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AMIEÏtICAK ARBÏTKATION ASSOCIATION 

NorÜi Aiöfifican. Court of Arbitration for Sport Panel 

United States Aaiti-Doping Agency, Claimant 

Aïïd 

Toni EdwardSj Respündent 
Ret 30190 0D675 04 

MNAX- AWAÏU) OF THE ARBITRATOJJS 

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED AÏLBITKATORS, having been designated by lie abov^ 
named partieSj and h&vjng diily heard the proofs and allsgations of the partïeB, and baving 
issued an Interim Award on Juiy 22,2004-, do bereby issue tiiis Final Awaid^ as foUows; 

THEPAKTIES 

1. Ciaimant, the United Stsi&5 Anti-Doping Agency (ÜSADA) is ih& 

independent anti-daping ageacy for Olympic Movement spoits in the United States and is 

responsibje for conducting drug lesting and adjudjcation of potential doping offenses 

pursuant to Ibe United States Anti-Doping AgEncy Protocol for Olympic Movement Testing 

(Üie^tfSADAProtocol'^ 

2, Hespondent, Toni Edwards, is an elite sprinter wbo was the gold medaÜst in 

the 100 meter event at the 2003 World Championsliips. She recently qualificd for Ibe 2004 

United States Olympio Team in the 100 and 200 meter svents. 

BAaCGROU^fP AND F R O C Ë H U R A L mSTORY 

3. On July 19, 20O4, ibk Panel condncted a hearing pertaining to Respondent's 

positive doping ttst which occutred at the April 24, 2004 ïntemational Association of 
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Athletics Fedcrations (ÏAAF) competition in Martinique kaovm as liie Meeting du Conseil 

Général. 

4, At the hearing bcfo?̂ e thia Patiel, ïtespondeEit admitted that she had committed 

a doping offense fiirough the ingcstion of the prohibited stimulant iiifcetliamido, hut 

contended that exceptional circumstances cxisted which shonld result in the reduction or 

elijïiination of any perïod of ineligibility to be imposcd in comectiontlaerewith. 

5, Thus, as we noted in our interim award, "Üie only issue submitted to this panel 

[was] "whcther to irapose the requisïte sancüonj or to find that tiiere may be exceptional 

cimumstances under [lAAF] Rule 38.12(iii)." ^ 

6, At the heanngj K.espondeüt was given the opportunity to inake a complete 

record regarding her claim of öKceptional circumstancBS. She submitted documents and 

testified about the circuinstances EurrOimdiiig her iDgestion. of mkethamide and submitted to 

croas exaiüinatioö, 

7. Afier hearing the evidence and ihè arguments of counsel presented at the 

hearing this fm^l conoluded 'Hhat ex.ceptional circumStaftces may here exiat" and that 

"reféixal to thelAAF pursuant to Rule 38.16 is the proper course of action/' 

8. Actiiig upon our referral, fhe Doping Review Board of the lAAF issued a 

determination dated August 3,2004. 

9. ÏTX its dctcrmhiation tiie ÏAAF Doping Review Board noted that it had 

revjewed our Interim award, cerlain felevant correspóndence, the eïdiibits presmted al the 

hearing böfore this Panel and tiie transoript of the hearing before this Panel Ihat 

' Our interim award dated July 22i 2004 is attached hereto. To lhe extent that it sets 
forth ̂ c background to this decision and covers issues not addressed herein, we 
incorporate our interim award herein hy reference as if fully set forth. 
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dstennijiafion notes ttiat Claiïiiant and Respondent were gïven öie opportunity to submit to 

the DDping ïleyiew Board evidence not preseutcd dtjdiig the hearing befoie this PaneL 

10, ïn flddition, the lAAF Dopiag Review Board uoted that ïi had obtained and 

reviewed the paclcaging of a box of Coxaniine Glucose manufactored by Novartis Santé 

Famihale (the brand of Coramine Glucose purchased for and uscd by ïlespojident), which 

was not made avaÜable at the My 19^ 2004^ hearing before ihis Panel, 

11, A copy of Ihese pacicagmg materials -was appended to the lAAF Doping 

Review Poard's written deteixoination. 

