiecce e 4
Wouldn't Want 0 reSiSt .......ueiiieciiiee ettt et 5

Q#. Please rate the extent to which you currently feel that whether or not you take a banned performance
enhancing substance in the future is under your personal control?

Completely out Completely under
of my control my control
1o, 2 e K 4., S, 6 7

5.5.2 Doping self-efficacy

Q#. Here are several scenarios that you may have encountered, or may come across during your career in
sport. Please rate the extent to which you currently feel capable in being able to avoid or overcome these
situations using the scale below.

Not at all Completely
capable capable
1. To avoid using banned PEDMs before a
competition even when you know you can
getaway With it ....ccooeiiiiii e, T 2. I 4......... 5 6. 7
2. To avoid using banned PEDMs in sport even
when you feel down physically.......cccccovvviieriiieiinninennn. Tooinne 2. 3 4. 5 6. 7
3. To resist the temptation to use banned PEDMs
to improve your performance .........cccceecvveeeeciieeeecnnenn, 1. 2eiiiinns 3. 4. 5. ST 7
4. To resist the temptation to use banned PEDMs
to have a body that others would admire,
even when no-one would ever KNnow .........ccccevvcveeenns Toooinee 2. 3 4. 5 6. 7
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10.

Not at all
capable
To resist the temptation to use banned PEDMs

to have a great appearance........cccoceveeevescreecreesreeseeenns 1o

To avoid using banned PEDMs to have your

body look as you would like ........ccccuveeevciieiiiciieeeciee, 1.

To avoid using banned PEDMs to get results
more quickly, even when no-one would

VI KNOW ... e e 1.

To not use banned PEDMs, despite the pressure

to do so from Others......ccccccciiiii T

To avoid using banned PEDMs to improve
your performance in the sport you practice,
even when you know that it will not have

Y[ [ <] {=Tot ST T

To avoid using banned PEDMs, even when
most of those who practice your sport

USE ThEM e T

5.5.3 Sport motivation

Completely
capable

Q#.

© N o Uk W e

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.

Below are some reasons why people participate in sport. Using the scale provided, please indicate how
true each of the following statements is for you. When deciding if this is one of the reasons why you
participate, please think about all the reasons why you are participating in the current competitive season;
if you are not currently participating in a competitive season, please consider your reasons for

participation during your most recent competitive season.
| participate in my sport because ....
Not at all
true

because | eNjoy it...cveiiciieieieiiee e 1.
because it’s a part of who lam ..., 1.
because it’s an opportunity to just be who I am............ 1.
because | would feel ashamed if | quit......ccccceeunnnnnneennn. 1.
but the reasons why are not clear to me....................... 1.
because | would feel like a failure if | quit........cccecuvnee. 1.
but | wonder what’s the point........cccccccvvieeeeiiinccciiinenn. 1.
because what | do in sport is an expression

Of WhO [ @M.t 1o
because the benefits of sport are important to me....... 1.
because | TKe it.....cceeiiiiieiiiiec e 1o
because | feel obligated to continue.........cccccvveveennenn. 1.
but | question why | continue..........cccccvvvveeeeeiincciienenn. 1.
because people push me to play......ccccecvveeivciieeeccinnnnn. 1.
because if | don’t other people will not be

pleased With Me ......cccceeeieeccee e, 1.
because it teaches me self-discipline.......cccccccoeunvnneenn. 1.
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Not at all Somewhat Very

true true true

16. because | would feel guilty if | quit........cccveeeeiiieeennnee. o 2. I 4......... 5 6. 7
17. because | find it pleasurable........ccccovvveeeeieccciiiinennnn. j 2. 3 4. 5. (S 7
18. but | question why | am putting myself

through this........coociiiiii e, T 2. K I 4......... 5 6. 7
19. because it is a good way to learn things

which could be useful to me in my life........ccccoeeeennn. T 2. I 4......... 5. 6.ccceen. 7
20. in order to satisfy people who want me to play............ j 2. 3 4. 5. ST 7
21. because it allows me to live in a way that

IS true to My vValues.......ccceeeeieeicciieeee e j 2. 3 4. 5. (ST 7
22. because | value the benefits of my sport....................... i 2. 3 4. 5. (S 7
23. because | feel pressure from other people to play ....... T 2. I 4......... 5 6. 7
24, because it’s fUN ....ooccee e Lo 2, 3 4. 5 [T 7

5.5.4 Self-presentational concerns

Q#. Athletes have different perceptions as to how others may perceive them. The following statements
capture these differences in self-perceptions. For each of the following statements, circle the number that
best represents the extent to which the item corresponds to you with respect to the main sport you
currently compete in.

