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MUNDO DEPORTIVO 

13/05/2020 

Biesiedin (Dinamo Kiev), supendido durante un año por dopaje 
• Dio positivo en un control efectuado tras el partido contra el Malmoe, de la fase de 

grupos de la Europa League. 

 

Artem Biesiedin, suspendido por dopaje. (Otras fuentes) 

EFE 

El ucraniano Artem Biesiedin, delantero del Dinamo Kiev, ha sido sancionado con un año de 

suspensión tras haber dado positivo en un control antidopaje efectuado tras el partido contra 

el Malmoe, de la fase de grupos de la Liga Europa, disputado el pasado 28 de noviembre. 

Según informa la UEFA, Biesiedin dio positivo por Fonturacetam, un estimulante que figura 

entre las sustancias prohibidas por la Agencia Mundial Antidopaje (AMA), según se reveló en el 

análisis efectuado por un laboratorio acreditado por este organismo. 

El Comité de Apelación de la UEFA, tras la correspondiente audiencia y estudio del caso, 

acordó suspender a Biesiedin por un año. El plazo comienza el día en el que el Comité de 

Control y Disciplina decidió suspenderle provisionalmente, el 19 de diciembre de 2019 y 

acabará el 19 de diciembre de 2020. 

La UEFA precisa que esta decisión es definitiva. 

El Malmoe ganó dicho encuentro en el que Biesiedin fue titular por 4-3. Acabó líder del grupo 

B, en tanto que el Dinamo Kiev terminó tercero y por tanto cayó eliminado. 

https://www.mundodeportivo.com/futbol/internacional/20200512/481123605363/biesiedin-

dopaje-dinamo-de-kiev.html  
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AS 

13/05/2020 

El atletismo es el más corrupto de 2020 con 33 infracciones 
Un informe del Movimiento Por un Ciclismo Creíble detalla los casos de dopaje y corrupción 

del 1 de enero al 31 de marzo, antes del confinamiento. 

 

El Movimiento Por un Ciclismo Creíble publicó el número de casos de dopaje y corrupción en el 

deporte previos al periodo de confinamiento, del 1 de enero al 31 de marzo de 2020. El 

atletismo lidera este dudoso ranking con 33 episodios, por delante de los 16 de la halterofilia. 

Según los datos, el ciclismo sólo tuvo tres positivos y el fútbol, dos, pero el deporte rey es el 

más corrupto, con seis tramas de amaños. En cuanto a países, Estados Unidos produjo 20 

infracciones. Le siguieron Sudáfrica (11) y Rusia (9). España, ninguna pública a efectos del 

informe. 



  
 

 

 

Precisamente, la Agencia Mundial Antidopaje (AMA) anunció que los acuerdos de asociación 

de tres años con el Instituto Sudafricano para el Deporte Libre de Drogas (SAIDS) y la 

Organización Nacional Antidopaje de Etiopía (ETH-NADO) han producido "avances para la 

protección del deporte limpio en África", tras facilitarles el acceso a los recursos y la 

experiencia de otras agencias más desarrolladas y experimentadas. La AMA trabaja 

actualmente en protocolos de control durante la pandemia y en la implementación del Código 

Mundial. 

https://as.com/masdeporte/2020/05/13/polideportivo/1589346430_836302.html  
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LET’S RUN 

12/05/2020 

Q&A: Anti-Doping Expert Sergei Iljukov Discusses Doping in Kenya 

& Russia, What World Athletics Is Doing Right — And How the 

Global Anti-Doping System Can Still Improve 
By Jonathan Gault 

 

In February, a team at the University of Helsinki led by anti-doping expert Sergei 

Iljukov conducted a WADA-funded study examining women’s middle distance performances at 

the Russian track & field championships from 2008 to 2017. The aim was to examine the 

impact of the Athlete Biological Passport (ABP), which was introduced in 2009, so Iljukov and 

his team compared results from 2008 to 2012 against results from 2013 to 2017 (at which 

point the ABP had been fully implemented and athletes were used to seeing others sanctioned 

for ABP violations). The Russian championships were chosen as a meet to study because 

Russian athletes draw salaries from their cities, counties, or ministry of sports based on their 

results at nationals. And of course, because it is well-known that many Russian women were 

cheating in the late 2000s/early 2010s. 

The results were clear: performances were significantly worse in the second half of the decade 

studied than the first. This, in itself, was not shocking, but for Iljukov, the degree of difference 

was: in every event minus the steeple (which was only introduced to the Olympics in 2008), 

performances dropped between 2.0% and 3.4% — in line with the results of old Soviet studies 

examining the effects of blood doping on elite athletes. 

Iljukov, 40, who was born in the Soviet Union, raised in Estonia (he served as medical advisor at 

the Estonian Anti-Doping Agency for almost a decade), and now lives in Finland, is continuing 

to study how performance profiling can be used to improve anti-doping efforts around the 

world. Last week, he took some time to talk to LetsRun.com about deficiencies in the global 

anti-doping system, whether the culture has changed in Russian track & field, and the effects of 

the ABP in Kenya. 

JG: You told me before this interview you believe World Athletics is doing a great job with 

anti-doping. Why do you believe that? 