12, IhelAAF Doping Review Board summarized its conclusion on the questidn 

of the Bxistence a£"excsptional ciroumstances" as followsi 

The Doping Review Board does nor considsr the CïTCimistances of fbis 
case to constitute Eïcceptional Cifcumstances as reguired hy ÏAAF KüJe 
3tl2. By reason of the factors listed above, the Doping Review Board 
considsrs üiat Ms. Ed"wards k tinable to estabïish that Ihis anti-doping 
violation too3v place wiïhout significant fault or negligence on hèr part. 
On "ÖiB contrarj'j in the Board's view, the athlete was at significant i^nlt 
andj in consequence of this, Ihere are no Exceptional Ciroumstances in this 

13. By letter dated August 5,2004, Ihis Panel invhed additional Eubmissions by 

counsel for Claimant and K-espoiidsnt on the outstanding issues in this matter.' 

DECISÏON 

14-, As noted in ihis Panel's interim award, the lAAF's new anti-dophig rules were 

recsnily adojited (efiective March 1,2004), and at the time óf the hearing^ there was a "lack 

of precedent mder these newly proïpulgated rules as to what may constitute 'no fault or 

negligence' imder Rule 40,2 and ^no significant fault or no sipificant negligence' under 

M e 40.3," We liTerefoie refen^d tliat dispositive issue to the ÏAAF at provided in its Rule 

38.16, 
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15. Having reviewed the TOtten determination of the lAA^ Dopiiig Review Board, 

tMs ?anel now adopts xts reasoning and fmdings as Dur o'wn,̂  

16, The presumptive sanction for Hespoadent's doping offenae is a minimum two year 

period of incligibiiity to nm from the date of the heaïjng pursuant to I M F Rüle 40,1 (a), and 

disallowance of lesults obtained between the date of her positive dnig test and the date on 

wMch her period of üieliÊibility beging, as set forüi in lAAF M e ^9-^' 

17.USADA has ïiot sought a sanction of langer thsn the ïmnimiim two yearperiod of 

beiigibility maiïdated by lAAF Rtde 40.Ka)p and tjhia Panel has beeoi presented wjth no 

evidence reflecting that a lengthier period af ineÜgibiüty is warranted. 

iS.Under ÏAAF Rule 40.9, theperiod of ineligibility is to coimnencc on the date of 

tbc hearing decision, except that any period of provisional suspension served by the athlete is 

to be credited againstthat period. 

19,USAt>A has jnformed the Panel that ïtespondent agreed to serve a provisional 

suspension ooniniencing ypofi completion of her last competition \t. the 2004 United States 

OlympiD Trials on July 18,2004. 

20.Accordingly, pursuant to ÏAAP Rule 40.1(B)(i), the Panel hereV iniposes a two 

year period of ineligibility upon Respondent to exphreon July 17, 2006, and, ït accordanoe 

^vith ÏAAJ' Rules 39.1 and 39.4, orders disqnalifiDation of all results obtained by Respondeat 

at the April 24, 2004 competition in Martinique and all of Respondent's subsequent 

compÈtitive results through the date of this dccision, including the forfeiture of all tjües, 

awardS) medals, points and prise and appearance money received as a result of compctitïons 

01' appearances occturinfi duïlng this period. 
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21. Eact party sliaJlbeariis own costs andattomsy's fees. 

22. The admimstrative fecs and eX-pwises of Öiö American ArbitraüonAssociation and 

iiie compeasafcioii and esrpenises ofÜLe arbtlrators ̂ M l>e bome by Cbairiasit 

23. Tliis Awaid is mfiilï setüemctit of all clsimE submitted to Öys aiï^tiation, Al l . 

claims not eïtptessly granted herein sï& iersby deoied. 

«,, Asïî Z îi"^^ 

5 ï ^ ö E L JByoel) 

MaidieE-Oliveaii 

Alanl Rotiiettljerg 

. 1 , ^ ™ ^ ^ ; ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ; ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
;„^^TJSS;^-oasifmty»«&rft. 
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21. Each party s M bear ïts own ooffte and attoroey's fees. 

22. The administrativc fees aud expensss of the American Arbitratloii Associatbn and 

tlie compensatipn and ejcpenses of ttie orbitTfftars shall be bome by Claimaüt. 

23. XMs Awsrd is in ftdl fletden^ent of all claims submitted to thïs arbitraüoa All 

claims not SKpressly granttd herein are hereby deaïsd. 

Dated: 
iu.f,ksidOjJ~0O^ 

Riohard K. Jeydol, Chainnan 

2 I t e mirten dderraination of the lAAF Doping Revi^Board is attócIiedheKto and is 
incoiporated herein by raference as if Mly set foröi-