During competition | worry that other people may perceive me as ....

Never Always
1. Appearing untalented........ccccceeeveiiiiiieee e, i R 2, K S . AT 5
2. Appearing not to perform or execute perfectly ........... 1o, 2 S B S 5
3. Appearing athletically incompetent ........cccccceeeunnnneenn. i R 2, K S, o, 5
4. Appearing underskilled.........cccoiiieeeiiiiciiee e i R 2, K S, . AU 5
5. Appearing to lack ability ......ccceeevveeiiiiiiei e, 1o, 2 S B S 5
6. Appearing unqualified ........ccovveeeeiiicii e, i R 2, K S, . AT 5
7. Appearing flabby.......ccovvieiiiieee e, 1o, 2 K B S 5
8. Appearing physically untoned .........cccccovevvevciieeiiinennn. 1o, 2 K B S 5
9. Appearing ugly or unpleasant in my uniform............... i 2 K S . ST 5
10. Appearing physically unattractive .........ccccceeeevveeeenneen. 1o, 2 K B o, 5
11. Appearing too small or too big in my uniform.............. i T 2 K S . AT 5
12. Appearing exhausted.........cccccveieiiciee e, 1o, 2 K B S 5
13. Appearing fatigued .......ccoceivevieeiceee e, 1o, 2 K B o, 5
14. Appearing tired .....cccooececiiiiiee e 1o, 2 K S, . ST 5
15. Appearing to lack energy ......cccoeeevvcieeeeccieee e 1o, 2 K BTSN Lo, 5
16. Appearing to lose COMPOSUre........ccceeeeeeeeeccvirieeeeeeenn. j 2 3. Ao 5
17. Appearing unfocused........ccccceeeeiecciiiieiee e, i R 2, K S, . AT 5
18. Appearing nervous under pressure .........cccceeecvveeeeennnen. i 2 3, N 5
19. Appearing to lack necessary focus.......cccccoeecvvviveeeennnn. i R 2, K S, . AT 5
20. Appearing underactivated ........cccceeeecviieeieiiiee e 1o, 2 K B S 5
21. Appearing distressed ........cccceevcieeeeiiiiee e 1o, 2 K B S 5



5.5.5 Goal orientations

Q#. Success in sport can mean different things to different people. The statements in this section of the survey
capture a variety of ways in which athletes define their sporting success. Please read these statements
carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each one by circling the appropriate number.

In sport, | feel most successful when | ....

Strongly Strongly

disagree agree
1. Ireach personal goals......cccccoveirivieeiiiiiieeiieee e, Lo, 2 e, S S . S 5
2. Ishow clear personal improvement...........cccccvveeenneen. (T 2 e, K SO . S 5
3. | perform to the best of my ability..........cccevvrinenennnne. i T 2 s 3, 4o, 5
4. | overcome difficulties......cccceveiiniieriiiieiniieinieceieenen Lo, 2 e B T 5
5. lreachagoal ..o i T 2 e, B, e, 5
6. Tworkhard ....cc.coovviiiiiie e Lo, 2 e K SR . U 5
7. 1show other people | am the best .........cccceeeervveeennnen. Lo, 2 e, K SO ST 5
8. lamthe best....ccccoviiiiiii e, Lo, 2 e SR . U 5
9. lamclearly SUPErior.....cccoeeeeciiieecceee e, Lo, 2 e, K SR ST 5
10. | outperform my oppoNnents........ccceecvveeeeecireeeerciveeeens Lo 2 e K TRPORRRRRRRRR 4., 5
11. | beat other people....cccc i, i T 2 e, B 4o, 5
L2, TWIN coee et st Lo, 2 e K JOTn R 5

5.5.6 Athletic identity

Q#. The following statements relate to your personal self-perceptions about being an athlete and playing your
chosen sport. Please rate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each statement below based on
how you would currently describe yourself.