SI: There was a study from Daegu 2011 that demonstrated the prevalence of doping may reach 

up to 40%. And on the other side, people are saying from the annual reports of most anti-

doping agencies, you can read that only 2% of the samples test positive. 

When we talk about those 2%, which are misleading, we don’t quite appreciate the fact that 

we have to relate the number of those findings to the number of athletes tested. As just a 

simple mathematical example, you have 10 different elite athletes in your registered testing 

pool. And you test each of those athletes 10 times a year. Altogether, you get 100 tests. And 

from those 100 tests, you have two positive samples. That basically means two out of 10 

athletes have tested positive. Officially in statistics, you only have 2% of all the tests positive. 

But if you take it from the testing pool, you have 20% of athletes. So that makes a huge 

difference. It’s important to deal with this in mind, that those statistics are misleading.  

mailto:jonathangault@letsrun.com
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/ijspp/aop/article-10.1123-ijspp.2019-0643/article-10.1123-ijspp.2019-0643.xml?tab_body=fullHtml-6611
https://www.bbc.com/sport/athletics/41084175


  
 

 

So we have to look deeper at the registered testing pool, the number of the athletes, and they 

must be related between each other. So it’s quite a big job to do for the anti-doping agency 

and I think that [is the] explanation [for] why it is still expressed as an absolute percentage 

from all the tests. 

And also, when we estimate the prevalence, like it was done in the studies before…you have a 

sort of methodology to test how many athletes possibly use substances in that particular 

competition. But that doesn’t tell you how many athletes from the whole population use 

substances during their whole career. 

And basically, what our study demonstrates, based on those banned athletes, that in some 

distances, it’s up to 68% of the athletes who are banned during their career (Editor’s note. 13 

of the 19 — or 68% — of Russian women who achieved the world/Olympic/Euro 1500 standard 

at the Russian champs from 2008 to 2012 were ultimately banned. For all distance events 

collectively, the figure was 53%). So that’s quite a high number. And based on that, I can 

definitely say the question, is who [caught] them? First and foremost, it’s an international 

federation (World Athletics) and this we have submitted and I will give some compliments to 

their job. And also, definitely the national anti-doping agency was also involved. So those are 

two institutions. 

These numbers, they tell you a little bit more than those widely finding 2%. And your question 

was why I think World Athletics is doing [a] great job with anti-doping. So this is basically an 

example. You take a long-term scale, 10 years. And you take a look during this 10 years, how 

many athletes have tested positive. It better reflects the anti-doping efficiency in the long 

term. 

But there’s a tradeoff though. If you’re looking over a 10-year period, and someone’s been 

cheating for eight years and you only catch them after the eighth year, do you think they’re 

still doing a good job because they’re catching them eventually? Or do you think it’s bad 

because they’ve allowed them to cheat for who knows how long? 

That’s a good question. You never know when the athlete is cheating. And the question is also 

when he started cheating and when did you get him and so on. So it’s difficult to answer the 

question. I fully agree and I don’t want to bring the picture that anti-doping is brilliant or 

something like that. But also you hear more of critics. And based on this data, certainly there is 

a place for compliments. This is basically my point. 

To get back to the study that you had [of athletes at Russian nationals] — did the results 

surprise you at all? 

Well there was one surprise to me. From all Soviet studies, it was known an approximate effect 

of blood transfusions on performance. And what I was surprised to see [was] very close 

numbers [to that] in our study. Because we basically indirectly estimated the effect of blood 

doping on performance. And this is also, from the practical point of view, quite important. 

Because when you have a, let’s say, 800m elite-level female athlete who is improving her 

performance from her average, all of a sudden — let’s say three seconds or 2.5 seconds — you 

see a sort of red flag. Because that sort of improvement doesn’t happen within a short period 

of time. It should take a much longer time. And those estimates were very close to what was 

known from the old Soviet studies. So that was a sort of surprise to me. 



  
 

 

But why would that surprise you? If your study is estimating the effects of doping, why 

would you be surprised that it would be in line with a study that had already shown that was 

the effect of doping? 

Well because I didn’t expect to get it from these numbers and I didn’t expect it to be so close. 

So that was surprising to me. 

 

The results of Iljukov’s study, comparing average times at Russian nationals from 2008-12 and 

2013-17. Table courtesy Sergei Iljukov. 

Do you think there are inefficiencies in the current global anti-doping system? And if so, how 

would you propose to fix them? 

To be honest, yes, definitely there are some deficiencies. Just to be in balance, to say all the 

pros and cons.  

But if you think of the inefficiencies, the general topic of our research is about performance 

profiling. We are trying to identify some unphysiological performances and trying to look for 

the possible explanation — what could be there. And this study is just part of the job.  

https://www.letsrun.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/full-ijspp.2019-0643figuref1.jpg


  
 

 

When you go deeper into details, [there is] one thing I see as a sort of discrepancy currently. 

How would you define elite athletes? What would be your definition? 

I would say certainly athletes who compete at a World Championship, you would say they’re 

elite. Or maybe the top 100 in each event in the world. 

