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A. Report by Australia

FOREWORD

This report was produced by the Sport and Tourisiwis@n within the Department of

Industry, Science and Resources (ISR). The repottines anti-doping efforts by

Commonwealth agencies of the Australian Customsi&erAttorney-General’s Department,
the Australian Sports Drug Agency (ASDA), the Aaian Sports Drug Testing Laboratory
(ASDTL) and the Australian Sports Commission (ASCbhe fight against doping in sport.

This report focuses on Australia’'s compliance witle Council of Europe’s Anti Doping
Convention (Reykjavik, 1989) particularly Articlés 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8.

Actions taken by Australia to meet its anti-dopowmmitments have become the basis of a
nationally coordinated strategyreugh on Drugs in SpartThis strategy is an initiative of the
Australian Government and involves a central fraordwhat addresses key anti-doping in
sport issues.

The strategy draws together the Government’s varlegislative, anti-doping policy, drug
testing, education, research and law enforcement r@gulatory programs to form a
comprehensive and integrated national responsetproblem of doping.

The strategy also commits the Government to workdoperation with other governments
and international sporting organisations to supjmernational anti-doping efforts.

Over the next four years the Government will comapiproximately AUD $24 million to the
Tough on Drugs in Sporstrategy to continue the fight against doping pors both
domestically and internationally with the objectigé reducing and eventually eliminating
doping in sport.

This report highlights the nationdlough on Drugs in Spodtrategy and also outlines the
roles played by key Australian authorities of ASDX¥SDTL and the ASC in the delivery of
anti-doping programs.
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Report
ARTICLE 1. AIM OF THE CONVENTION

Undertaking and applying constitutional provisionscessary with a view to reduce and
eventually eliminate doping in sport.

The Australian Constitution establishes a fedeyatesn of government. Under this system,
powers are distributed between the Federal or Camarealth Government and six states and
two mainland territories. The Constitution sets$ the areas of law-making powers of the
Commonwealth Government.

Generally, legislation prohibiting or restrictinget use of performance enhancing drugs
(PEDs) is State or Territory legislation. Statesd aTerritories also have primary
responsibility for general law enforcement activity

The Commonwealth Government’'s direct enforcemetd ® limited to its constitutional
responsibilities for regulating the import and empof goods including performance
enhancing substances. The Commonwealth pursuesnfflementation of its anti-doping
laws through national law enforcement agencies asdhe Australian Customs Service.

To complement its law enforcement functions, thenB8mnwealth has also legislated to
confirm its responsibility for implementing natidnarug testing and drug education
programs.

Beyond these areas, the Commonwealth undertalesglarkhip role in coordinating efforts of
Commonwealth agencies with responsibilities foreasp of the national anti-doping program,
as set out in th&ough on Drugs in Spodtrategy. The Commonwealth also encourages
harmonisation of state and territory legislatiostrieting the manufacture and supply of
drugs, including PEDs.

Tough on Drugs in Sport strategy

The Australian Government has strengthened its aoment to fighting doping in sport with
the implementation of it$ough on Drugs in Spostrategy. In May 1999, the Government
launched its national strategy that comprises gaatf legislative, policy, research, education
and regulatory anti-doping initiatives. THeugh on Drugs in Sporstrategy involves
government agencies delivering key anti-dopingatiites within their jurisdictions. These
government agencies include:

» Department of Industry, Science and Resources coordinates the implementation of
the Tough on Drugs in Sporstrategy through monitoring the implementationaoti-
doping programs, policies and services by relex@amnhmonwealth agencies. ISR also
coordinates the Australian Government’s involvenmiarthe World Anti Doping Agency
(WADA).

» Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries- plays a role in the regulation of
human and veterinary steroids to ensure that treepat being diverted to illicit use.
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e Australian Bureau of Criminal Intelligence - works with other law enforcement
agencies both in Australia and overseas to fatdlitae exchange of criminal information
between Australian law enforcement agencies. Ty include information on the
importation, manufacturing and trafficking of PEDs.

» Australian Customs Service- facilitates the movement of goods across the raliah
border within provisions of Australian law. Custemnforces import controls for PEDs
and has the capacity to prosecute any illegal itagion that breaches legislation.

» Attorney-General's Department - works with states and territories to encourage the
harmonisation of drug offences that includes ofésnior the manufacture and trafficking
of anabolic steroids and other PEDs in sport.

» Department of Education, Training and Youth Affairs - develops and implements the
National School Drug Education Strategy that inekidchool drug educational activities
to address the use of PEDs.

» Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratory - provides internationally recognised sports
drug testing capabilities in Australia. Also coontiuongoing research into improving
analytical techniques for more effective and effiti ways of detecting banned
substances.

* Department of Health and Aged Care- implements the Australian Drug Information
Network that provides a focal point for the disseation of information to the general
community. This network includes information abbetlth and social issues such as the
use of illicit substances.

e Therapeutic Goods Administration - regulates and controls the supply of therapeutic
goods into Australia. Responsible for determinvgch PEDs are restricted imports for
licensing and permit arrangements.

» Australian Federal Police -the principle law enforcement agency through whicé
Commonwealth pursues its law enforcement activiti@sy breaches of Australian law
relating to doping in sport may be actioned byAlstralian Federal Police.

* Australian Sports Commission- has developed a model anti-doping policy to mtev
guidance to national sporting organisations to gvtheir own sport specific anti-doping
policies. Monitors the application of anti-dopipglicies by Australian national sporting
organisations.

» Australian Sports Drug Agency - provides drug testing services to the Australian
sporting community. Develops and implements aapidg education campaigns and
coordinates Australia’s involvement with internatb anti-doping arrangements.

* National Registration Authority - implements a register for agricultural and vietsy
chemicals in Australia. This registration processures the monitoring of products in the
Australian marketplace and assists in the prevergidstances being diverted for illegal
sporting use.

This whole-of-government approach recognises thepbexity of doping in sport and
involves the coordination of Commonwealth agendivaies within their jurisdictions.
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The strategy encourages greater cooperation betwegarnment agencies to facilitate
information exchange; importation of banned PEDsl harsher penalties for the trafficking
and manufacturing of anabolic steroids.

More information about th&ough on Drugs in Sporstrategy can be obtained from the
websitewww.isr.gov.au/sport/tough on drugs in sport

Two of the key organisations that aim to reduce ehohinate doping in sport are the
Australian Sports Drug Agency (ASDA) and the Austaira Sports Commission (ASC).

Australian Sports Drug Agency

In 1990, the Government established the Austrafaorts Drug Agency (ASDA) as a
Commonwealth statutory authority. In accordancthection 9 of théustralian Sports
Drug Agency Act 199(ASDA Act) the functions of the agency include:

e to provide drug testing services;

* advocate the international development and impléatem of consistent and effective
anti-doping policies;

e encourage Australian national sporting organisatiostate and territory sporting
organisations and professional sporting organisatido develop and implement
comprehensive and consistent anti-doping initiativand to use the services of the
Agency and accredited laboratories;

e carry out research relating to the use of drugsport and the safety of participants in
sporting competition;

* implement anti-doping arrangements;

* develop and implement initiatives that increase shéls and knowledge of people
involved in sporting activities about matters riglgtto the use of drugs in sport;

» collect, analyse, interpret and disseminate infoilonaabout matters relating to the use of
drugs in sport and the safety of participants iorspg competitions;

» advocate and support research in and outside Aiastetdating to the use of drugs in sport
and the safety of participants in sporting compuetg; and

* encourage the establishment of means for the cgryut by government Departments
and authorities of the states and territories dfaitives relating to the use of drugs in
sport.

Section 9 of the ASDA Act empowers ASDA to prefatsfunctions both within and outside

Australia. ASDA cooperates with all Australiantstand territories and any person, body,
association or organisation. In the performandésdiinctions, the Federal Minister for Sport
may instruct ASDA directly as to the exercise efpbwers.

The ASDA Act and its subordinate legislation (th&A Regulations, and ASDA Drug
Testing Orders) provide the legislative basis f&DM to perform its functions.

The ASDA Act empowers ASDA to collect samples framompetitors, arrange for the
analysis of those samples, and report test resnlthe competitor and relevant sporting
organisations. The ASDA Act broadly defines "cotitpes" as elite sports people likely to
represent Australia in national and/or internatiosporting competition either within

Australia or overseas. The Act also empowers ASiDAconduct testing of elite non-
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Australian sports people likely to represent thewuntries in international sporting
competition who are training or competing in Aub&aor who ASDA is requested to test by
a competitor's national or international federation

The ASDA Act sets out the core principles undercRhASDA is to perform its full range of
functions. It defines the Agency obligations topaglicly accountable and regularly report
on its activities to the Australian Parliament.aléo sets down the obligations on the Agency
to protect the rights of competitors selected fstihg to privacy, confidentiality and due
process.

The ASDA Regulations set out the principles undeictv ASDA will specifically perform its
drug testing functions. This includes defining @hipersons are authorised to perform the
functions of drug control officials and chaperoessbrts; the information ASDA must
convey to competitors when requesting them to pie@@amples, the due process procedures
managing cases where athletes record positiverdestts or have failed to comply with a
request to provide a sample without reasonableecauthe Regulations also define the
information the Agency is required to enter on Register of Notifiable Events when a
competitor records a positive test result or isnfbuo have failed to comply without
reasonable cause, including which individuals gratteng organisations are to be notified of
this fact.

The ASDA Drug Testing Orders define the detail ofvhASDA is to go about collecting
urine samplesAustralian Sports Drug Agency Testing (Scheme Ajef3) and blood and

urine samplesAustralian Sports Drug Agency Testing (Scheme RBle@) The Scheme B

orders were enacted in September 2000 to enableAASRommence sample collection for
detection of EPO using the detection protocol aygdoby the IOC prior to the Sydney
Olympic Games.

Finally the ASDA Act also establishes the Austmali®ports Drug Medical Advisory

Committee (ASDMAC). ASDMAC is a specialist medicadlvisory body consisting of

medical practitioners from fields such as sportsligiee, endocrinology and pharmacology,

appointed by the Commonwealth Minister for SpdBection 7A of the ASDA Act defines

ASDMAC's functions as being:

e conducting investigations relating to positive tessults where required (eg provide
assistance to laboratories conducting T/E investigaetc);

e approving the use of scheduled drugs for therapeptirposes where such use is
recognised by the competitor's relevant sportirggoisation; and

» providing expert advice to sports doping triburassidering alleged doping infractions.

ASDA is fully accountable for its business opemasio Key initiatives undertaken that ensure
accountability include:
* developing and implementing strategic plans andramnal plans including
appropriate measurements;
* delegating authority in accordance with the operati needs of teams and
individuals; and
* applying appropriate levels of internal and exterserutiny to ensure that the
agency’s operations are meeting the corporate gamnee requirements.

More information about the Australian Sports DrugeAcy can be obtained from the website
www.asda.org.au
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Australian Sports Commission

The Australian Sports Commission (ASC) was esthbtisunder theAustralian Sports
Commission Act 198ASC Act). The two main objectives of the ASC wyeadminister and
fund sport in Australia on behalf of the Commonweabovernment and to develop elite
sporting excellence as well as increase commumitiigipation. In working to achieve these
objectives, the ASC provides leadership and guigamithin the Australian sporting system
by implementing the national sports policy thateetls the Australian Government’s sports
philosophy.

The ASC is responsible for coordinating the develept and implementation of anti-doping

policies by national sporting organisations (NSO$he ASC has developed a model anti-
doping policy that provides guidance to NSOs in tlevelopment of sport specific anti-

doping policies. The ASC model policy defines dhgpoffences, recognises prohibited PEDs
and doping methods and outlines appropriate sarsctio be applied for breaches of anti-
doping policy.

Additionally, the ASC has its own ASC anti-dopinglipy, which applies nationally to
athletes, and sporting bodies receiving financiapp®rt from the ASC. Employees,
contractors of the ASC and members of the publio wbtcess the government funded ASC
facilities and services are also subject to the A®G-doping policy. The ASC anti-doping
policy outlines definitions of doping offences asahctions to be applied in the result of a
breach of this policy.

The ASC monitors the way in which NSOs enforcertlagiti-doping policies and whether
appropriate sanctions are applied when an athégtetb comply with a request to provide a
sample or records a positive test result.

The ASC has the capacity to withdraw funding frony &NSO that does not effectively
implement their anti-doping policies or fail to d&p@ppropriate sanctions for breaches of
their respective anti-doping policies.

More information about the Australian Sports Consiois can be obtained from the website
www.ausport.gov.au

ARTICLE 3. DOMESTIC COORDINATION

The coordination of policies and actions of goveenmdepartments and other public
agencies concerned with combating doping in spofthe implementation of Council of
Europe Convention provisions to a designated spaurthority/organisation.