Neither
Strongly disagree or Strongly
disagree  Disagree agree Agree agree
1. My primary reason for competing in my
sport is receiving awards and recognition ................... R 2 i, K T S 5
2. Being an athlete is an important part of
WHO 1 @M it s Lo, 2 e B R 5
3. | often fear people will not like me as
much if | do not compete well ......cccevvvviieiiiicieeennen, 1o, 2 s 3, b, 5
4. | obtain personal satisfaction from
participating in athletics.......coooeeeciiie e, Lo, 2, K S . ST 5
5. My popularity with others is related to
my athletic ability ......ccocoverieiiee e, Lo, 2, K S . ST 5
6. | would feel a great sense of loss if | suddenly
were unable to participate in sport ........cccceeiviiieennns 1o, 2 s B, 4., 5
7. 1only participate in sports because | am
g00d at themM ....vviiiiiee e Lo, 2 e, K S . ST 5
8. Itisveryimportant for me to succeed
At MY SPOIt o, R 2 e K T S 5
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Neither

Strongly disagree or Strongly
disagree  Disagree agree Agree agree
9. | fear not receiving the recognition and
attention | get from being an athlete
WHEN T TeLIFe e 1o, 2 K BN ST 5
10. Sport helps me express my emotions
aANd fEEIINES ...vveei e 1o, 2 K B o, 5

5.5.7 Sportspersonship

Q#. For each of the following statements, circle the number that best represents the extent to which the item
corresponds to you with respect to the main sport you currently compete in.

Doesn’t  Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds

correspond to me to me to me to me
to me at all a little partly alot exactly

1. When |l lose, | congratulate the

opponent whoever he or she is. ........ccuee......e. 1o, 2 e, K ST b, 5
2. lobeythereferee. .coomvoiiiieiiiiiciiieeeee, i R 2 s B R 5
3. In competition, | go all out even

if I'm almost sure to l0se. ......ccocveevcveviiveernennns 1o, 2 e K JTTOT Aoeoveieiieennn 5
4. | help the opponent get up after a fall............. 1o, 2 e, K ST b, 5

| compete for personal honors,

trophies, and medals .........cccccviiveeeiieeccine, 1o, 2 s B L 5
6. After a defeat, | shake hands

with the opponents’ coach........ccccccveeiiinnnnns 1o, 2 e, K JT Ao, 5

| respect the rules. .....cocceeeeeeccciiieeeee e, i R 2 s B Ao, 5

| don’t give up even after

making many mistakes ........ccccceeiieeiniiieeeennen, Lo, 2 e, 3 Ao, 5
9. Iflcan, | ask the referee to allow the

opponent who has been unjustly

disqualified to keep on playing.........ccccceeeee.... i R 2 s K S Ao, 5
10. I criticize what the coach makes me do........... 1o, 2 e, K SO Ao, 5
11. After a competition, | congratulate

the opponent for his or her good

PErfOrManCe .....ceeveeeeecciiieeeee e i 2 s K S Ao, 5
12. I really obey all rules of my sport..................... i R 2 s K S Ao, 5
13. I think about ways to improve

MY WEAKNESSES ...vvveeeerreeeeiiireeeeeireeeeeireeeeeneeas 1o, 2 e K S TR 5
14. When an opponent gets hurt, | ask the

referee to stop the game so that he

orshecangethelp.....coociiieeeeiiiecceeeeee, i ST 2 e, K S 4o, 5
15. After a competition, | use excuses

for a bad performance.........cccceeievieeiicinenen, 1o, 2 e,  JT b, 5
16. After a win, | acknowledge the

opponent’s 200d WOrK........ccceeeeecieeeeccieeeeenee. i R 2 s K S L 5
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Doesn’t  Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds Corresponds

correspond to me to me to me to me
to me at all a little partly a lot exactly

17. I respect the referee even when

he or she is not good.........cccovvvvveeiinccciiieeeeennn. i 2, K SRR 4o, 5
18. It is important to me to be present

at all practices ....ccceevveeeeecieeeecieee e, i 2 e B 4o, 5
19. If | see that the opponent is unjustly

penalized, | try to rectify the situation............ i 2 e B 4o, 5
20. When my coach points out my mistakes

after a competition, | refuse to admit

that | made those mistakes........cccccevvvveeennnnen. i T 2 e K Ao, 5
21. Win or lose, | shake hands with the

opponent after the game.......ccccceveevveeecnnnnn, i 2 e B 4o, 5
22. I respect an official’s decision even if he

or she is not the referee.......cccccvevcevecieenneenns Lo, 2 e 3, Ao 5
23. During practices, | go all out.........ccceevriineenns i 2 e, 3, 4o, 5
24. If by misfortune an opponent forgets

his or her equipment, | lend him my spare..... L....cccccoounennnn. 2 e K Ao 5
25. If | make a mistake during a critical time

