
TED  RESOLUTION/  No.  004 /  2017

REF.:  RESOLVES  ON  THE  CASE  OF  
THE  SPORTSMAN  IVAN  LÓPEZ  BILBAO  
FOR  BREACH  OF  ARTICLE  2.1  OF  THE  
WORLD  CODE
ANTI-DOPING

DISCIPLINE  PANEL
COURT  OF  EXPERTS  ON  DOPING

Anti-Doping,  informing  you  of  all  your  rights  and  of  your  Provisional  Suspension  from  all

ÿ  Law  19,712  on  Sports  of  February  9,  2001,  which,  among  other  matters,  creates  and  establishes  the

ÿ  The  Doping  Control  Form  of  February  26,  2016,  which  formalizes  in  writing  the  collection  of

blood,  had  an  Adverse  Finding,  when  the  non-specific  prohibited  substance  CERA  was  detected  in  it

Mimetics,  sub-class  1.  Erythropoietin  receptor  agonists,  numeral  1.1  Stimulating  agents

SEEN:

carrying  out  doping  controls,

(Continuous  erythropoietin  receptor  activator  -  Continuous  erythropoietin  receptor  activator),  belonging  to  

Class  S2.  Peptide  Hormones,  Growth  Factors,  Related  Substances  and

ÿ  Supreme  Decree  No.  41  of  January  12,  2012,  which  promulgates  the  International  Convention  against

blood  sample  chosen  by  the  aforementioned  athlete,  namely  No.  153520,

ÿ  The  CNCD/NTF  Notification  No.  13 /  2016  of  May  31,  2016,  through  which  the  National  Commission

functions  and  the  formation  of  the  National  Doping  Control  Commission,

a  blood  sample,  in  the  context  of  the  Villa  de  Madrid  International  Indoor  Athletics  Meeting,  carried  out  on  the  

athlete  Iván  LÓPEZ  BILBAO,  RUT  17.383.346-6,  in  the  city  of  Madrid,  Spain,  that  same  day,  and  which  states,  

among  other  things,  the  number  of  the  waste  collection  kit

ÿ  The  World  Anti-Doping  Code  2015  of  January  1,  2015,  which  regulates  and  harmonizes  the  fight  against  doping

World  Anti-Doping  Agency,  Analytical  Services  Laboratory  of  the  Fundación  Instituto  Mar  de

of  erythropoiesis  (ESAs),  of  the  2016  Prohibited  List  of  the  World  Anti-Doping  Agency,

Blood  sample  No.  153520-A.  In  addition,  it  accuses  him  of  violating  Article  2.1  of  the  World  Code

Doping  in  Sport  and  its  Annexes  I  and  II,

ÿ  The  Certificate  of  Analysis  D16IRRES0154-3,  dated  May  31,  2016,  from  the  Laboratory  accredited  by  the

of  Doping  Control  informed  the  athlete  López  Bilbao  of  the  Adverse  Result  of  the  analysis  of  his

the  minimum  procedural  standards  that  must  be  observed.

National  Doping  Control  Commission  of  Chile  that  the  analysis  of  Sample  No.  153520-A  of

sports  activity,  with  immediate  effect,

Santiago,  January  31,  2017

world,  establishes  sanctioned  behaviors  such  as  those  related  to  the  present  case  and  establishes

ÿ  Exempt  Resolution  No.  437  of  May  12,  2016,  which  approves  the  regulations  governing  the

Medical  Research  (hereinafter,  IMIM  Laboratory),  from  Barcelona,  Spain,  which  reports  to  the
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ÿ  Summons  TED  No.  028  of  December  14,  2016,  summoning  the  athlete  López  Bilbao  to

SECOND:  That,  by  virtue  of  the  foregoing,  the  athlete  LÓPEZ  BILBAO  is  summoned,  in

applied  to  sample  153520.  Request  clarification  on  the  analytical  package  required,  before

ÿ  The  acceptance  of  the  postponement  of  the  Hearing,  expressed  by  the  accusing  party  by  mail

World  Anti-Doping  and  Article  5.2.4.3.1  of  the  International  Standard  for  Laboratories  and

sample-B.  The  athlete  maintains  that  “the  infraction  is  given  by  the  presence  of  a  substance

analyzes  performed  on  the  blood  sample  153520  and  the  time  required  to  receive  said

ÿ  The  presentation  The  document  presented  by  the  President  of  the  National  Commission  for  the  Control  of

BILBAO,  must  be  summoned  to  present  his  defenses  and  offer  evidence,  if  he  deems  it  so,  before  the

Adverse  Analytical  Finding  of  the  athlete's  blood  sample  was  based  on  a