The Government'sTough on Drugs in Sporstrategy is the centrepiece for the domestic
coordination of anti-doping measures implementedgbyernment agencies. The strategy
comprises a range of legislative, policy, reseaechucation and regulatory initiatives to fight

the use of banned drugs in sport.

Strategic actions address issues ranging from gupitrol to information and awareness, a
drug testing program, a research program and appte@nti-doping sanctions and penalties.
The strategy reaches beyond the athletes to alsbwdéh the environmental factors that
influence or support the use of banned drugs inrtspdhe strategy covers all sports,

10
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jurisdictions, agencies and organisations to pm@wadolistic and potent response to the threat
drugs pose. The diagram below represents key coemp® of theTough on Drugs in Sport

strategy.

-
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International

Collaboration
To continue to provide
leadership in gaining
international commitment for
more effective anti-doping
programs. Agencies: ASDA,

ISR /

Policy Framework
Anti doping policies for sport that
are monitored and revised as
required. Agencies: ASC, ASDA,

/

O

\_

Education \

Expand education programs to
further promote a strong anti-
doping culture and to better
support the drug testing
program. Agencies: ASC,
ASDA, Department of
Education, Training and Youth

Affairs

/

AUSTRALIA'S
TOUGH ON
DRUGS
IN SPORT
STRATEGY

Detection

01 Implement innovative research

programs to optimise our ability
to detect and identify the
presence of banned drugs.
Agencies: ASDTI

-

k Agencies: ASDA, ASDTL,/

Reducing Supply

[J The supply of banned drugs, such as

anabolic steroids, is to be more effectively
controlled by making it more difficult to

obtain such drugs and to ensure that

harsher penalties are imposed, where
appropriate, for illegal activity. Agencies,

ASC, ASDA, Department of Attorney-

k General, Customs, TGA

~

Best Practice

[ Improving the available
technology, analysis and
procedures to be applied to
Australia’s drug testing
program to ensure it remains
one of the best in the world.

Within this framework, ISR consults with the relavagencies to monitor the effectiveness

of the strategy.

ISR promotes interdepartmentahroanication across all agencies and

produces reports to the Federal Minister for Sporthe implementation of the strategy, as
demonstrated with the production offTaugh on Drugs in SpoRReport Card in September

2000.

An integral part of the Commonwealth’s coordinatiithin its Tough on Drugs in Sport
strategy are the authorities of ASDA and the ASBoth of these authorities work with

11
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government agencies and (NSOs) to delivery strangimnovative anti-doping policies and
programs.

ASDA Coordination

ASDA has fostered close working relationships wigtional, state and commercial sporting
organisations to provide relevant and timely infation, education and advice on drug
testing, education and policy. Clients are surdegé regular intervals to measure their
satisfaction with products and services. Ovemrdient satisfaction during 1999-2000 with
ASDA services was recorded at 89%hese ASDA services included a comprehensive anti
doping program incorporating a range of effectivegdtesting services, education programs
and information services such as theigs in Sport Hotline ASDTL and the Australian
Sports Drug Medical Advisory Committee (ASDMAC) @s$sASDA in delivering its
programs and services.

In May 2000, ASDA achieved ISO standard certifioatof its business systems under the
ISO 9002 and the International Standard for Dog@iogtrol (ISO/PAS 18873). ASDA is one
of only three drug testing authorities worldwideatthieve accreditation against the full scope
of the ISDC. This certification provides athletesaches and officials with confidence that
ASDA'’s systems and procedures are consistent withidve best practice. Furthermore the
achievement of these standards, which requiredndependent external evaluation of the
agency’s drug testing system, illustrate ASDA isnaatted to transparent and accountable
operations.

As part of ISO certified operations, ASDA strictpmplies with procedures for conducting
doping controls as set out in the ASDA regulatiand drug testing orders. ASDTL, which
analyses samples collected by ASDA, also fully clespwith the requirements of I0C

accredited laboratories. Test samples are tested) yarticular analytical techniques and
equipment; measures are implemented to ensures#tmaples are not tampered with; and
those samples are securely contained and identified

ASDA conducts its tests in accordance with the jmitdd lists of Australian sporting
organisations. These lists are predominantly icoatance with the Olympic Movement
Anti-Doping Code Appendix A. All samples collectede analysed by IOC accredited
laboratories.

In 1999-00, ASDA conducted a total of 5,745 drugtde Of these tests, 3,321 were
government funded and 2,424 were user pays td@sts total number represented an overall
increase of 25% for drug tests conducted by ASnfthe previous 12 months. These tests
resulted in 22 positive test results and one atfi@ting to comply when notified for a drug
test.

ASDA has also aligned itself with major Australignofessional sports. By working in
collaboration with these sports, ASDA has achiesigdificant milestones in developing drug
testing procedures for sports such as the Austré@otball League and the National Rugby
League. These sports now have anti-doping politias comply with ASDA’s anti-doping
standards.

12
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ASDA Doping Tests /six months

3,500

3,000 A+

2,500 A

2,000

1,500 A

1,000 +—

500 4+—

Jul-Dec 98 Jan-Jun 99 Jul-Dec 99 Jan-Jun 00 Jul-Dec 00
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ASDA'’s growing alliance with Australian professidraand non professional sport is reflected
in the number of sports now utilising the dopingitcol and education services offered. In
1999-2000, ASDA conducted doping tests on behal8®fOlympic and 21 non-Olympic
sports. The total number of annual tests conduayediSDA is displayed below.

ASDA has strongly advocated for a number a key desting improvements. An example of
this has been demonstrated by ASDA'’s increasedsfamu random, no-notice, out of

competition testing at a level which creates thegmion in the target athlete communities
that they are likely to be tested in the immediateire and at a time when they are most
likely to be using a banned substance.

ASDA Out of Competition Testing

Of the total 5,745 ASDA tests conducted in 19998Q93 were out-of-competition tests. A
high proportion of out-of-competition tests are docted on athletes competing in high risk
sports (eg athletics, cycling, swimming, weighiti§ etc). Around 70% of drug tests
conducted on athletes competing in high risk spameésout-of-competition tests.

This coverage of the out-of-competition testingguean has been expanded as a result of the
introduction of testing agreements with state goreants and the testing of overseas athletes
training in Australia.

ASDA undertakes a systematic approach to its owbaipetition testing of Australian
athletes training and competing overseas. Two laghdnd three of the out-of-competition
tests were conducted under reciprocal arrangematitother national testing authorities and
international federations.

ASC Coordination

The ASC, which provides leadership and guidancéiwithe Australian sporting system,
encourages and coordinates with NSOs to developgrapigment sport-specific anti-doping
policies. The ASC's objective is to guide NSOs mhpossible, to ensure that anti-doping
policies are consistent with the anti-doping retiofes enforced by respective international
federations.

13
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The ASC is responsible for monitoring the alignmaNSOs’ anti-doping policies with both
the international standards and the ASC Model Baping policy. The ASC ensures that
appropriate sanctions are imposed by NSOs for hesaof their respective anti-doping
policies.

The Government, through the ASC, provides sigmifickevels of funding to sporting
organisations to further develop their sport argisa®lite performance. NSOs are required to
comply with various conditions, including resporilgiles to enforce their anti-doping
policies, in order to receive government assistafidee ASC works with NSOs to ensure that
they comply with their anti-doping obligations.

ARTICLE 4. MEASURES TO RESTRICT THE AVAILABILITY A ND USE OF
BANNED DOPING AGENTS AND METHODS.

The adoption of legislation, regulations or admirasive measures to restrict the availability
(including control movement, possession, importgtidistribution and sale) of banned
doping agents and doping methods and in particalaabolic steroids. The application of
anti-doping regulations as a criterion for the gtaof public subsides. Assistance to sports
organisations to finance doping controls and anesy/svithholding and facilitate the carrying
out of doping offences. Encourage and facilitagee@ments permitting members to be tested
by authorised doping control teams in other cowdri

Australian Customs Service

The Australian Customs Service (Customs) is the i@onwealth agency responsible for the
detection of unlawful activity at the border. Undbe Tough on Drugs in Sposdtrategy,
Customs is responsible for restricting the impaord @xport of those banned drugs in sport
that are also prohibited imports and/or exports.

Customs works closely with itBough on Drugs in Spompartners to ensure that, whenever
appropriate, substances that are banned/restrotegort are listed as prohibited imports
and/or prohibited exports. For example, Erythrefini(EPO) has been listed as a prohibited
import.

Substances banned in sport that are covered b@uk®ms (Prohibited Imports) Regulations
1956and/orCustoms (Prohibited Exports) Regulations 18%8ude:

» Anabolic and androgenic substances;

* Natural and manufactured growth hormones and imggrbwth factors;
* Natural and manufactured gonadotrophins;

 EPO;

* Narcotics such as cocaine, heroin, pethidine;

« Stimulants such as amphetamines, phentermine ahngdetamine.

These substances can only be imported/exported amtlappropriate permit issued by the
Therapeutic Goods Administration. Recognisingrtimportant medical use, substances such
as EPO, growth hormones and gonadotrophins camperied in Australia under specific
conditions that include the obtainment of apprdpr@escriptions.

14
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However, if the importer of any of these substansesperson who is a competitor within the
meaning of theASDA Actor a person who coaches, manages or is in someassnciated
with a competitor or a competitor’s interests thieey must obtain permission from relevant
Australian authorities.

Customs, in consultation with its partner agenc#s) recently introduced heavier penalties,
including criminal sanctions, for the importatiohagrtain PEDs (including steroids, growth
hormones, EPO and gonadotrophins). UndeiCthstoms Legislation Amendment (Criminal
Sanctions and Other Measures) R€00, the maximum penalty for the importation ajren
than the defined amount of these PEDs is now $000dhd/or five years imprisonment.
Other substances banned in sport may be coveredatpptic penalties. Further, on 19
September 2000, the Minister for Justice and Custanmounced that export controls for
some performance enhancing drugs are to be inteaddmany substances are already
prohibited exports). These export controls arerenily being developed by relevant
agencies.

The effectiveness of these supply control measigedemonstrated by Customs’ seizing
record numbers of PEDs- 1125 seizures were mad®98-2000, an increase of 16 percent
over the previous year and an increase of 40 tioves 1994-95. The time for identifying
drugs seized by Customs has been reduced withsheofufaster, more reliable laboratory
analysis. The Australian Forensic Drug Laboratergich analyses Customs and Australian
Federal Police drug seizures, has expanded itdiiiesa to include IOC-banned drugs. This
expansion has been funded through government pualbdieest programs.

During 1999-2000, legislative amendments were phsséwing Customs to provide
information on illegal importations of performaneehancing substances to ASDA and the
ASC. Customs with assistance from ASDA has dewqgurotocols to govern the passage of
information under Section 16 of teustoms Administration Act 1985These protocols,
which include a regular review requirement, aimpiotect the privacy and operational
security of this sensitive information. Customsoahssists ASDA and the ASC in their
development of procedures for handling the inforomat ASDA uses this information to
inform its drug testing programs. If there hasrbem attempt to import a prohibited
substance through a particular port of entry, opbgsons connected with a particular sport,
ASDA may choose to increase the level of testin@ iparticular geographic area or in a
particular sport. The ASC may use information jued by Customs to determine if there
has been a breach of a sports anti-doping policy.

ASDA provides Customs with information on schedutiates, times and possible arrival
points for athletes attending key sporting ever@aistoms uses this information in its risk-
assessment based targeting of passengers, cargostatlitems.

More information about the Australian Customs Smrvtan be obtained from the website
WWW.Ccustoms.gov.au

States and Territories

The Tough on Drugs in Sposdtrategy encourages consistency amongst stateteaitdries

for the measures to restrict the availability arse@ of banned doping agents and methods.
Within Australia, the scheduling of drugs and pasadncluding PEDs is determined by
individual state and territory jurisdictions. Thmeajority of PEDs are covered under state and
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territory legislation, and availability is predoraimtly restricted to prescription for legitimate
medical usage (with some such as heroin and amplreta totally banned).

At the state level, commitment to the restrictidrihe illicit trade in PEDs is demonstrated by
the majority of states having introduced penalfies steroid offences in line with the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General agreemébtyears imprisonment for trafficking
in steroids.

Funding for National Sporting Organisations

The ASC’s model anti-doping policy that providesdgunce to NSOs in the development of
sport specific anti-doping codes is reflective oftbdomestic and international requirements.