of the match, I get angry .......cccoceveecveeeecnnenn, i 2 e K B 4o, 5

5.5.8 Sport perfectionism

Q#. A number of statements describing thoughts that players might have about competitive sport are listed
below. Please read these statements carefully and indicate your level of agreement with each one by
circling the appropriate number.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree
1. If I do not set the highest standards for
myself in my sport, | am likely to end
up a second-rate Player....ccccccveeeeccveeeeicveee e 1. 2. 3 4........ 5. Burreeens 7
2. | hate being less than the best at things in my sport.....1.......... 2. 3 4.......... 5 [T 7
3. Itisimportant to me that | be thoroughly
competent in everything | do in my sport...................... 1. 2. 3 4........ 5 [T 7
4. |think | expect higher performance and greater
results in my daily sport-training than most players......1.......... 2. 3. 4.......... 5 [T 7
5. |feel that other players generally accept lower
standards for themselves in sport than I do .................. 1. 2. 3 4. 5 Burreeens 7
6. | have extremely high goals for myself in my sport ....... 1. 2. 3 4. 5 [T 7
| set higher achievement goals than most athletes
Who play my sport......cccciiieeiie e 1. 2. 3. 4.......... 5 [T 7
8. If | fail in competition, | feel like a failure as a person...1.......... 2. 3 4......... 5, Burreeens 7
The fewer mistakes | make in competition, the
more people Will l[ike Me.....occveviiiiiiiii e 1. 2. 3 4.......... 5 [T 7
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Strongly
disagree
| should be upset if | make a mistake
incompetition.....cccooeeeeiii, 1.
If a team-mate or opponent (who plays
a similar position to me) plays better than
me during competition, then | feel like
| failed to some degree .......cccecveeeeeciieeecciiee e o
If | do not do well all the time in competition,
| feel that people will not respect me as
AN Athlete ..o Lo
People will probably think less of me if
I make mistakes in competition.........cccceeeieiiiiiienennnee, Ll
If | play well but only make one obvious mistake
in the entire game, | still feel disappointed with
MY PEIfOrMAaNCE ....ccevveiiieiiee e o
Even if | fail slightly in competition, for me,
it is as bad as being a complete failure........cccccuveeenneee. Ll
| feel like my coach criticizes me for doing
things less than perfectly in competition ...................... Lo
Only outstanding performance in competition
is good enough for my coach........cccccveiiiiiiicciiee e, Lo,
| feel like | can never quite live up to my
€0ach’s standards ........cccoceeeieieeciee e o
My coach sets very high standards for me
iINcompetition......ccccviiiiiii, 1.
My coach expects excellence from me at all
times: both in training and competition..........c............. Lo,
| feel like my coach never tries to fully
understand the mistakes | sometimes make................. Lo,
My parents set very high standards for me
INMY SPOMt o 1.
In competition, | never feel like | can quite
meet my parents’ expectations........cccccvevcveeeceeerveennne Lo
Only outstanding performance during
competition is good enough in my family .................... T
My parents have always had higher expectations
for my future in sport than l have ........ccccccceeeieennnneeen. T,
| feel like | am criticized by my parents for
doing things less than perfectly in competition ............ Ll
In competition, | never feel like | can quite
live up to my parents’ standards ........ccccoecveveirieeeennnen. j
My parents expect excellence from me
IN MY SPOIT ettt e e e e e s 1.
| feel like my parents never try to fully
understand the mistakes | make in competition........... Lo
My parents want me to be better than
all other players who play my sport ......cccecvveeeviiveeennns Lo,
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5.5.9 Fear of failure

Q#. Failing is a natural part of athletic pursuits. The following statements capture the different ways in which
athletes might respond to or interpret failure. Please rate the extent to which you believe each of the
following statements based on how you would currently describe yourself.

Do not Believe 100%

believe at all of the time

1. When | am failing, | am afraid that | might

not have enough talent .........cccceeeeeiieiiccee e, (T 2 e, S SO . TR 5
2. When | am failing, it upsets my “plan”

for the fUtUre .....covie e, 1o, 2 s K JUUTU . U 5
3. When | am not succeeding, people are less

interested iN Me ..o Loiiiiiiien, 2 e K O T 5
4. When | am failing, important others are

disaPPOINTEd ...ccceiiieieiiee s Lo, 2 e, K SO Y ST 5
5. When | am failing, | worry about what others

think about Me...coiiiiiii e, i TR 2 s 3 R 5

5.6 Beliefs about Reference Groups’ Endorsement of Doping Methods/Substances

Q#. If you decided to use a banned performance enhancing substance, to what extent do you think each of the
following people would approve or disapprove, or would not care either way if you did that?