July  2016,  at  5:15  p.m.,  in  the  Meeting  Room  of  the  High  Performance  Center,  in  Santiago.

sample  153520,  by  the  IMIM  Laboratory  of  Barcelona,  Spain  and  requests  that  the  accusation  be  declared  null  and  void

CONSIDERING:

appear  before  the  Disciplinary  panel  on  December  26,  2016  at  5:00  p.m.,  in  the

ÿ  The  defense  brief  presented  by  his  defense  through  the  lawyer  Maricel  González  Araya

ÿ  TED  Summons  No.  011,  issued  on  July  4,  2016  by  the  Court  of  Experts  on  Doping,  summoning

THIRD:  That,  in  his  statement  and  during  the  Discharge  Hearing,  the  athlete  (his  defense)  indicates

he  quotes  verbatim  in  his  defense.

email  dated  July  18,  2016,

Request  it  from  the  laboratory.  The  accusing  party  is  informed  of  the  nomination  of  Maricel

final,  to  appear  before  the  Disciplinary  Panel  of  the  Court  of  Experts  on  Doping  on  December  26,  2016,  at  5:15  p.m.,  in  the  

meeting  room  of  the  CAR,  commune  of  Ñuñoa,  in

Disciplinary  Panel  of  the  Tribunal  of  Experts  on  Doping  and  their  situation  is  resolved,

Doping,  as  an  accusing  entity,  pointing  out  the  total  normative  validity  of  the  analytical  procedure

document  from  the  lab,

FIRST:  That,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  World  Anti-Doping  Code,  the  athlete  IVÁN  LÓPEZ

against  his  client,  the  athlete  Iván  López.  Request,  in  addition,  the  analytical  package.

ÿ  The  suspension  of  the  Hearing  of  July  14,  2016,  due  to  the  request  for  the  Analytical  Package  of  the

confirmation  procedure  of  the  initial  result  of  sample  A,  carried  out  on  an  aliquot  of  the

Meetings  of  the  High  Performance  Center,  in  Santiago.

of  the  athlete  on  June  11,  2016,  in  which  he  challenges  the  analytical  procedures  carried  out  with  the

the  athlete  López  Bilbao  to  appear  before  the  Disciplinary  Panel  of  said  Court,  on  Monday  18

that  their  rights  have  been  violated  when  applying  an  analytical  procedure,  since  the

Santiago.

González  Araya,  as  lawyer  and  representative  of  the  athlete,

DISCIPLINE  PANEL
COURT  OF  EXPERTS  ON  DOPING

prohibited  in  sample  A”.  The  athlete  bases  his  claim  on  Article  2.1.2  of  the  Code
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SIXTH:  That  all  the  steps  of  the  procedure  applied  to  carry  out  the  confirmation  of  the  Result

verify  the  opening  and  division  of  the  sealed  “B”  Sample  (which  will  occur  without

article  indicates  that  each  procedure  must  be  documented  and  a  new  aliquot  of  the  sample  must  

be  used  for  analysis.

For  the  rest,  the  fact  that  the  situations  mentioned  these  tests  are  sufficient,  does  not

of  Doping,  of  the  International  Standard  for  Laboratories,  will  be  dismissed,  since  it  is  not

initials  and  confirmation  (as  described  in  article  5.2.4.3.1).  When  the  confirmation  is  not  

completed  in  the  “A”  Sample,  the  Laboratory,  under

Sample  “A”  may  not  be  used  or  may  be  used  for  testing

FIFTH:  That  the  arguments  of  the  defense  based  on  Article  5.2.4.3.1,  which  is  part  of  the  chapter

in  sample  A,  but  can  also  be  determined  by  the  presence  of  the  substance

accredited,  depending  on  the  scope  of  your  policy,  you  can  repeat  the  Procedure  of

and  additional  analyzes  established  in  Article  5.2.2.12.  Thus,  said  rule,  in  its

Laboratories  accredited  by  the  World  Anti-Doping  Agency,  in  situations  not  foreseen  in  the

second  vial  confirms  the  presence  of  the  Prohibited  Substance  or  its  Metabolites  or

ÿ  The  repetition  of  the  confirmation  procedures  carried  out  is  based  on  Article

the  Athlete  is  notified  or  is  present)  and  then  proceed  to  the

obtained  in  sample  153520-A  are  found  in  the  International  Standard  for

FOURTH:  That,  first  of  all,  Article  2.1.2  itself,  which  mentions  the  cases  that  are  sufficient  to  prove  an  infraction  of  Article  

2.1,  cited  by  the  athlete's  defense,  expresses  in  its

general  procedures  defined  by  the  World  Anti-Doping  Code  itself,  to  the  specific  procedures

additional  tests  carried  out  on  the  stored  blood  (plasma)  samples,  which

orientation  of  the  Control  Authority,  will  appoint  an  independent  witness  to

applicable  to  the  case  in  question,  since  this  is  a  blood  sample  and  not  urine.

excludes  that  there  may  be  other  elements  of  charge,  whose  sufficiency  must  be  assessed  and

ÿ  Confirmation  of  the  initial  result  of  sample  A,  carried  out  on  an  aliquot  of  the

Confirmation  of  an  "A"  Sample  and  the  first  test  result  will  be  void.  East

prohibited  in  the  B-sample.