In order to receive government financial grantsprpg organisations are obliged to
demonstrate to the ASC'’s satisfaction that thesmigffective doping control program within
their sport. This includes the need to cooperate WSDA in regard to the conduct of the
government funded testing program. Under termscamdlitions applying to ASC financial
grants, NSOs are required to:

* have a policy which has been approved by the ASCadnain approval from the ASC to
vary its policy

» provide ASDA and the ASC with copies of its curr@olicy and that of its international
federation and notify the ASC immediately of anyestiments to those policies

* have the constitutional authority to test and, whegcessary, sanction its members

» ensure that other rules and regulations of thetgpmmot override the provisions of its
policy

» recognise and enforce sanctions imposed on athleteshes, officials and other persons

by any ASC recognised NSO, international federateord the Australian Olympic
Committee under their anti-doping policies

» provide ASDA with timely and accurate athlete cebtanformation and cooperate to
ensure the proper and timely collection of sampledrug testing authorities

« make available to all relevant athletes, coaches, medical personnel and officials
appropriate information and education material alto@ policy’s content, application and
effect. This may include, but is not limited tbetfollowing:

— developing and implementing, in consultation witts[2A and the international
federation where appropriate, drug education progrr athletes and officials

— supporting the information and education initiativé ASDA

— promoting the ethical issue that athletes who ws®ed drugs or doping practices
are cheating

— promoting resources, services and training availdbl drugs in sport through
communication channels (ie include information ewsletters, discuss issues as
general business, encourage athletes to obtaiAS®A Drugs in Sport handbook
and other resources available from ASDA)

— communicating information about careless use ofiipited substances

— incorporating drug testing warning/message on tegien forms/cards, in
newsletters, programs etc
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— demonstrating a commitment to some form of drugspiort education (ie integrating
anti-doping awareness workshops for athletes asezits of national sports camps).

— discussing other education strategies that NSOktradppt with ASDA, and
— promoting knowledge among its members of the ASBAite (1800 020506).

» notify the ASC’s Executive Director of the detailacluding the name of the person(s)
involved, of any alleged breach of the NSOs poding the action it intends to take

» seek the endorsement of its international federatm accept sanctions imposed by
Australian authorities where these are greater tBanctions applying under the
international federation’s policy and advise theCA& the outcome

» advise the ASC of any proposed hearings and cowdhlit about its involvement in those
hearings where it involves a person who is subjecthe ASC’s anti-doping policy.
Ensure that its rules allow for joint hearings ilwog the ASC

e conduct hearings and apply sanctions in accordaitbats or its international federation’s
anti-doping policy, and as appropriate, adviseAB€ of any decision taken on a person
who has committed a doping offence, including aetails and/or reports requested by the
ASC,;

« provide for compliance by its athletes, coachesdfidials with its policy in contracts and
selection criteria for national programs, and

« undertake to abide by, implement and enforce ileypto the satisfaction of the ASC.

The ASC has provisions to withhold financial sulesicand suspend access to government
funded sporting facilities to individual sports pé®»who have been suspended following a
doping offence in sport or to suspend funding torpg organisations should they fail to
effectively apply anti-doping regulations.

Government Funds for Drug Testing

In 1999-00, 3,321 of the total 5,745 tests condlidig ASDA were government funded.

ASDA allocated these tests across 45 sporting isgaons. The remaining 2,424 drug tests
were funded independently by twenty-four sportinggamisations choosing to conduct
additional testing by paying ASDA directly to pemotests on their behalf.

Reciprocal Drug Testing Agreements

Australia’s willingness to minimise the window gbmortunity in which athletes can dope has
also been demonstrated by a commitment to a rah@pdaderal anti-doping arrangements.

ASDA, on behalf of the Australian Government, haseeed into reciprocal drug testing

agreements with both France and China. Furtherrd@BA has also independently entered
into additional reciprocal arrangements with otb@untry’s national doping control agencies.
These agreements make provisions for ASDA to candoping controls on foreign athletes

training and competing in Australia and the recgatdesting of Australian athletes who are
training or competing outside Australia by dulytarised agencies in other countries.

More information about reciprocal drug testing &gnents can be found in this report under
Article 8 International Cooperation.
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ARTICLE 5. LABORATORIES

Establish one or more doping control laboratoriegitable for accreditation under the
criteria adopted by international sports organisats. Assist organisations to gain access to
laboratories of another party. The employmentairehg, training and retraining of
qualified staff. Programs for research and devetept into doping agents and methods.
Publish and circulate new data from research.

Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratory

ASDTL is a body within the Australian Governmentalytical Laboratories (AGAL) that
was established in 1988. ASDTL undertakes aadwifor the purpose of testing for the use
of drugs in sport and provides an internationaktspdrug testing capability within Australia.
ASDTL is one of only twenty-seven laboratorieshe world with IOC accreditation and with
its ISO17025 accreditation, ASDTL is the major ssx\provider for ASDA.

ASDTL currently tests around 7000 samples per yeara ten day turnaround. To ensure
that ASDTL maintains high levels of accuracy ankbdity in testing processes, ASDTL
employs a comprehensive quality system that indudlgorous method validation, results
validation as well as fully documented procedures.

ASDTL performs the doping analysis of samples otdd through ASDA’s drug testing
program on behalf of sporting organisations. ASBWrkets its services to professional
sports such as Rugby League and Australian Rulesomdinue to use the high quality,
independent testing facilities that both ASDA ardDY L are able to provide.

ASDTL also services the New Zealand Sports Drug ndge(NZSDA), the Federation

Internationale de Football Association (FIFA), théernational Tennis Federation (ITF), the
Association of Tennis Professionals and the Womdrésnis Association (ATP/WTA).

ASDTL has recently expanded its operations to sengmall countries in neighbouring
regions such as Nauru and Singapore. With theloevent of the World Anti Doping

Agency (WADA), ASDTL foresee the potential for faer international expansion through
the provision of accredited services that will ss8ADA activities.

ASDTL Research

In addition to sample analysis, another major fiamcof ASDTL is the conduct of analytical
research of the detection of banned substances.

Prior to the Sydney Olympics, the Australian Gowveent allocated AUD $3 million over
three years to research programs designed to ingplenew detection capabilities. Some of
the projects have included High Resolution Massc8pmetry (HRMS), Isotope Ratio Mass
Spectrometry, Steroid Reference Materials, Humamw@r Hormone (hGH) and EPO 2000.

The Government allocated a further AUD $1.5 milliomatched by the I0C to conduct the
validation study on the EPO blood test.

Details of projects funded by ASDTL'’s pre Olympiesearch program, and of the EPO
research project are as follows:
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High Resolution Mass Spectrometry (HRMS)

The 10C requires all accredited laboratories toabke to detect certain anabolic steroids
down to a level of 2ng/mL. Detection at such losvdls requires high-resolution mass
spectrometry (HRMS) or tandem mass spectrometry/MM8$ both of which are more
sensitive than conventional mass spectrometry. ASPpurchased and installed a high-
resolution mass spectrometer in 1996, and theum&nt has been in use since early 1997.

ASDTL has developed, validated and improved mettsad¢hat the screening of steroids at
low levels is now routine. ASDTL is the first I0@boratory to be accredited to ISO 17025
for this method. ASDTL has also introduced newiffmation techniques which have been
developed as a complement to sensitive detectichnigues in order to increase the
sensitivity of drug detection. A method using highrformance liquid chromatography
(HPLC) to prepare clean extracts for most steramnis their metabolites has been developed
and validated. This methodology is now in routiise.

An instrument capable of performing MS/MS analyisé&s also been acquired by ASDTL.
The technique complements HRMS, in that MS/MS cae @ definitive result with some
samples that prove difficult to confirm by HRMS.hd& main advantage of these sensitive
techniques has been that steroids can be detemtedniuch longer time after administration.
ASDTL can now identify abuse of steroids for wedisger that was possible a few years
ago. The level of detection achieved satisfies mbguirements of the IOC and these
techniques were used for the Sydney Olympics.

Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry

ASDTL have developed a technique to complementutwal methods for the detection of
testosterone. The developed technique involvesusieeof gas chromatography coupled to
isotope ratio mass spectrometry (GC-IRMS). Thehiteque measures the differences in the
ratio of carbon-12 to carbon-13 isotopes. In Mald@99, a GC-IRMS instrument was
installed in ASDTL. By measuring the C12:C13 ratiosteroids, GC-IRMS can distinguish
between administered and naturally occurring stisrand can identify steroid abuse in cases
that would have previously gone undetected.

Steroid Reference Materials

Reference materials are used to detect the presdérecbanned substance in a sample and to
monitor the quality of a test. The production a@éreid reference materials has been
undertaken by the National Analytical Referencedralbry (NARL), a unit of AGAL. In
collaboration with ASDTL, NARL has been producirtese key standards in accordance
with International Laboratory Accreditation Coopéra (ILAC) Guide G12:2000 guidelines
for reference material production. Other labora®m Australia and New Zealand have been
subcontracted to synthesis some of the standakdisre than 70 of the required anabolic
steroids and their metabolites have been prepam@dudly characterised. These materials are
being increasingly used by laboratories aroundvibed with 10C-accreditation, and will
help ensure the drug testing procedures are repitdddrom one laboratory to another.

Human Growth Hormone (hGH)

A project conducted jointly by ASDTL and the Garvhrstitute of Medical Research in

Sydney focuses on the differences between natucaityirring hGH and the recombinant
hormone used for injection. Work is continuingtba development of a test using variants of
hGH to detect doping. Further efforts will be dgbto improving analytical techniques and
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testing the procedure in hGH-treated subjects. t€kethat is eventually developed is likely
to include analysis of both indirect markers andiards to provide reliable evidence of
doping.

EPO 2000

The Government also contributed AUD $1.5 milliorttwa similar amount from the 10C, for
the validation of a test for the banned substanP®©.E A team of scientists from the
Australian Institute of Sport (AIS) and ASDTL lech anternational research team in this
ground breaking research. In 1999, an EPO admatist trial was conducted with the
results being used to produce a method or testeidiqi current or recent abuse of EPO using
indirect markers. At the same time, another |IOCedited laboratory in France developed a
test to distinguish between administered and nBERP® in urine samples.

Both of these detection tests undertook a comps#hervalidation process, known as the
EPO 2000 Project. The validation study involvedOE®RIministration to recreational athletes
to obtain further information on indirect markefsEdl®O abuse and a study of samples from
elite athletes to obtain a normal range of valuwedte markers. As a result of this research,
the IOC agreed to implement a combined blood-uteést to detect the use of EPO at the
Sydney Games.

ASDTL scientists regularly collaborate with overseacientists and other Australian
researchers to ensure that important scientifieldgments are shared and that duplication is
avoided. ASDTL along with the Royal Australian @Gheal Institute (RACI) jointly funded
an international drug detection research symposiurhi999 to bring together researchers
from around the world. This symposium enabled ridew and circulation of ASDTL
research and the evaluation of new methods of tieteprior to the Sydney 2000 Games.
The major success in the development of an effed#sgt for detecting synthetic EPO is an
example of how international laboratories can ¢mtate to further their anti doping
detection capabilities.

Future Research

ASDTL will continue to make analytical research riopty. In the lead up to the Sydney
Olympic Games, the Australian Government providgphiBcant assistance to ASDTL in
order to build up its expertise in research staff also the technological capabilities utilising
state of the art equipment. The ASDTL facilitiese aonsidered world class and the
Government has indicated its intention for ongamgestment with dong-term vision into
the continued success of ASDTL. On 24 April 200 Government announced it would
allocate up to AUD $5 million to support analyticakearch over the next 4 years.

The Government will continue to support ASDTL reséato target drugs for which there is
presently no effective test and those technologiéls promise for improved detection. The
Government is committed to sharing ASDTL scientifieakthroughs in the international
arena. ASDTL collaborates with other laboratomesldwide to increase, where possible,
their drug detection capabilities in order to pexy international anti-doping efforts.

Further details regarding ASDTL can be obtainedftbe websitevww.agal.gov.au
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ARTICLE 6. EDUCATION.

In cooperation with sport organisations devise aimtblement media, educational and
information campaigns to emphasise the dangersegltin inherent in doping. Promote
research into ways of devising scientifically bagégsiological and psychological training
programs.

ASDA Education Programs
ASDA’s media, education and information progranesiategrated to:

1. enable athletes to make informed decisions; and
2. promote anti-doping activities.

These programs are based on a model for dopingototéveloped by Professors Rob
Donovan and Garry EggerA Conceptual Framework for Achieving Drug Compli@nno
Sport

The overall model features six major inputs to #nmete’s attitudes and intentions with
respect to using banned drugs. One of these sdiatgersonality factors, while the other five
represent elements from various well-recognisetlidé and behaviour change models:

» Threat appraisal (Protection Motivation Theory);

* Non-compliance benefit appraisal (the Health BeéVieidel);

» Reference group influences (Fishbein & Arzen'sadi model);
» Personal morality; and

* Legitimacy (the legal compliance model).

All six inputs, to varying degrees, are modifiech warious intervention strategies. For
example, threat appraisal can be influenced by a&out and media messages and dealing
with failure and self-esteem issues can be infladrizy counselling.