Would Would Wouldn’t
Definitely probably care either Probably Definitely
approve  approve way disapprovedisapprove

I 7010 g ole Y- o OSSR Lo, 2 e K S . TR 5
2. PareNts o i T 2 s K JUUTTU R 5
3. Team mates/training PartNers........cccoceeeveerveeereeseeeineens i TR 2 s K JRPPRRRRRRRRRRR 4., 5
VI =Y 12 0o o Yot o] PRSP Lo, 2 e K S . TR 5
5. CloSe frieNdS...ccviiiiiiiiie et Lo, 2 e K O R 5
6. TrAINEI et e e e e i T 2 s K JUUTP T 5

Q#. If you were considering using a banned performance enhancing substance, how much would you take into
account these people’s opinions on whether you should or should not do so?

Would Would Probably Definitely
definitely probably Wouldn’t nottake not take
take into takeinto care either into into
account  account way account  account

I 7010 g ole Y- o OSSR Lo, 2 e K S . R 5
2. Parents .o 1o, 2 s 3 L 5
3. Team mates/training PartNers........ccoceeeveerreeereecveeineens i OO 2 s K JRTPRRRPRRRRRRR 4., 5
v/ =Y 12 0 1o o Yot o] SRS Lo, 2 e 3 . TR 5
5. CloSE frieNdS...cccviieiiiiiie et Lo, 2 e K SO R 5
6. TrAINEI ettt e e e e e 1o, 2 s K JUUTR T 5
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5.7 Beliefs about the Availability of, and Relevant Authorities’ Control Over
Trafficking of Doping Methods/Substances

5.7.1 Availability of performance-enhancing substances

Q#. How easy or difficult would it be for you to get each of the following types of substances if you wanted to?

Probably Very Fairly Fairly Very Don't
impossible hard hard easy easy know
1. Anabolic steroids.......ccoeveeriieerierincieenieennne Lo, 2 e 3 /R S 9
2. Beta-blockers.....ccovvivciieiiniiieeeeiec e, Tooiiiiin, 2 e 3 TR 5, 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ........ccccc......... Toooiiinn, 2 e K ST Y T L 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances .......cccvevveeiviiieeeiiieeen, Toooiiiin, 2 e 3 R 5, 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH)................ Lo, 2 e B 4. S, 9
6. DiIUretiCS....uveieiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeceeee e 1o 2 e, B . R 5 9

5.7.2 Access to banned performance enhancing substances from specific groups

Q#. If you wanted to get and use a banned performance-enhancing substance, which of the following people,
if any, do you think would help you if you asked them to do so?

Would Would Might or  Probably Definitely
definitely probably might not would not would not Don’t

helpme helpme helpme helpme helpme know
H 7o 10 g ole -1 o RSN Tooiiiiinn, 2 e K ST T 5, 9
2. Parents. ... 1o 2 e 3 . T 5 9
3. Team mates/training partners ................... i 2 e K S S 9
4. Team docCtor .....ccovcvveeeeviieee et Tooiiiiinn, 2 e 3 TR 5, 9
5. Sports psychologist.........ccceeveiieiiieeeennnen. Toiiinn, 2 e K JUTT T L 9
6. TraAINEI et 1o 2 e 3 T 5 9

5.7.3 Perceived access to medical advice on use of banned performance enhancing substances

Q#. If you wanted to use a banned performance-enhancing substance, how easy would it be to get good
medical advice on how to use the substance?

Probably imposSibIe ......c.uuiiiieee s 1
RV LTV o F= T o DS TSR 2
o 1T AV 4 =Y o I USRS 3
o 1T AV 13V SR SR 4
Y A=T o =T £ VOO PO UR PR PORPRPRPRPPPRPRPRPRPROR 5
DON"E KNOW ...ttt ettt sttt e sate e sba e e sabeesaae e e 9
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5.7.4 Perceived efforts of relevant authorities in enforcing laws against trafficking of doping
methods/substances

Q#. How serious do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned performance
enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
serious serious serious serious serious
I o ] [T TR T 2, K T 4o 5
2. CUSTOMS OFfiCEIS.cciiiiiiieiiiiieeie e i U 2 e, K JUUTT 4. 5

Q#. Overall, how effective do you feel the following authorities are in preventing trafficking of banned
performance enhancing substances in (country)?

Not at all Not A little Quite Very
effective  effective effective effective effective
1. POlICE T 2 e K SRR 4., 5
2. CUSTOMS OffICOIS..uuniiiiiiiiieee e O, 2, K T 4o 5

5.8 Beliefs about the Affordability of Doping Methods/Substances

Q#. How expensive would it be for you personally to buy each of the following types of substances?