5.0  Application  Of  ISO/ IEC  17025  Standard  To  The  Analysis  Of  Urine  Samples  For  Control

initials  (as  described  in  article  5.2.4.2)  only  or  for  controls

6.2.4.2.1.4  of  the  International  Standard  for  Laboratories,  establishes  that  the  Laboratory

Markers  found  in  the  first  jar.”  That  is,  contrary  to  the  assertion  of  the  athlete's  defense,  the  infraction  is  not  

given  only  by  the  presence  of  the  prohibited  substance.

current  regulations  and  standards. .

Numeral  10  provides,  among  other  things,  that:  "At  the  discretion  of  the  Control  Authority,  it  is

Laboratory:

last  part:”  …or  when  the  Athlete’s  B  Sample  is  divided  into  two  bottles  and  the  analysis  of  the

defined  in  the  International  Standard  for  Laboratories  and  to  the  power  granted  to  the

provides  that  selection,  transportation,  storage  procedures  will  be  applied

analysis  based  on  Sample  “B”  which  was  divided  into  2  bottles.”

sample  B,  is  based  on  the  provisions  of  Article  6.2.2.11,  regarding  the  analyzes

judged  by  the  corresponding  Court,  based  on  its  compliance  with  the  procedures

COURT  OF  EXPERTS  ON  DOPING
DISCIPLINE  PANEL
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notify  the  athlete,  which  in  the  species  also  occurred.

That  Mr.  IVÁN  LÓPEZ  BILBAO  is  sanctioned  with  a  four-year  suspension  from  all  sporting  activities,  the

Adverse  Analytical  Finding,  determined  in  blood  sample  No.  153520-A,  belonging  to

4  years  for  athletes  who  ingest  non-specific  prohibited  substances  in  a  manner

May  30,  2020,  and  all  other  sanctioning  considerations,  in  particular  those  contemplated

Register,  notify  and,  in  due  course,  file.

Anti-doping,  the  IMIM  Laboratory  Certificate  of  Analysis  finally  reports  the  finding  of  a

World  Anti-Doping  and  the  National  Doping  Control  Regulation,  which  considers  sanctions

in  Articles  10.8,  10.9  and  10.12.1.

(continuous  erythropoietin  receptor  activator).  This  substance  stimulates  the  production  of

Due  to  the  foregoing  and  provisions  of  the  National  Doping  Control  Regulations,  the  World  Anti-Doping  Code  and  the

Sentence  pronounced  by  the  members  of  the  H.  DISCIPLINE  PANEL  OF  THE  COURT  OF  EXPERTS  IN  DOPING  

OF  THE  NATIONAL  DOPING  COMMISSION,  its  President  Mr.  Cristian  Ramírez  T.,  Mrs.

to  the  athlete  Iván  López  Bilbao,  due  to  the  presence  in  the  sample  of  the  substance  CERA

intentional.

The  above  normative  considerations  show  that  the  procedure  used  to  confirm  the  result  of  the  Initial  

Analysis  of  the  Sample  can  be  carried  out

notably  the  aerobic  capacity  of  the  athlete  who,  we  remember,  is  an  athlete  specializing  in

RESOLVED:

Writing  by  the  member  of  the  H.  Panel  Mr.  Cristián  Ramírez  Tagle.

erythropoietin  in  the  blood  and  the  consequent  increase  in  hematocrit,  which  improves

cited  standards;

Isabel  Wigg  S.  and  Mr.  Julio  Alvarado  Baigorria.

athlete  López  Bilbao  for  obtaining  sporting  advantages.

which  begins  on  May  31,  2016  (date  from  which  it  is  provisionally  suspended)  and  ends

SEVENTH:  That,  based  on  the  prerogatives  and  obligations  imposed  by  the  World  Code

using  aliquots  of  sample-B.  In  addition,  the  rule  establishes  that  it  is  not  necessary  to

mid-bottom  and  bottom.  For  this  reason,  its  intake  cannot  but  correspond  to  the  will  of  the

EIGHTH:  That,  as  things  are,  it  only  remains  to  apply  the  consequences  provided  in  Article  10  of  the  Code
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