Further quantitative and qualitative social reskeascregularly conducted to inform both the
messages (or content) and methods for media, edncanhd information programs. The
research is undertaken by expert consultants eddag@SDA and by the agency directly.

The model and the research findings are then imghéea through partnerships with sporting
organisations to integrate drugs-in-sport inforratinto sports education curricula for
athletes, coaches and other support staff.

ASDA’s comprehensive response to clients’ resoargéinformation needs includes:

e information to support informed decision making athletes and their support staff
including Drug Testing: An athlete’s guideamphletDrugs in Sport HandbooKree call
Drugs in Sport Hotline telephone service, walletdc®rugs in Sport Updat@ewsletter
and drug education presentations and workshops;

» complementary media liaison and public relationgpsut for agency activities including
the True Championgampaign targeting athletes competing for placethe Olympic and
Paralympic teams and their sports administratorg; a

e regularly updated Internet presence(www.asda.oydageting the general sports public
and media.
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In the lead-up to the Sydney 2000 Games, ASDA'sngsand education services were
promoted through it§rue Championsampaign. This campaign, launched in May 1999,
featured a series of direct mail packages sempooximately 1,800 elite athletes training and
competing for places on the Olympic and Paralymjgiams. The direct mail content
emphasised the anti-doping initiatives that combitee maximise the deterrent effect of the
national anti-doping program. These athletes vagrectly informed of the Government’s
Tough on Drugs in Spoéctivities such as:

* increased out-of-competition drug testing, natignahd internationally;

« developments in research for the detection of bausnestances;

» strengthening of penalties relating to the proktbiimport of banned substances; and
» developing international commitment to anti-doping.

An important element of the campaign was the Trhanpion Passport pilot concept. The
passport pilot was a voluntary program aimed angfthening athlete commitment to clean
sport. Evaluation of the campaign and passporaled substantial athlete support and a
willingness to see the passport implemented intemmally. The World Anti-Doping Agency

is considering a passport trial to determine theemital for international application for all
athletes.

ASDA also provides sports administrators, coachmes ather support staff with information
on drugs-in-sport issues through personal intevacis well as a quarterly newsletter — the
Drugs in Sport Update.

The agency cooperated with the Australian SporisgDresting Laboratory (ASDTL) and
Australian Customs Service (ACS) to promote impmogats to the national anti-doping
program such as:

* ASDA'’s new sample collection equipment (Berlinger);

« ASDTL’s analytical capacity including research ast@ments in detecting EPO and
testosterone;

e« ACS's role in reducing the supply of banned sulstan

ASDA regularly briefed key media personnel on enmgrgssues to provide balanced and
accurate reporting in the public. This was a m&aus in the lead-up to the Sydney 2000
Games due to the large media contingent amass&astnalia for these events.

Government Anti Doping Education Programs

A broad range of educational anti-doping prograsnan essential part of Australial®ugh
on Drugs in Sporstrategy. Initiatives aim to raise the profiledstig testing and promote a
strong anti-doping culture along with a strong detet message.

Programs such as the National School Drug Educasimategy administered by the

Department of Education, Training and Youth Affadtemonstrates the principles and the
strategic intent for national initiatives and fumgliin the area of school drug education. This
national strategy complements the delivery of regioschool education programs. The
national school strategy raises the awarenesseoistues surrounding doping and drugs in
sport along with providing skills to increase riggsice and influence attitudes towards
healthier behaviour. The school-based programshteayoung person about the potential
harm associated with the use of banned drugs irt apd encourages them to remain clean
and safe in sport.
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Government initiatives aim to improve the accessamti-doping information. Resources
containing accurate information on drugs in spoé produced for overseas sports people
visiting Australia. In addition, the Australian @y Information Network, funded by the
Government, provides a focal point for the dissetam of information to the general
community, including sporting organisations in dgai government agencies place
information on drugs in sport on Internet sitedmihks established between them.

ARTICLE 7. COOPERATION WITH SPORTS ORGANISATIONS.

Encourage sporting organisations to formulate ampls all appropriate measures and to
clarify and harmonise respective rights, obligasoand duties incorporating; anti doping

regulations, pharmacological classes of doping dagendoping control procedures,

disciplinary procedures and international principleof natural justice and respect for

fundamental rights, imposition of effective peraltior officials, doctors, veterinary doctors,
coaches and other officials, procedures for theualtecognition of suspensions and other
penalties imposed by sports organisations in theesar other countries.

Cooperation with National Sporting Organisations

The ASC works directly with NSOs to formulate arfieefive response to doping in sport.
The ASC encourages NSOs to adopt anti-doping pslithat are consistent with their
international federations anti-doping requiremenit the same time, the ASC works to
ensure NSO anti-doping policies are consistent wighprinciples set out in its model anti-
doping policy.

To this end, the ASC works with NSOs to ensure:

» their policies clearly define doping;

» that the national anti-doping policies are appt®dll members and athletes;

* anti-doping policies accommodate in and out-of-cefitipn drug testing;

» the recognition of IOC banned doping agents andhausst;

» appropriate sanctions that include a minimum of fears for an initial, and life for a
second, serious doping offence;

e that athletes alleged to have committed a dopifgnoé are afforded procedural fairness
and have access to a fair hearing. This disciplin@echanism may be in the form of an
independent tribunal process set up by respeqiggss or through access to the Court of
Arbitration for Sport (CAS). The hearings are extpd to be under conditions that
guarantee due process and ensure respect for tiiamental rights of privacy and
confidentiality. The sport related arbitrationoals the person alleged to have committed
a doping offence to be assisted by a legal reptathesm or other person throughout the
hearing; and

« where permitted by international federations peb¢ciNSO policies include provisions for
independent approval mechanisms for the use odpleettic substances.

Australian Sports Drug Medical Advisory Committee

The Australian Sports Drug Medical Advisory Comet(ASDMAC) established in August
1999 ensures that an independent and transparecgégsr is available for athletes to seek
approval to use a prohibited substance on the gsooh legitimate health needs. NSOs are
encouraged to promote the services of ASDMAC tdr thihletes in order to obtain guidance
and clarification for the usage of banned substnce
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ASDMAC comprises qualified medical practitioners aviorm an accountable expert
committee to consider applications from athletes ate seeking exemption to use prohibited
substances for legitimate therapeutic reasons aordance with the policy of the sport.
ASDMAC'’s functions as outlined in Section 7A of tA8DA Act 199(nclude:

« assist laboratories to determine whether the poesefia banned substance is due to the
substance being present at naturally high levelthfit competitor, or due to doping;

* independent approval of athlete requests to ushilpted substances for therapeutic
reasons, where the rules of the sporting organisgiermit therapeutic usage;

e expert medical advice to the sports doping tribsirthht hear cases of alleged doping
offences, and

e review national sporting organisations’ systemsgdiaor approval and prior notification
for the therapeutic use of asthma medications.

ASDMAC provides advice to ASDA and the ASC on ASDNMAunctions and matters
relating to drugs in sport and the safety of aHdetASDMAC provides services, information
or advice where ASDA enters a contract with clidatprovide those services.

The use of prohibited substances for legitimateagpeutic reasons is recognised in a number
of NSOs anti-doping policies. For example, disdldport has systems for approving the use
of banned substances. Some international fedasa#itso have systems for approving the use
of banned substances, for legitimate therapeupticgtion.

NSOs are encouraged to incorporate appropriateigoog into their own anti-doping

policies so that athletes can seek approval fronDMABC to use banned substances for
serious medical conditions in accordance to wheir thternational federation’s anti-doping
policy permits athletes to use banned substanaethéovapeutic reasons. The ASC’s anti-
doping policy incorporates such a provision and pesvided a useful model for other
organisations to embrace.

Further information regarding ASDMAC can be obtaifi®m the website
www.asda.org.au/fs_homeasdmac.htm.|

ARTICLE 8. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION.

All parties to cooperate closely and encourage ewapon amongst their sports
organisations. Encourage sporting organisations goomote the application of the
Convention provisions. Promote cooperation betwkedyoratories. Initiate bilateral and
multilateral cooperation between agencies. Estiblaboratories to assist other parties to
enable them to acquire the experience skills anchrigues to establish their own
laboratories.

The Australian Government supports the need to@a@dp and promote harmonisation within
the international sporting community in an effartetfectively combat the use of PEDs.

One of the six key elements of theugh on Drugs in Spodtrategy is the fostering of the

international fight against doping. Activities thave been implemented as part of the
strategy include:
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» Australian hosting an international meeting of $pomisters to gain the commitment of
other governments to implementing effective anfpidg regimes.

« ASDA pursuing testing agreements with internatiofealerations and foreign national
agencies to enable testing of overseas athletémgif\ustralia and Australian athletes
abroad.

» Australia continuing to lobby for increased coopiera into research for improved
technology to detect banned drugs.

Details of Australian Government initiatives to popt and promote international cooperation
in the fight against doping in sport are as follows

International Drugs In Sport Summit

In November 1999, Australia hosted an InternatioDalgs in Sport Summit involving

international government ministers responsiblesfwort. This Summit obtained international
agreement to adopt best practice in doping controluding the implementation of effective
drug testing programs worldwide. Ministers for gpand officials representing 25
governments, the European Commission, and obsefu@nms peak international sporting
organisations including the 10C attended the summit

A detailed public commitment was made regardingonat and international anti-doping
initiatives in theSydney Communiqué he two major outcomes of the Summit were that:

(1) participating governments committed themselves gtal#ish comprehensive national
anti-doping programs that are modelled on the Aliatn approach set out our Tough
on Drugs in Sportstrategy (ie policy framework, drug testing, ediorg research,
reducing the flow of illicit drugs, internationabiaboration), and

(2) an interim International Inter-Governmental Guoitative Group on Anti-Doping in Sport
(IICGADS) was formed that has responsibility forrgang forward and coordinating
action on the outcomes of the summit and resolvimg process for coordinated
worldwide governmental participation in the WorldntADoping Agency (WADA).
Australia and Canada co-chair the ICGADS.

Further information regarding the International @gun Sport Summit can be obtained from
www.drugsinsport.isr.gov.au

International Anti Doping Arrangement

Australia is signatory to an International Anti Dog Arrangement (IADA) with eight other
governments. The IADA aims to facilitate the dewshent and harmonisation of high
quality domestic anti-doping programs throughoatititernational sporting community.

Australia’s involvement in the agreement includég: exchange of information on a range of
anti-doping subjects between other participatingintoes; agreeing on procedures and
implementing a system for the testing of athletepasticipating countries; reporting on the
progress of domestic anti-doping programs; andritning to the collaborative strategies for
the advancement of the international anti-dopingagn.

Australia, through ASDA, has played a key role @veloping the IADA Standard for Doping
Control (ISDC) and facilitating the recognition thfe ISDC by the International Standards
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Organisation. In March 2000, the 43 member coestthat have acceded to the Council of
Europe’s Anti Doping Convention committed to use t#8DC as a reference for their
domestic anti-doping programs.

In 1999, ASDA developed a strategy for the longntelevelopment and management of the
IADA ISDC. Since then ASDA in collaboration withaBGada and Norway facilitated the
establishment of the International Project TeartPZZ). This team, made up of the national
anti-doping authorities for Portugal, South AfricBenmark, Finland, Netherlands and
Austria, worked to implement the ISDC. The projesam of NIF, CCES and ASDA is
playing a major role in expanding the operationtto$ standard to more jurisdictions and
promoting greater harmonisation of doping controlcedures.

ASDA facilitated collaboration between IADA and WADand is involved in extending the
IPT concept to include more countries and inteamati federations with the aim to position
the IADA ISDC as the international standard for idgpcontrol. ASDA is also working with

WADA and the International Standards Organisatit80] to develop the ISDC to a full

international ISO standard and developing certiiicaguidelines.

International Bilateral Agreements

ASDA has established over 20 bilateral and muédriat agreements with international
federations and national agencies. These agresmemer the mutual recognition of anti-
doping sanctions and the mutual cooperation onsdmigport matters and the exchange of
information. The bilateral agreements permit Aalsan athletes training in other countries to
be tested by duly authorised doping control teafrthat country and enables the reciprocal
testing of overseas athletes visiting Australian addition, Australian legislation permits
Australian doping control teams to go and test Aslisin athletes whilst training in another
country.

A successful example of Australia’s involvementinternational anti-doping agreements is
the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between thstralian Government and the State
Sports General Administration China. The termshef MOU allow for an implementation
plan, including a drug testing agreement, to beredtinto between ASDA and the Chinese
Olympic Committee Anti-Doping Commission (COCADC} déhe executing authorities,
under the umbrella of the MOU. Therefore, a rempl drug testing agreement between
ASDA and COCADC has subsequently been entereddietiiling drug testing services to be
provided by each party.