Very Quite Quite Very Don't
cheap cheap Neither expensive expensive know
1. Anabolic steroids......ccccoeeveiiriiieiiiicienennnen, TN 2, K . S 5 9
2. Beta-blockers .....ccoovevviviieiiiniiiee e, TN 2, 3 e . SR 5 9
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) .........c..c......... 1o, 2, K B 4. 5 9
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances......ccoccvevvviiveeiiiiee e, 1o, 2 K S . S 5 9
5. Human growth hormones (hGH) ................ 1o, 2 K S b, D e 9
6. DiIUretiCS . .cooeeiieiieee et 1o, 2 K I  STTUUUPPTO: 5 9
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5.9 Beliefs about Other Athletes’ Attitudes Towards and Use of Doping
Methods/Substances

5.9.1 Descriptive norms

Q#. The following statements are intended to provide an insight into your beliefs regarding other athletes’ use
of doping.

Percentage (%)

1. Out of 100%, how many athletes in your sport do you believe engage
in doping to enhance their PerforManCe .......cccoccueie i

2. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes in your country do you believe engage
in doping to enhance their PerforManCe?.........cccuiii i it

3. Out of 100%, how many elite athletes do you believe will be engaged in
doping during the next 2 years to enhance their performance? .........coocevvcieei e ccieeecens

4. Out of 100%, how many coaches in your sport do you believe would
encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance their performance?..........cccccoveieciieeenns

5. Out of 100%, how many coaches in elite sports in your country do you
believe would encourage their athletes to use doping to enhance
18 (Y[ o =T 5 (o] o 4 =Y Vol PSRN

5.9.2 Subjective norms

Q#. The following statements are intended to provide an insight into your beliefs about other people’s
opinions towards the athlete using doping.

Strongly Strongly
disagree Neutral agree

1. Most people | know would approve
of me using prohibited substances
to enhance my performance during
this SEaSON...ccviivieiiiieriec e Lo, 2 3 R S 6 e 7

2. People who are important to me
would approve of me using
prohibited substances to enhance
my performance during this season........ T, 2 I 4............. S 6 e 7

3.  Most people close to me expect
me to use prohibited substances
to enhance my performance during
this SEaSON....civviiiiiiiee e, Tooiiins 2 3 Ao 5 6 e 7
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5.10 Beliefs about Societal Influences on Doping

Q#. How much pressure, directly or indirectly, do you think the (country) government or the (country) Olympic
Committee puts on elite athletes to win Olympic gold medals?

NO Pressure at all......cc.ueec e 1
A TIEEIE PrESSUIE ceoieieee ettt e e e e e e e ate e e e areeas 2
MOAEIAtE PrESSUME....uvveeiiciiieee ettt e eeite e e ectre e e eetre e e sertaeeessataeeesentseeesantaeeesnes 3
A 1Ot OF PrESSUIE oottt e et e e et e e e e s atee e e eanreas 4

Q#. To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased a ‘win at all costs’ attitude amongst elite athletes?

[ = T I o To TN & T ox SRS 1
INCreased @ lIttl coueee e 2
Increased SOMEWAL .........oeiiii i 3
TaTol g T Ty =T 1= T [ 1 USSR 4

Q#. To what extent, if at all, do you think commercial influences on the Olympics and sport in general have
increased the temptation amongst elite athletes to use banned performance enhancing substances?

[ = 1o I o To TN = & T ox (USSR 1
INCreased @ littl couvee e e 2
Increased SOMEWAL ........ooeiiiii i 3
TaTol g T LY =To 1= TN (o | USSP 4

5.11 Performance-Enhancing Drug Use

Q#. Which one of the following most applies to you?

| have never considered using a banned performance-enhancing substance.........cccccvveeeeeiiicccciiieee e, 1
At one stage | thought briefly about using a banned performance-enhancing substance...........ccccceeeennenn. 2
At one stage | thought quite a bit about using a banned performance-enhancing substance............cccc........ 3
| still think occasionally about using a banned performance-enhancing substance

because other athletes are USING theM . ........oi i e e e e e e e e e raee e e e nees 4
| briefly used a banned performance-enhancing substance in the past but no longer do so..........cccceeuueeee. 5
| occasionally use a banned performance-enhancing substance now for specific purposes........cccccveeennenn. 6
I regularly try or use banned performance-enhancing subStanCes........cccccvviiiiiiiie e 7
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Q#. Inthe last 12 months, how often have you used any of the following, for whatever reason?