The MOU'’s intention is to facilitate high qualityn@doping programs. It is based on the
principles in the Olympic Movement Anti Doping Codad the anti-doping regulations of
both China and Australia. Another purpose of th®@Wiis to influence the international
sporting community through good example and ageeassist the International Olympic
Committee and International Sporting Federatiorth @oping control.

Australia and China have agreed to cooperate wespact to doping control and education.
The MOU allows for the mutual exchange of inforraatand expertise on testing programs,
education, research and legislation. It providesnfiutual assessment and evaluation, and
also for reciprocal visits between ASDA and COCADC.
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International Collaboration

A component of Australia’¥ough on Drugs in Spodtrategy is international collaboration.

The Australian Government has pursued various iato® strategies to international

organisations such as the 10C and WADA, in ordeprtmgress the application of consistent
standards for doping control. With the recent isigqgof the Sydney Olympic Games,

Australia had the prime opportunity to encouragerimational organisations to develop and
implement more stringent anti-doping strategies.

In particular, significant achievements resultimgni collaboration between the Australian
Government and international sporting organisatimmtsuded: a world wide international
testing program, Olympic Games out-of-competitiesting, EPO testing, the establishment
of a transparent results management process aindegpendent observer concept.

World Anti Doping Agency

Australia is committed to seeing the strategic tmyeent of WADA progress so that
WADA becomes an effective international anti-dopigthority. Australia has become a
member of the WADA Foundation Board and the WADAeEixtive Committee and is
represented on all but one of WADA's sub committees

Australia’s presence at the WADA Executive Comneitenabled us to work closely with

other WADA representatives to assist the developn@nan independent, worldwide,

unannounced testing program into the lead up tdSyaney Games. This testing program
was developed and delivered by the Drug Free Sgootssortium (DFSC) consisting of

ASDA, the Canadian Centre for Ethics in Sport dmal Nlorwegian Olympic Committee and
Confederation of Sports. This DFSC also contradtesl International Doping Test and
Management (IDTM).

The DFSC negotiated testing contracts with all sem@lympic international federations
except football and conducted 2043 doping contoolsaathletes from 82 countries across 27
sports in the six months between April and Septen20®0. ASDA was able to conduct
almost 600 of WADA's international tests on ath¢etiwing or training in Australia prior to
the Games.

Out of Competition Testing

In late 1999 the Australian Government through AS&proached the IOC and asked it to
consider conducting a pre-Games out-of-competitesting program on athletes from the
opening of the Athletes Village. The IOC agreedhe proposal and for the first time ever
conducted a pre-Games out-of-competition testiraggam. The program started from the
date that the Athlete Village opened on 2 Septer@b@0. Athletes in the Athlete Village

and in metropolitan Sydney and training at cenawresind Australian where subject to testing.
The Sydney Organising Committee for the Olympic 8a{SOCOG) conducted the tests in
the Athletes Village and ASDA collected the sampiesn athletes located at all other
centres. ASDA received the results for all testthis program. The Australian Government,
through ASDA, funded 200 of the 400 out-of-competitdoping control tests.

EPO Test

In 1999-00, Australian researchers developed adbtest for the detection of EPO. The
blood test and a confirmatory urine test developgdrrench researchers were approved by
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the 10C for use at the 2000 Sydney Olympics analiaupics. The EPO test was conducted
on over 300 athletes during the Sydney Games. té&$ts were unannounced and out-of-
competition in order to maximise the deterrencau@abf the testing regime. Tests were
targeted towards sports at high risk of EPO usespide the sensitivities of blood collection
and the complexity of chain of custody procedueehjgh level of athlete confidence in the
program was reported.

The Australian Government, through ASDTL is workingh WADA and the I0C to support
implementation of the I0C approved EPO test imnatiredited laboratories. In addition, the
Australian Government has allocated additional flagdo ASDA to enable the agency to
incorporate the IOC approved EPO test into its dsiiméesting program.

Test Result Management

Australia has pursued the review of Test Result &dament (TRM) guidelines with the

objective of enabling a transparent, accountabielegally defensible doping control process.
The adoption of improved TRM guidelines into they@pic Movement Anti Doping Code

(OMADC) would assist making international anti-dogi efforts more robust to public

scrutiny and provide a natural justice system tbletes.

Following an invitation from the Sydney Games Caaation Commission Chair, Dr Jacque
Rogge, Australia was asked to review the existegj tesult procedures. ASDA undertook
the review and submitted its findings to the IOThe Australian proposal was taken up by
WADA in the lead up to the Sydney Olympics followidiscussions between the IOC and
WADA. For the first time at an Olympics, samplipgocedures and results management
policy and procedures were fully documented andligiybavailable in theSydney 2000
Doping Control Guideand the OMADC.

The objective of codifying these procedures wasemgure the integrity of competitor's
samples, and to maintain confidentiality in anyestgation conducted in relation to a
potential doping offence. As such athletes’ riglagspeal and hearing procedures were also
fully documented.

In December 2000, the IOC released a public reporthe Sydney Games doping control
program. The IOC also agreed to provide ASDA watltopy of all laboratory analysis
reports for the pre-Games testing program. The ©@drt included; the number of tests
conducted by sport, both in and out-of-competititwe, results of all tests conducted, numbers
of positive tests, numbers of voided tests, numlzérgloping offences arising from the
positive tests, numbers of tests still under ingasion and the results of blind control tests.

Further information regarding the IOC public repocdn be obtained from the website
www.olympic.org/ioc/e/news/index_e.html

Independent Observer

In December 1999, the Australian Government asked|©C to consider appointing an
independent observer to monitor test result managerprocedures. The Independent
Observer concept was to allow the I0C to demorestiia¢ integrity of its doping control

program. WADA was active in taking up this prodosath the IOC and subsequent
discussions between the I0C, WADA, SOCOG and thstralian Government resulted in
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the 10C Executive Board accepting the Independdase@er concept and that WADA would
be the agency responsible for the role.

The Sydney Olympics provided an opportunity for tReC to incorporate an independent
observer role to oversee the doping control proeeduWith the I0C endorsement, WADA
set up teams of independent observers that wasnsige for observing all aspects of the
Sydney Games testing program, including sampleciodin, chain of custody of the sample
and results management. These independent obsattended testing sessions conducted by
ASDA and IOC that comprised tests conducted botanith out-of-competition at the Sydney
Games.

This independent scrutiny, together with the tramspt results management processes
provided a guarantee that all samples collecte@ wesreived and analysed, and that all results
were reported and acted upon. These two actiastegied the integrity of the process, the
IOC and the athletes.

Further information regarding the Independent Olesereport can be obtained from the
websitewww.wada-ama.org

Council of Europe

In 1994, Australia became the first non-Europeammbex to ratify the Anti Doping
Convention. Australia has promoted anti-dopingport and encouraged other non-European
countries, such as China and South Africa, to admpgt apply the provisions of the Anti
Doping Convention. Australia cooperates with ahatories to the Anti Doping Convention
and is active in the Monitoring Group forum.
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B. Report of the Examining Group

Article 1
Aim of the Convention

The Parties, with a view to the reduction and ewahtelimination of doping in sport,
undertake, within the limits of their respectivenstitutional provisions, to take the steps
necessary to apply the provisions of this Conventio

As an overview it appears that Australia has dolhethat the Convention could have
contemplated with respect to taking steps, withiairt constitutional restraints, to apply the
provisions of the Convention. The Convention as iaternational treaty gives the
Commonwealth government some powers and authatétgiled implementation in many
areas lies with the six States and two Territories.

The Examining Group notes several specific legisdanterventions at Commonwealth level notably
the Australian Sports Drugs Agency Act and its sufipg regulations and orders - which is of a rare
level of authority for a national testing programme

There are also legislative initiatives taken wespect to the Customs and the Agriculture, Fiskerie
and Forestry Departments.

In addition are the policy initiatives of Governmiérepartments, e.g. the Therapeutic Goods
Administration and quasi-governmental departmentehs as the Australian Sports
Commission (also set up by legislation).

The decision by the Australian government to comi§i24m to the implementation of the
national Tough on Drugs in Sport strategy befor@ iarthe three years following the Sydney
Olympics was an important decision. Not only is #mount significant in itself, it alded to
the constructive involvement of other relevant Cammealth agencies under the
coordination of the Department of Industry, Scieand Resources.

The National Report on Australia’s Compliance wttile Anti-Doping Convention is of high
quality: it also demonstrates the high quality loé tAustralian approach to the fight against
doping in sport. It is clear that for some elemseasftthe Convention, insufficient information
was provided for the Examining Group adequatelgdsess the level of compliance but, for
the most part, these are relatively less imporntaatters.

Comment by Australia

It was Australia’s understanding following adviceught from the secretariat of the Monitoring Grotipat
Australia’s report on compliance with the Anti DogiConvention was to focus primarily on 3-4 keesgths,
highlights and challenges of the national anti dggrogram. It was thought that this approach weelde as a
useful resource for other national governments éarl from Australia’s experiences and practices in
implementing specific provisions of the Anti Dopi@pnvention. In addition, it was Australia’s undarsling
that this approach would also ensure that the tepas kept to a reasonable length and prevent@idhe of
anti doping in Australian sport being submitted.

The Examining Group would also note the particakture of the federal system in Australia and the
efforts of the Commonwealth government to overcdogegyersuasion, some of the barriers to
common policies which this seems to provide. Mifghe States and Territories have adopted their
own specific, but complementary, legislation fotia@oping purposes, including restrictions and
penalties for dealing with performance enhancingydr(*PEDs").

30



31 T-DO (2001) 16

In the opinion of the Examining Group:

Australia has a very good strategy for implementinghe fight against doping in sport.
Australia has very precise and pertinent anti-dopimg legislation (Australian Sports Drug
Agency Act, the relevant Regulations under the Actand the Testing Schedules under
Scheme A (for urine sampling) and Scheme B (for btml sampling)).

Article 2
Definition and scope of the Convention

1. For the purposes of this Convention:

a. "doping in sport” means the administration tagpmen or sportswomen, or the use by
them, of pharmacological classes of doping agenttoping methods;

b. "pharmacological classes of doping agents or idgpmethods” means, subject to
paragraph 2 below, those classes of doping agantlping methods banned by the relevant
international sports organisations and appearinglists that have been approved by the
Monitoring Group under the terms of Article 11.1.b;

The Group notes that this is a little ambiguoush&sinternational Federation (IF) lists may
differ from that approved by the Monitoring Groupor example, as there is no national list
of banned substances, but only the lists approyeddeh IF, two Australian athletes (and
indeed all athletes) with the same concentratidna banned substance (eg, 3.5 ng/mL of
norandrosterone) might result in one being positimeler say FIFA’s regulations and one
being negative under say UCI's regulatiofowever, as the Australian Sports Drug Agency
(ASDA) applies the relevant list of each InternatibFederation, Australia appears to be in
compliance.

It is of particular interest that, under the auityoof the ASDA Act a “Medical Advisory
Committee” has been formed (ASDMAC) to considerpagst other things, applications and
grant, as appropriate, dispensations for the ugerafibited substances. The system is, by
international reference, well developed and apgbrérecoming increasingly effective even
though it appears ngetto have complete understanding in the sporting conity. It may
only be applied where the rules of the sport permifo the argument that the dispensations
given by ASDMAC may be opening the door to circumii@n of the regulations, the reply is
that ASDMAC'’s protocols and decisions are arrivethdependently, and transparently. The
system has been proposed to the World Anti-Dopiggrsy (WADA) as the basis for a
possible common international system.

c. "sportsmen and sportswomen" means those pevgooparticipate regularly in organised
sports activities.

The Examining Group noted that the ASDA testinggpamnme does not necessarily apply to
a category as wide as this but it is certainly memgbracing than just the “elite” level as
summarised in the Australian national repdfiowever, in practical terms it does appear that
the national elite level is the main focus. The rdamation of testing between federal and
State institutions does not always cover all rai¢\aite areas (State elites, young potential
national elite, masters, etcY.he Group doubts that the broad definition was @#ended to
suggest that all people qualifying'aportsmen and sportswomehg subject to aontinuous
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on-going testing programme. There are roughly I&iibnal level or potential national level
athletes in Australia, the main target group forDX®& operations. These athletes are
identified and nominated to ASDA by the respectmational sporting organisations. Some
States also have their own testing programmesttie $vel athletes. The value of testing in
some events or sports, such as disabled or mastassquestioned by one official at the
Australian Sports Commission (ASC).

There is a further problem in obtaining approvaltwertake testing at events organised by
entrepreneurs, such as the Goodwill Games in Bresltiais year. There is also the question,
as in many other countries, of testing in the 8géndustry. However, a working group,
comprising representatives from Commonwealth, Siatk Territory governments, produced
a report on possible actions against performanak iarage-enhancing drugs that was
endorsed by the Ministerial Council on Drug StrgtegJuly 2000. Most professional sports
(a substantial proportion of the sporting scenAustralia) have accepted testing by ASDA in
their sports, on a user pays basis. These vafamisrs have lead to a situation where top
level sport people are tested systematically aladively frequently. There is less frequency
of testing at lower levels, and the testing programs less systematic.

Article 3
Domestic co-ordination

1. The Parties shall co-ordinate the policies amtians of their government departments and
other public agencies concerned with combating g sport.

The development of a single national strategy “Toag Drugs in Sport” which assigns a role
to a full range of government departments provalgsry good blueprint for the achievement
of a well co-ordinated response to doping in splortthe words of the Australian national
report, it provides an “... holistic and potent resp® to the threat drugs pose”.

The ad hoc group of government departments, whashfawrmed as a result of this strategy and which
met the Examining Group at the beginning of theepss, clearly has the potential to provide a
practical tool for implementing this co-ordinatiprocess but we are not sure that it really opeiages

an effective entity (they, in effect, said so). fichare undoubtedly a number of linkages, formal and
informal, between and among the various departraardst appears that, all in all, there is reastmab
co-ordination. The Sydney Olympics added impetusis process in a way that may not have existed
previously and it is to be hoped that it will conte now that they are over.

The Examining Group thinks that it should be possike to provide for this group to interact
more regularly and create a better mechanism to adw the current good level of co-ordination to
be even better and ensure that implementation of #hfull strategy is maintained.

The remarks made, under Article 2.1.b, regardin@M3C, may also be regarded as relevant under
this Article regarding Domestic Coordination. ASBEI's responsibilities and decisions help ensure
coordination.

It was not clear to the Examining Group how fasthiter-ministry ad hoc group extended
also to cover the sporting world. The Australiano®® Commission, which is a public
agency, was present at this first round table. |&8bearing in mind that the responsibilities
and prerogatives of public authorities and of spdrbdies, while complementary, differ
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substantially, the fight against doping in spodoatequires coordinated action with sports
organisations. (cf below, under 3.2).

2. They shall ensure that there is practical apgtiien of this Convention, and in particular thatth
requirements under Article 7 are met, by entrustimigere appropriate, the implementation of some of
the provisions of this Convention to a designatagegimental or non-governmental sports authority
or to a sports organisation.

The Australians have ensured that there is practfalication of the Convention by empowering a
number of organisations to implement various eldmdparticularly, with respect to this Article and
Article 7, the Australian Sports Drug Agency, thgbuhe relevant legislation, is entrusted with
implementing many of these requirements. The implgation by Australia of the International
Standard for Doping Control (in the developmenivbfch ASDA played a leading role) and the
quality policy of ASDA ensures good standards. ASias obtained certification under both the 1ISO
9002 norm and the ISO-PAS 18873 norm. The edutamal information (see Article 6) policies of
ASDA and other bodies are also of internationanefice standard.

ASDA records an 89% client satisfaction in the yE299/2000. Its Annual Reports are precise and of
high quality. The priority given to high standasdsd quality control in all aspects of ASDA’s work
requires a consequent human resources level anchibm@nt of those staff, both of which have been
achieved.

The Australian Sports Commission plays an importaos$sibly key, role in ensuring consistent
policies are adopted by Sporting Organisations aheére necessary, policing that, particularly with
regard to the sanctioning processes. In partictiarASC has produced, for the benefit of national
sporting bodies and federations, a “Model Anti-DapPolicy”. In addition, in the lead-up to the
Sydney Olympic Games, the Australian Olympic Coneritalso developed its own slightly different,
model policy: cf under 7.2). However, the AOC @slanger involved in anti-doping policy approvals,
and the ASC model is how the only valid one.

Article 4
Measures to restrict the availability and use of baned doping agents and methods

1. The Parties shall adopt, where appropriate, $égion, regulations or administrative
measures to restrict the availability (includingoprsions to control movement, possession,
importation, distribution and sale) as well as thee in sport of banned doping agents and
doping methods and in particular anabolic steroids.

These matters are the responsibility of humerogmrosations, the 3 key ones being the
Australian Customs Service (ACS), the DepartmenAgriculture, Fisheries and Forestry —
Australia (AFFA) and the Therapeutic Goods Admmaisbon (TGA). State and Federal
Police, medical authorities and others also halesrdt would appear that in particular the
first two of these organisations significantly ieased their response to this issue in the lead
up to the Olympic Games. It is in this area thatdpparent difficulties in trying to establish a
centralised and consistent approach in a “fedeealironment is most clearly exposed.
Without exploring this constitutional issue too plseit is apparent that it does provide an
impediment but it is also apparent that the varidepartments, including the Attorney-
General’'s Department, have made a determined eff@dnvince state authorities of the need
to provide consistency and that this has had st complete, success. (For example,
there is a common and comparatively harsh pen#lfy years for trafficking of steroids.) It
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was of interest that accession to the Conventidnichwvhas Treaty status, was the tool that
enabled intervention at a Federal Government level.

Comment by Australia

The impetus to increase penalties for traffickingPEDs (and the actions of the Commonwealth in @ragpng
this) came about from a more general push for natioonsistency in penalties for drug traffickingh{ch has
been going on through the Standing Committee oforAttys-General - which is the forum where the
Commonwealth has actively sought to persuade jigtisds to strengthen their penalties) along wité heed to
strengthen the response to PEDs in the lead upet®lympics.

Controls of internal “trafficking” of PEDs rests thi State and Territory Police, as well as
Health and Veterinary Authorities and inter-stateoinsistencies are revealed most clearly
here. For example, controls in gyms are not consideregeta priority, and as noted above,
not all jurisdictions, despite the efforts of thé&tgkney General’'s Department, have acted to
increase relevant penalties.

The ACShas been empowered by significantly more potegisligtion adopted before the
Sydney Olympics to intervene in the movement offggerance-enhancing drugs (PEDSs)
across the border (the penalties were substantrahgased during the Olympic build up).
The mechanisms they described in order to monitat eontrol these movements were
numerous and, we are convinced, are as effectivexs$ anywhere in the world. These
measures include profiling of “target” groups, moring and exchanging intelligence on
significant movements of athletes, x-rays of bathgage and postal material (from which
comes the majority of seizures), training of staffrecognise PEDs (including provision of
very good ID posters) and easy mechanisms for ifgarg contents of substances. The
effectiveness of these methods is indicated by diematic and progressive increase in
customs’ seizures of PEDs (27 in 1994/95; 112598912000) although it is impossible to
relate this to the actual volume of PEDs beinditlaéd. Foreign Internet providers of PEDS
are constantly watched and warned that exportesf iroducts to Australia is illegal.

AFFA is responsible for agricultural goods, especia#iferinary steroids, some of which are
clearly diverted into the human market for PEDssualb-elite levels of sport, and in some
professional sports such as powerlifting. A numbgrmigh profile cases of thefts from
agricultural chemical warehouses, involving substanwith potential sports application,
occurred in the period leading up to the Olympicnt®a. Veterinary surgeons selling
veterinary PEDS are required to administer the paain themselves to eliminate the
possibility of large orders being diverted. AFFéem to have a clear understanding of the
issue and their role within the strategy.

Comment by Australia

AFFA’s role in the strategy is to ensure that mawturers are licensed and there is regulatory cbwff
veterinary steroids. Accordingly, manufacturingelising provisions have been strengthened in catisul
with the National Registration Authority and thedaetment of Health and Aged Care.

TGA appears to take an interested and pro-active iroline issue, working with sports
nutritionists at the Australian Institute for Spamd elsewhere to ensure that they properly
understand what is needed and so assist in as awutheir powers permit. The control of
availability and use of “dietary supplements” isvarldwide problem and countries have
varying levels of success in dealing with it. Thethods adopted by the TGA appear to be as
good as anything else in the world and far betb@ntmost. Control over unsustainable
“therapeutic” claims appears to be well maintaiaed accurate labelling is required for all
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active ingredients of preparations with any kinche#lth claim. Dietary supplements on the
other hand is a category unrecognised by law.

2. To this end, the Parties or, where appropriatge relevant non-governmental
organisations shall make it a criterion for the gtaof public subsidies to sports
organisations that they effectively apply anti-dapregulations.

This is very clearly set out within the policiestbe Australian Sports Commission (ASC).
There was some disparity in the views of some awthether or not this was fully and
effectively utilised. Nevertheless it is there da$ been used to good effect from time to time
e.g. in the sport of weightlifting.

3. Furthermore, the Parties shall:

a. assist their sports organisations to financeidgpcontrols and analyses, either by direct
subsidies or grants, or by recognising the costssoth controls and analyses when
determining the overall subsidies or grants to ealed to those organisations;

Finance for “public interest” doping controls iopided centrally via the budget allocated to ASDA.
(Aus $5m for the budget year 2000/01; an additi®2abm is secured with user pays controls). 3321
such tests were conducted in the 1999/2000 yeatwhiimpressive in a country with a population of
c. 19 million. A substantial number of additionests (2424 in the same period) were also done on a
“user pays” basis, primarily in professional spatish as the various football codes. Recentlyngsti
for ePO has been instituted, involving substariist increases as blood samples must be taken and
transported to the lab in a very efficient manweensure their integrity.

b. take appropriate steps to withhold the grantsobsidies from public funds, for training
purposes, to individual sportsmen and sportswomka have been suspended following a
doping offence in sport, during the period of th&ispension;

This is provided for, both by way of the sport pas required by the ASC (see above) and
also directly by ASC’s own policy, where athletesaive direct funding or assistance and in
contracts athletes sign with the AIS and varioaseséquivalents. Specific verification of this
occurring was not provided but we understand thest provision is properly implemented
(there were some instances of suspended athleteg Henied access to publicly-owned
sports facilities during the Sydney Olympics).

c. encourage and, where appropriate, facilitate therying out by their sports organisations
of the doping controls required by the competetdrimational sports organisations whether
during or outside competitions; and

It is clear that ASDA works with many Internatiorfééderations in order to conduct doping
controls at events in Australia which are conducteder the auspices of the IF. In most cases
the national federation assists in this processstralia has faced problems related to the
restrictions of both of their legislation, and tleguirements of the International Standard for
Doping Control which ASDA has chosen to implemamigomplying with some expectations
of IFs with respect to the conduct of doping colstrésmendments to the legislation have
given ASDA more freedom in this regard but the po# for difficulties remains. This
emphasises a frequently observed disharmony bettireerules of IFs and the requirements
of centrally operated national programmes. ASDAehawrked hard to come to terms with
the IFs but fundamental tensions still have theepidl to emerge. It is unknown what level
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of testing, if any, occurs which is conducted bgiwdual sports without the involvement of
ASDA.

d. encourage and facilitate the negotiation by $parganisations of agreements permitting
their members to be tested by duly authorised dppamtrol teams in other countries.

Australia, and ASDA specifically, have probably domore in this area than any other
country. The International Anti-Doping Arrangeme@movides for this and ASDA has signed
an additional 15 specific bilateral agreements vather countries to give effect to this
element. ASDA has also signed user-pays drugntesigreements with 6 international
federations.

4. Parties reserve the right to adopt anti-dopimgulations and to organise doping controls
on their own initiative and on their own responBtipj provided that they are compatible with
the relevant principles of this Convention.

Certainly, at a general level, the Australian gowegent, by charging ASDA with main responsibilities
in the anti-doping field, has done this.

Article 5
Laboratories

1. Each Party undertakes:
a. either to establish or facilitate the establigmhon its territory of one or more doping
control laboratories suitable for consideration faccreditation under the criteria adopted by
the relevant international sports organisations apmproved by the Monitoring Group under
the terms of Article 11.1.b;

b. or to assist its sports organisations to gaicess to such a laboratory on the territory of
another Party.

2. These laboratories shall be encouraged to:
a. take appropriate action to employ and retaimjrirand retrain qualified staff;

b. undertake appropriate programmes of research dedelopment into doping agents and
methods used, or thought to be used, for the pegpo$ doping in sport and into analytical
biochemistry and pharmacology with a view to oltagra better understanding of the effects
of various substances upon the human body and ¢besequences for athletic performance;

c. publish and circulate promptly new data fromitiesearch.

In agreement beforehand with the Australian autiestithe Examining Group did not visit the
Australian Sports Drug Testing Laboratory at Pyn{blear Sydney). The laboratory has a high
reputation, also at the international level. Q€ and ISO 17025 accredited. Its operationsnguri

the Sydney Olympic Games were thoroughly covered,raported on, by the Office of the
Independent Observer established by WADA for then&a Laboratory questions were therefore not
specifically investigated by the Examining Groupt imany matters are known to be dealt with at the
ASDTL are able to be verified (eg in research steroids, growth hormones and especially EPO).
The Australian national report covers this issuly fu
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Article 6
Education

1. The Parties undertake to devise and implemdmtr@vappropriate in co-operation with the
sports organisations concerned and the mass meddycational programmes and

information campaigns emphasising the dangers &itihhénherent in doping and its harm to

the ethical values of sport. Such programmes amdpeégns shall be directed at both young
people in schools and sports clubs and their parersnd at adult sportsmen and
sportswomen, sports officials, coaches and train€ those involved in medicine, such
educational programmes will emphasise respect fedioal ethics.