Have Did not use

never in the last 1to2 3to5 6to10 More than
used 12 months times times times 10 times
1. Anabolic steroids......ccooeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiieiieeeeeenes T 2 e K T 4o, L TP 6
2. Beta-blockers......veeeiiiiiiiiiiiieeeieeeeee, T 2 e K T 4o, D e 6
3. Designer steroids like
tetrahydrogestrinone (THG) ........c.c.......... Toooiiiinen. 2 e, K JUTT b, 5, 6
4. Erythropoietin (EPO) and other
similar substances ......ccceeeevviviiiiiiieeeieeeeeees T 2 e K T o, L TP 6
5. Human growth hormones (hGH)................ Lo, 2 e, B 4. S, 6
6. DIUretiCS...ciieeeiieeee e, | 2 e, T 4 S, 6
7. Doping methods .......ccceeeeeeeciiiieeee s Toiiiinns 2 e K SR 4., S, 6
8. Alphabodies......cccccovevievcieiiiiiee e, Toooiiinn, 2 e K ST R L 6

Q#. Have you ever tested positive for a banned performance-enhancing substance?

5.12 Use of Nutritional Supplements and Other Permitted Technologies

5.12.1 Use of nutritional supplements

Q#. How often have you used any of these nutritional supplements in the past 12 months?

Never Rarely Sometimes Frequently Very Systematically
frequently
1. Vitamin or mineral supplements................ Lo, 2 e, S JUTT T L 6
2. Herbal products......ccccceeeeeiiicciiiiieeeeeeecine i T 2 e, K S 4., S, 6
3. Creating ....eeeeeeeee et Lo 2 e, 3 TR 5, 6
4. SPOrts drinks......ccccveeeeeciiereeniieee e, Lo, 2 e, K JUTT T LT 6
5. Energy bars ..o i 2 e, K S 4., S, 6
6. Caffeine...ccceecciiieeeie e i T 2 e 3 /TR S 6
7. Protein-carbohydrate shakes..................... Toiiinn, 2 e K JUT T L 6
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5.12.2 Therapeutic use exemptions

Q#. To what extent do you think that athletes who have been given Therapeutic Use Exemptions have been
thoroughly evaluated and that their exemptions are justified?

NONE JUSTIfIEA ...erieei e et e e s err e e seatae e e enes 1
MOSt NOL JUSEITIEA .o 2
Some are justified, others are Not......ccccveeeecieiicce e, 3
MOSE JUSTIIEA. ... iiiee ettt e e s etre e e e 4
Al JUSTIFIEA .. e e e e et e e e e e e e eanees 5
[ To T 01 A 4 Lo 1YY 9

5.13 Demographics and Sporting Background

5.13.1 Sporting background

Q#. What is the main sport you are or have been involved in?

Q#. How many years have you competed in your main sport?

Less than 1 year (OF SEASON .....ccueeeeecieeeeecieee e et e et eeeeree e e e reeeeeearaeeeenns 1
1 Or 2 YEAIS (OF SEASONS .....uvveeeeeirieeeeetieeeeetteeeeereeeeeeteeeeesbeeeesesseeesasraeaeannns 2
More than 2 but less than 5 years (Or SEaSONS........cccueeeeecrieeeecirieeeeerieeeeans 3
5 0F MOKE YEArS (OF SEBASONS .....eeeeecurieeeeiiieeeeetteeeeetreeeeeareeeeeiareeeeesreeeeannreas 4

Q#. What is the highest level you have competed at?

(0] 177 o1 o1 Tolf -1 s V=T3RS 1
World championship events/international events........c.ccoceeeveeveeceecveenens 2
National coMPELitioN......cccuiiii i 3
State COMPETITION .. 4
Regional cOmMPEtition .......ccueiiiciiiii e e 5
City/district COMPELILION ..vocvieriirieciee ettt ettt eareens 6

Q#. Do you hold or have you ever held titles?

Yes — National title.......uueeeeei i 1
Yes — International title .......coocovieiiiie i, 2
YES — StAte tit]e .ueeeeiieee e e e 3
N O ittt 4

Q#. Have you ever had a Therapeutic Use Exemption?

Yes —and Still RAVE ......ueeeieii e 1
YES — DUt NO LONEET ... e e 2
NO i, 3

Q#. Do you compete in events for athletes with a disability?



5.13.2 Socio-demographic information

Q#. What is your age?

Q#. Areyou:

Q#. What is your highest level of education? (adapted to country)

Completed YEAr 9 OF €SS .....ceiicciieeieiiieee ettt e sre e e s srae e 1
Completed YEAr 10........coiiciiee e cciiee ettt et e e eevtee e s sate e e e s enrr e e e s eraaeeeeans 2
Completed YEAr 11.......uoiiiiiieee ettt ee e et e e s etae e s sntr e e e s eaaae e e eans 3
Completed YEAr 12........eieieeee ettt e e e e e e e 4
Some technical COBEE.... .o 5
SOME UNIVEISITY coiiieieiieeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 6
Currently enrolled in technical college .........cccuvemreeeiieccciieeee e, 7
Currently enrolled in UNIVersity.......ccocceeeeieecciiiieeee et 8
Completed technical COllege.........uummmmieiiiieee e 9
Completed UNIVEISItY ...ccuviiiieeee et e e e e ee e 10

Q#. To what extent do you currently derive income from your participation in sport? Include here both direct
payments and winnings as well as sponsorships, endorsements and scholarships.