The ASDA educational programmes, for their athl@tgsarticular, are especially impressive.
They are comprehensive, based on sound researmdbdjmg performance evaluation) and
well considered methodology and are presentedsacastion with striking graphics. A core

programme is run centrally where it is targetethat1800 (approx) “elite” level athletes on
their out of competition testing database. An exangs this innovative work is the “True

Champions” campaign. This campaign, a voluntary, evas launched for the Olympics and
Paralympics. It was very well conceived, with posteribbons, tattoos and an athlete’s
passport. The campaign’s message, that True Champichieve their best without drugs,
went right to the heart of the issue.

The Australian Olympic Committee’s work in this ameas also well developed for the Sydney
Olympics. It is naturally complementary to (thougHoes not appear to be coordinated with)
ASDA'’s work, focusing on Olympic issues: never dgr@pic athlete if a cheat, using the example of
the Johnson case, and using Australian Olympicmaldels.

In addition, in order to ensure that athletes atelolevels are picked up, programmes are run
in conjunction with appropriate state authoriti@gain it is apparent that individual state
circumstances, which may vary considerably, havenbeell considered and ASDA have
worked hard to discover the most appropriate mdshafor each environment.

The impact of this programme was given strong testda by both the elite level athlete
(netball) and coach (volleyball) who were intervezlvby the group. In both cases they
believed that they were very well briefed on thejeat and had a good understanding of the
relevant issues, including both their rights arelrtduties. Indeed there was a feeling that the
base material of the education programme was owerdmd that further extension of the
material was warranted for experienced athletes wlre well versed in the “basics”. The
athlete particularly expressed an acceptance oleaas a leader in sport and was happy to be
pro-active in supporting drug free sport. Both raffed the need to maintain the programme
and did not believe that it was a poor use of spamey.

Programmes for “young people in schools and spdtiiss and their parents” were not as
clearly articulated. ASDA acknowledged that theyiguliback from the initiatives they had
initially developed in that area in the early 96sconcentrate on elite level athletes, leaving
this question to other agencies in the Tough ongBin Sport strategy. The Department of
Education, Training and Youth Affairs explained htive matter was dealt with in the school
curriculum but left the impression that its coveragps likely to be variable depending on the
motivation of individual schools and teachers (&chers of physical education and health).
The team was left with the conclusion that covenage likely to be less than comprehensive
and that DETYA was less involved with the overadu§h on Drugs in Sport strategy.
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Comment by Australia:

The National School Drug Education strategy doggprescribe to schools how the issue of drugs amtsp
should be handled but identifies it as an imporéantt serious issue, among a range of drug relase@s that
should not be overlooked. The National School DEdgcation strategy recognises the important rcheals
play in preventing unsanctioned and illicit use abdse of drugs by young people. At the naticeagllin
school education there are not separate initiafvessed on specific drugs or reasons for takingslisuch as to
enhance performance. This is because the stredeggnises that there are commonalities betweenstkand
protective factors relating to the misuse of maiffigent drugs as well as other youth welfare issu€o
provide a holistic and cost effective effort at gfvemaryprevention level in schools the strategy is desigoe
be flexible so that schools are able to tackldshee of drug use including PEDs in a manner skt their
context.

The Department of Industry, Science and Resourgesrented in a follow up meeting that
they accepted that the issue may not be fully aavet that level but the presentation at the
initial meeting may have “undersold” the position.

An additional area where ASDA acknowledged thay thed made little headway was within
the “fitness industry”. This is generally acknowged as being a part of the population which
is potentially significant in terms of the dopingsues but is difficult to influence. Many
“trainers” come from this sector and, of coursenyaportsmen and sportswomen train in
gymnasia alongside people who are not subjectetedme rules.

It is the view of the team that, given the apparemy good uptake within elite athletes at
least, some consideration and even resources midig applied in this area.

The Examining Group also draws attention in theedrof education to the high quality of the web-
sites of all the principal partners in the fightiarst doping, both governmental and non-governnhenta
Many of them are indicated in the National Report.

2. The Parties undertake to encourage and promesearch, in co-operation with the
regional, national and international sports orgaai®ns concerned, into ways and means of
devising scientifically-based physiological and gw®ylogical training programmes that
respect the integrity of the human person.

This element was not directly investigated howewas, a one off example, the athlete
interviewed by the team clearly had the benefdtate of the art facilities and expertise at the
Institute and yet retained a well-developed serfighenethics of sport. Indeed the coach also
asserted the important part sport had to play tabéishing appropriate role models for the
wider community. The Australian Institute for SpgAlS) plays an important role here,
ensuring very good medical supervision of athletsder its wing, and in providing assistance
with non-PED training methods (physiological, pyldgical, biomechanical, nutritional,
etc). The AlSregime relating to the use of “dietary supplememgave a good insight to the
motivation of their programme and the emphasis @orsservative approach to supplement
use. On the basis of these observations at least th evidence that this element is being
given due attention.

Article 7
Co-operation with sports organisations on measure® be taken by them

1. The Parties undertake to encourage their sporganisations and through them the

international sports organisations to formulate aapply all appropriate measures, falling
within their competence, against doping in sport.
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There is no question that, in Australia, sport argations generally encouragppropriate
measures, falling within their competence, agaidagting in sport. This is partly as a result of
both the leadership of ASDA, the ASC and also ti@CAwith their “requirements” but also
resulting from the inherent commitment to the issw many of those organisations feel. In
at least one case that we became aware of, howtbeee, was a perception that the national
sporting organisation took quite a passive rolewhide complying with the requirements did
little to lead the matter themselves. This was artswith a very small head office and
undoubtedly this creates a priority issue; howeavesralso clear that in such a well structured
and resourced programme, at the central leved,gbssible for a sport to take something of an
armchair ride.

It was also apparent that there is no concertedoapp toward encouraging the national
federations to work with their IF’'s in the develogmh of appropriate anti-doping policies.
There is no question that the AOC as well as sonmralian sports (e.g. swimming) are very
active internationally but this seems to be onlibsis of individual initiative rather than a
concerted national policy. This would seem to beuader-utilised tool available to further
augment the significant international advocacy edteady played by Australia.

Comment by Australia:

The ASC works to ensure that where permitted bgrivettional federations (IFs) policies, Australiaational
sporting organisations (NSOs) include provisioret tharmonise with their respective IF anti dopirdigies.
Furthermore, where NSOs policies exceed that offeesuch as independent approval mechanismédonge

of therapeutic substances, NSOs are encouragedutsue with the IFs concerned to obtain mutual
acknowledgment.

2. To this end, they shall encourage their sportmbisations to clarify and harmonise their
respective rights, obligations and duties, in pautar by harmonising their:

a. anti-doping regulations on the basis of the tagans agreed by the relevant international
sports organisations;

In the case of Australia the harmonisation processtered for, on the one hand, within the
model policy provided by the ASC which explicitlilaavs for particular requirements of the
relevant IF. On the other hand it also has somepotsory elements which may be
inconsistent with IF requirements. This raises magdie issue of the relative merits of
harmonising at a national or international levedl dhe fact that, as things stand, there are
inevitably some incompatibilities. On balance thes#alian model, according to the ASC
requirements, gives precedence to the need foorratcommon elements to be adhered to.
This is clearly a reasonable path where fundingaftdi-doping is sourced from Government
who then require some minimum safeguards to erikateheir objectives are met. Some IFs
have consistently argued the reverse and themme salidity to their position as well.

Australia provides an even more interesting casdysin this, however, as in the lead up to
the Olympic Games the AOC applied some substamtigsicle in requiring Olympic Sports to
comply with a policy which had some differenceshat of the ASC. Without going into the
respective merits of the two approaches it waspgisiating that two powerful and leading
sporting bodies should not have been able to regceement on a common approach for
Australian sport. As stated at Article 3.2, the @@ no longer involved at this policy level.
The Examining Group’s recommendation on a Natiéwmdl-Doping Council could provide a
framework for avoiding such differences in the fetu
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b. lists of banned pharmacological classes of dg@gents and banned doping methods, on
the basis of the lists agreed by the relevant ma&onal sports organisations;

As previously explained, ASDA apply the list pan&r to each sport within its testing programme.
ASDA has an impressive information system, basedrat a freecall “hotline”, which enables them to
give immediate and accurate responses to quedtimmsathletes and others about the banned list. A
database using Microsoft Access and with regulapgated information provided by MIMS is at the
heart of the hotline’s responses. All such respsrfsonsistent and accurate) are standardisededogg
and recorded to limit suggestions that they mayirfm®rrect. The system and database would
undoubtedly have application and appeal to manydaping organisations. An automatic answering
capacity when the hotline is not manned betwee® 2@ 0900 would perfect this aspect.

c. doping control procedures;

ASDA apply a common set of procedures, harmonisatomally and set out in the
“Regulations” and “Orders” which form an integraarp of the legislative framework.
Furthermore these have a clear international cadbifiyt particularly relevant to the
Convention, as they apply the “International Staddar Doping Control” a set of standards
recognised by the Monitoring Group. This common rapph undoubtedly provides for
efficiency and consistency within the national peogme but again may potentially provide
tensions with the requirements of the IF's evenugtothe testing is part of the national
programme. The point where greatest disparity @caomith most IF procedures is the
immediate “result management” process which ocfaliewing a positive test (or refusal). In
the Australian system the national sporting orgatios is not ordinarily told of an “A’
positive until all checking processes, includinglgsis of the “B” sample, as necessary, have
been completed. This is designed to ensure thaspbe receives only “clean” results that are
confirmed as having been properly conducted acogrth the requirements of the Act. The
process is designed to ensure quick processinghef samples and consideration of
submissions and to minimise the delay between thsample and the report to sport
concerned. It is a logical part of a process wldehs the testing done by a body which is
independent of the sporting organisation whichatiete belongs to and eliminates the need
for that sport to try to verify the processes agplby ASDA in a hearing.

It is of note that Australia are a prime playethe promulgation and promotion of the ISDC
which is a mechanism which has great potentiaktisain the harmonisation of approaches
to doping control.

d. disciplinary procedures, applying agreed intefomnal principles of natural justice and
ensuring respect for the fundamental rights of seasgd sportsmen and sportswomen; these
principles will include:

(i) the reporting and disciplinary bodies to betdist from one another;
In the Australian system, ASDA reports the casetaedNSO acts as the disciplinary body.

(i) the right of such persons to a fair hearingdato be assisted or represented;

These rights are ensured at two points: firstlyha process established under 815 of the
ASDA Act which specifically deals with suspectetlates’ rights (this is claimed as a first in
law) and ASDA procedures which require submissioos the competitor about the testing
process to be considered; and secondly withinghairements of the common policy of the
ASC (section 5). These may be augmented by posaddéional safeguards established by
the national federation in response to IF requirgse
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(iii) clear and enforceable provisions for apped@iagainst any judgment made;

There are two separate opportunities for appeaistly; in relation to ASDA judgements,
appeals can be made to the Administrative Appealsiial on technical grounds in relation
to the drug testing procedures performed. Secorallyeparate appeal can be made to the
Court of Arbitration in Sport (Ocean Registry) agsithe sanctions applied by the respective
national sporting organisations following the comfation of a breach of an anti doping

policy.

e. procedures for the imposition of effective peeslfor officials, doctors, veterinary doctors,
coaches, physiotherapists and other officials aremsories associated with infringements of
the anti-doping regulations by sportsmen and spastaen;

The ASC model policy provides as follows — 1.4 “istles_and other personsay be subject
to investigation and disciplined under this policidditional references are made to other
persons throughout the policy. The team did natl#ish, however, the extent to which these
provisions have been implemented in the past.

f. procedures for the mutual recognition of suspmmsand other penalties imposed by other
sports organisations in the same or other countries

This is provided for under the ASC model policyctsan 8.3)
3. Moreover, the Parties shall encourage their $parganisations:

a. to introduce, on an effective scale, doping matnot only at, but also without advance
warning at any appropriate time outside, competiiosuch controls to be conducted in a
way which is equitable for all sportsmen and spsasien and which include testing and
retesting of persons selected, where appropriatega candom basis;

This function is administered centrally by ASDA aisdwell coordinated with the AOC. The ISDC
according to which ASDA has been certified has @ons which verify that this is being done
properly, including an emphasis on “no-notice” itest ASDA has developed world-leading software
("Eugene”®, a database for test planning, distidnyt selection and management) that provides
considerable assistance in ensuring that “equitatdsting and retesting occurs. This is done
predominantly on a random basis but athletes magrigeted as necessary.

Technically the ASDA legislation limits the pool &portsmen and sportswomen”, who are
subject to testing under the Act, to a narrowewugrthan indicated in the all-encompassing
definition of the Convention. Following discussion this issue which allowed a clearer
understanding of this definition in the Act it ip@arent that it provides for most, if not all,
testing that would be reasonably contemplatednatebnal testing programme.

Discussions with ASDA and, more critically, withethASC revealed that the policies
necessary to test “niche” groups, which may notinamay fit within established sports
policies, may not be properly catered for. Thierefspecifically to such groups as “masters”
or “veterans”, “disabled” and, conceivably “elitegh school”. This may be one area which
needs to be more carefully considered so that apjpte coverage within such groups does
not rely on chance or the individual quirks of sgaolicies.

ASDA also tests, under its user-pays agreemeraged in most professional sports.
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b. to negotiate agreements with sports organisatiai other countries permitting a
sportsman or sportswoman training in another cowurttw be tested by a duly authorised
doping control team of that country;

As previously pointed out, Australia has been aoyuahe world’s leading nation in
establishing multi-lateral and bi-lateral agreemdntprovide for this. The ASDA legislation
is permissive of this.

c. to clarify and harmonise regulations on eligityilto take part in sports events which will
include anti-doping criteria;

This matter was not explicitly covered by the Exaimg Group and it is not very clear as to
what is intended. The ASDA Act goes into some dletsito who may be subject to testing.
Similarly the ASC model policy covers some impottassues in this regard and notably
refers to “retirement and comebacks”, a matter wisicmetimes provides difficulty, and for
which there is a clear and quite demanding protocol

d. to promote active participation by sportsmen aprtswomen themselves in the anti-
doping work of international sports organisations;

Again little evidence of this was provided to theaBining Group in this regard.

e. to make full and efficient use of the faciliti@gailable for doping analysis at the
laboratories provided for by Article 5, both duriagd outside sports competitions;

ASDTL certainly have a role as a “regional” servim®vider as well as just a national one
and, in particular, conduct the majority of the lstheal work required by the New Zealand
Sports Drug Agency.

f. to study scientific training methods and to devguidelines to protect sportsmen and
sportswomen of all ages appropriate for each sport

Little evidence of this was provided to the Teanthis regard. There is no question that the
AIS and its various independent State equivalerasige very comprehensive scientific input
into the training methods of Australian athletes inpression was gained that the “well
being” of those athletes was an important constaeravithin that system but such an answer
is only based on general observatiorfSeq also under Article 5 and 6.2)

Article 8
International co-operation

1. The Parties shall co-operate closely on the emattovered by this Convention and shall
encourage similar co-operation amongst their sporgganisations.

Australia has had a strong presence on the wotiedaping stage and has been very pro-
active in working towards effective internationabllaboration on this issue. Notable

examples include:

* The first non-European Party to the Convention.
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A founding member of the International Anti-Dopingrrangement and the
consequent pioneering work (mentioned under therogo@ate articles) on
international standards, notably the ISDC and I-R8873.

e Conducting the “Sydney Summit” on doping for goveant representatives from a
wide range of countries. This led to the formatadrthe IICGADS (which Australia
co-chairs) and to a mechanism allowing for worldievgovernmental participation in
the World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) and its workisg

* Heavy involvement with WADA activities at both pojiand practical levels.

* Involvement with the Drug Free Sports Consortiuniilimg a void to assist WADA
in its testing programme (4 ASDA staff are emplopadDFSC controls for WADA).

* The initiation of pre-competition testing in Audiaabefore the Olympics which was a

large contribution to the feeling that the Sydnelynapics were “the most truthful

Games” in the past decades.

(See also under Article 4.3.d)

2. The Parties undertake:

a. to encourage their sports organisations to opera a manner that promotes application
of the provisions of this Convention within all tregpropriate international sports

organisations to which they are affiliated, incladithe refusal to ratify claims for world or
regional records unless accompanied by an authatgtcnegative doping control report;

It is not clear that a well established programmxists to this end (as per previous comments).

Comment by Australia:

National sporting organisations are encourageaitopty with the ASC Anti Doping Model. However thegn
vary where it is demonstrated that their internaldederations rules allow.

b. to promote co-operation between the staffs @f toping control laboratories established
or operating in pursuance of Article 5;

This was not specifically investigated (see abaweeu Article 5) but it is known that the ASDTL
plays an important role in co-operative work betmvkdboratories, most notably in relation to ePO
testing but also in other research and activitilse role of the laboratory at Pymble and of tharbg
Australian National Reference Laboratory in prowglsteroid reference materials is a good example
of international inter-laboratory cooperation.

c. to initiate bilateral and multilateral co-opeiah between their appropriate agencies,
authorities and organisations in order to achiew, the international level as well, the
purposes set out in Article 4.1.

Little indication was given in this regard.

Comment by Australia:

The Australian Customs Service has entered intaraber of cooperative agreements with Canada, Korea,
Japan, Hong Kong, China, USA, Indonesia, New Zehkamd United Kingdom. Within the broader context of

these agreements, where drugs banned in sport @stwr@s controlled, information may be exchanged to
counter the threats they pose.
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3. The Parties with laboratories established or @pi@g in pursuance of Article 5 undertake
to assist other Parties to enable them to acquhlre experience, skills and techniques
necessary to establish their own laboratories.

No indication of activity here and, indeed, theseliitle prospect of new accreditable labs
forming in the Oceania region.

Comment by Australia:

Although not discussed during the Monitoring Graupisit to Australia the Australian Sports Drug fiieg
Laboratory (ASDTL) has worked directly with a labtry in Jakarta which had hoped to obtain 10C
accreditation by the end of 2001. ASDTL started kivay with Jakarta on an exchange basis in 1996 and
undertook some training of their staff in Sydneyté¢ach them the fundamentals. ASDTL also attentied t
Jakarta laboratory in 1997 and 1998 to help thedertake testing for their National Games (PON Garaed

for the SEA Games and to provide temporary I0Ceuitation during that testing. However due to clesnig

the Indonesian currency their ability to move qlycto the final stages has slowed. Indonesian dtaffe
assisted ASDTL on two occasions, during the Workdn8ning Championships and during the Olympics and
this has been performed on an extension of traibagjs. ASDTL still continues to assist where pussi

Article 9
Provision of information

Each Party shall forward to the Secretary Generathee Council of Europe, in one of the
official languages of the Council of Europe, alleneant information concerning legislative
and other measures taken by it for the purpose awhptying with the terms of this
Convention.

ASDA has complied with this article by furnishingat year since 1996 data on its national anti-
doping initiatives as per the questionnaire appidysethe Monitoring Group.

Since 2001, ASDA has accepted responsibility fonaging on behalf of the Monitoring
Group and free of charge, this Convention’s datseb@nd converting it into an electronic
version, probably to be available in an intranesion with a web interface.

The Australian authorities, and notably the Departtrof Industry, Science and Resources,
made in good time a full report on Australia’s cdiapce with the convention for the purpose
of the examining visit and during the visit a salpgial quantity of additional written
materials was copied or made available to the group

Australian governmental rules on public accountgb#gnsure that there is a great deal of
transparency in public matters, including anti-ehgpguestions. For example, if, under 868 of
the Act establishing ASDA, the Minister makes aédtion” to ASDA (this has not happened
yet), ASDA is obliged to include this direction its annual report to Parliament, where the
Minister would be subject to parliamentary scrutiny

* k k% %
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RECOMMENDATIONS

It is clear from the above that the Examining Grargnsiders that Australia amply fulfils the
obligations it has entered into under the Anti-DgpiConvention. In many respects and areas, the
measures introduced by the relevant Australian @de been groundbreaking innovations. In many
fields, these and other measures are now regasiedhangst the best of their kind. Australia can
certainly claim to have one of the most, if not thest, rigorous anti-doping policy and programmes
in the world. Many other Parties to the Anti-Dopi@gnvention could derive inspiration for their own
policies and programmes from the Australian expeee The basis for this success lies, as is the ca
following the examination of Norway, with the twddopolitical and financial commitments by the
government and the sports bodies. The very deairsp ethos and rich sporting culture of Australia
provide a fertile ground for a strong anti-dopingessage to take hold, and in which these
commitments can be deployed. The pre-conditiors the commitment was very evident to the
Examining Group.

The recommendations which follow therefore mustsben in the context of optimising a
well-planned, well-coordinated and well-executedtesn and are offered by the Examining
Group in that spirit:

. The creation of a “National Anti-Doping Council” with representatives of the
different national governmental bodies and agenciesvolved in the fight against
doping in sport, together with the participation of national sports bodies and the
Australian Olympic Committee. Such a body could hae helped to reconcile the
past differences between the ASC and the AOC on impant aspects of their
policies, and should help to ensure that similar dfierences do not develop in the
future. Such a “Council” could also help improve oordinated educational
approaches at various levels and take action in thfgness industry. We note that
the necessary separation of responsibilities in teplanning, the conduct of tests,
and in test results management is well developed Awstralia and our proposal is
not designed in any way to change that. The erectioof “firewalls” between the
different bodies and their different powers is a god thing. However, it appears
the firewalls are so distinct that they militate a@inst the development of an
overarching body to provide the final level of coodination and harmonised
policy development.

. Greater attention could be paid to implementing thereport endorsed by the
Ministerial Council on Drug Strategy, especially adar as schools and the fitness
industry are concerned.

. It would be desirable if all the professional spod could be persuaded to become
ASDA'’s clients. This would be notable, also as aaxample for other Parties.

. It would be desirable if the implementation of thenational Tough on Drugs
Strategy and ASDA'’s corresponding work could encom@ss sports and people
involved in sport at lower levels than is presentlyhe case. Not all sports people
are currently involved and many know that they will not be tested. This might
be achieved progressively. A necessary accompaniméo this extension would
involve complementary action and legislation whera@ecessary by all States and
Territories.
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Note: The draft version of this report was sent at thgifning of August 2001 to the Department of
Industry, Science and Resources and to the AuwstraBports Drug Agency, thus offering an
opportunity to correct any errors of fact and tonagent on the opinions expressed by the Examining
Group. Errors of fact have been incorporated theoreport, as well as some comments/clarifications
approved by the members of the Examining Groupnufber of comments made by the Australian
authorities, which the Examining Group feels shdwddnoted, have been incorporated into the report
at the appropriate point.
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The purposes and objectives of the “Compliance Wittmmitments” project have been set
out in other reports in this series (notably, agards the Anti-Doping Convention, in the
report on Norway) and will not therefore be repddtere.

The Examining Group consisted of:

» Prof Dr Dirk CLASING, Vice-Chair of the German Naial Anti-Doping Commission;

* Dr Luis HORTA, Head of Sports Medicine Servicesta Portuguese National Institute
for Sport, and Portuguese delegate to the Mongo@roup;

« Mr Graeme STEEL, Executive Director of the New aAsal Sports Drug Agency, and
observer to the Monitoring Group;

* Mr George WALKER, Head of the Sport Department, @olof Europe.

The programme of the visit was as follows:

Wednesday, 11 July 2001

Canberra.

Morning: Meeting with representatives of the Depeamt of Industry, Science and Resources;
the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Faoyeshe Department of Education, Training

and Youth Affairs; the Attorney General’'s Departmdhe Australian Customs Service; the

Therapeutic Goods Administration; the Australiam®p Commission; and the Australian

Sports Drug Agency (ASDA).

Afternoon: Meetings and interviews with senior offlis of the Australian Sports
Commission, the Australian Sports Drugs Medical i8dey Committee, and Australian
Institute for Sport, Sport Science and Medicine &#épent, athletes and coaches.

Evening: dinner hosted by the Department of InguS&cience and Resources.

Thursday 12 July 2001

Canberra

All day: meetings, interviews and briefings withetdirecting staff of the Australian Sports
Drug Agency.

Friday 13 July 2001

Canberra

Morning: wrap-up meeting with the Department of ustty, Science and Resources and
ASDA

Midday: depart Canberra

Sydney

Afternoon: meeting with the Secretary General & #ustralian Olympic Committee, Mr
Craig McLatchey, and the AOC'’s legal advisors, MR&fe and Ms C Ordway, for doping
questions.

The Examining Group wishes to extend its sincemitgde to all those involved in the
preparation and execution of their visit, at thaous institutions. Particular thanks are due to
Mr R Crick, Director at the Department of IndustBgience and Resources, and his colleague
Mr D Russell; and to Mr J Mendoza, Chief ExecutofeASDA, and his colleagues Mr A
Ives, Ms L Johnson, Ms V Kapernick, Ms A Gripperdads M Roberts for their whole-
hearted cooperation and availability to the group.
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