No income at all from SPOrt.......cooccvieiieiiiie e e 1
Occasional income from SPOIt .......ccccciiieiiciiieee e 2
Regular income but less than half of total income........ccccceeeiieeieieennee, 3
About half my income from SPOrt........cceeieeciiiiiieiiee e, 4
More than half from sport, but not all my income........ccccceeecvieeeecieeeennne. 5
All or almost all of my income from sport .......ccccccveeeeeiiiee e, 6

Q#. What is your total annual income from all sources? (adapted to country)

LESS than 10,000 .......uuuue s 1
10,000 t0 19,999 ...ttt e e e e s b 2
20,000 t0 29,999 ...ttt e e e s e e e e e s s naan 3
30,000 £0 49,999 ..cciiiiiiiiiiireeee e e e s s s bbb e e e e e e s 4
50,000 £0 69,999 ..cciiiiiiiiiiiiieee e s s a e e e e es 5
70,000 £0 99,999 ..ciiiiiiiiiiree e a e e e e s 6
0[O 0100 0] gl 11T ] IR 7
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5.14 Overall Susceptibility to Doping; Intention to Dope in the Near Future;

Overall Attitude to Doping

5.14.1 Susceptibility to performance-enhancing substances use:

Q#.

If you were offered a banned performance enhancing substance under medical supervision at low or no
financial cost and the banned performance enhancing substance could make a significant difference to
your performance and was currently not detectable, how much consideration do you think you might give
to this offer?

NONE At All...eeeiiiieee et e e s rra e e e 1
Alittle conSIderation ......cceeeicciiii i s 2
SOME CONSIAEIAtION . .eiiiiiiieiciiiee e e e e 3
A lot of CONSIAEration ........eeiiiciiie e 4

Q#.

Given the pressures athletes are often under to win, how confident are you that you could refuse
this offer?

Very confident could refuse ... 1
Quite confident could refuse........iiiiiiiiiiiee e 2
Not very confident could refuse........ceeieciiiiiiiiiie e 3
Not confident at all could refuse.......cueeiiciiiiicieec e 4
Wouldn't Want tO refUSE ....cccccuuieii et e 5

5.14.2 Intention to dope in the near future

Q#.

Do you intend to use prohibited substances or methods to enhance your performance or gain a
competitive edge against your opponents during this season?

Definitely not.
Probably not.
Might or might not
Probably will.
Definitely will

u b WN -
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5.14.3 Attitudes to doping

(i) Overall attitude
Q#. The following statements are designed to help us gather information about athletes’ thoughts on doping
in sport. Please provide your rating by circling the appropriate response that best represents your position
about these issues. Numbers “1” and “7” indicate a very strong position; and “4” indicates that you are
undecided as to your position on that issue.
Using prohibited substances or methods to enhance my performance in the next 12 months would be ....
Bad idea.......... Lo 2. 3 4........ S [T 7 e Good idea
Of no use to me.......... 1o......... 2., T 4. S 6. Y/ Very useful to me
Not beneficial.......... Lo 2. 3 4. S [T 7 oo Beneficial
Optional extras:
Unethical.......... Lo 2. 3 4......... S [T 7 e Ethical
Dangerous.......... 1o 2. 3 4. S 6. 7. Safe
Unhealthy.......... 1. 2., 3. q.......... 5. 6. Y/ Healthy
Wrong.......... 1. 2., 3. q.......... 5. 6. Y/ Right
Unacceptable.......... 1. 2., 3. 4q.......... 5. 6.ceeens Y/ Acceptable
(ii) Necessity to engage in performance-enhancing substances use to perform at the highest levels
Q#. In your sport, how necessary do you believe it is for athletes to use banned performance-enhancing

substances at least at some time, to perform at the very highest levels?

Definitely have tO USE. ..ottt 1
Probably have tO USE.......cooeeiiiieiee et 2
Might or might not have to USe. ..., 3
Probably don’t have tO USE. ......ceiieuiiiieecieee ettt 4
Definitely don’t have t0 USE.......coocuiiiiieciieeecee e 5
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