Brilliant. You study from the performance level he is competing in. It makes sense. [Let’s take 

female] 800m athletes who run faster than 2:02. Let’s call them elite athletes. You can see 

there are athletes from more than 20 countries who are running these times. But if you take a 

closer look, you can see there are 21 athletes out of all those athletes — the dominating group 

— they’re coming from the US. And if you go and look at the stats from USADA, only the top of 

those athletes are tested properly. And many of them who are competing on the NCAA level, 

they are not tested as rigorously by USADA. 

For example, you take an athlete from Sweden or Finland who is running under 2:02, she will 

be [tested] on the Athlete Biological Passport. But in US, the situation is different. There is a 

discrepancy. 

I’m bringing this fact not to blame USADA, because they are doing a great job, you can see it 

from the statistics. But there is a deficiency in the current definition of elite athlete. There is an 

insufficient description of the elite athlete and who you must have to put in the registered 

testing pool. Because in the current situation, you have, as I told you, athletes from Sweden 

who will be rigorously tested when she’s running around 2:00. And from some other country, 

where you have 10 athletes at that level, half of them will be as rigorously tested. So in this 

sense, we are in a situation where the anti-doping makes a difference. 

I wouldn’t like to stress that it’s a particular country, like the US, because if you go in the 

longer distances, you can see some from African countries. It’s not the problem of the country 

itself. It’s the problem of the current definition of the registered testing pool and elite athletes, 

who we are testing. So that’s the deficiency, to be honest. 

 

Of countries with 3+ women ranked in the top 100 in the 800 in 2018, the US had by far the 

most — 21. But many of them were tested either once (5 athletes) or never (10 athletes) by 

USADA that year. Chart courtesy Sergei Iljukov. 

https://www.letsrun.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Screenshot-2020-05-05-at-3.25.50-PM.png


  
 

 

So what’s your solution to this? Would you want them to standardize the definition across 

the globe? 

Yes. For sure. Please don’t take my words as blaming. It’s not the fault of any anti-doping 

organization or it’s not the fault of any particular country. But it’s the deficiency of the current 

approach. As a scientist, you analyze the data. You see the facts. You do conclusions and you 

have to raise the awareness and you have to establish your opinion based on the facts. So 

probably this is a good place to start talking about this, based on the facts. 

How would you suggest using the performance data to improve catching cheaters?  

Well this is the topic we are currently working on. Those are preliminary results, and further 

research is necessary. But I guess in future, in some sports where the metrics are quite simple 

like in athletics, or swimming, weightlifting, sports like that, you probably could improve 

efficiency of targeting some athletes based on their suspicious results. But also the research is 

necessary to define what is suspicious and what is not and so on. So we have to be very careful 

in that sense. And once again, it’s never only about the performance itself. 

I wish to stress — and put bold on this sentence — excellent performance, in itself, is not the 

proof of any wrongdoing. That’s very important to stress. You do not throw a shadow on 

athletes based on their performance. That would be wrong. 

I feel like the anti-doping agencies are already doing this (target testing). Like if you look at 

someone like Justin Gatlin, he’s an outlier in terms of his performances versus his age. I feel 

like anti-doping agencies are kind of already target-testing athletes who they feel have 

suspicious performances, even if the performance isn’t necessarily backed up by data the 

same degree as yours is. Do you know what I’m saying? 

Yes. It’s quite logical. As I told previously, doping is used to improve your performance. But it 

doesn’t help if you apply it in one country only and if there is no general policy that is applied 

in all the countries, because our study is funded by WADA, so there is a strong interest over 

that. And it’s going in this direction. This will give you one more dimension when you evaluate 

and assess. 

What do you think about the current anti-doping situation in Russia? Do you believe the 

culture has changed or that it is changing? 

I sent you the picture with Russian results [from their national championships]. This is, once 

again, about the 800m females. It’s very similar in 1500m, 5000m, 10000m.  

 

You can see from this data, the red performances, that means in a particular year, this is the 

number of athletes who qualified for the international competition of this particular year 

(Euros, Worlds, Olympics) with their results at the nationals. And you can see there is a 

significant drop after 2012. There is an obvious explanation why: the ABP. 

https://www.letsrun.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Screenshot-2020-05-05-at-2.03.38-PM.png


  
 

 

You can see the next year, over the years, the level of the performance drops significantly. 

When you ask me about the culture, I have my doubts that the culture is changing within a 

couple of years. But what I can say is that the ABP set a sort of threshold — what you can do 

and how you can cheat and what you cannot do. And here you see this change. They cannot 

use blood doping in the same amounts that was possible before the ABP, and that makes a 

huge difference. 

And so when you ask me about the culture, to be honest, I don’t think that the people who 

were involved in that sorts of practices before 2013, they suddenly change their mind and 

their approach and so on. But, as I told you, it’s not about the changing of the culture, it’s 

about opportunities, what sort of drugs you can use and you cannot. There is change 

happening there. 

I want to ask about Kenya. Because we’ve seen several ABP violations from Kenyan athletes 

recently, since the start of 2019. In part, that’s because they now have a WADA-accredited 

lab in Nairobi. But one explanation I’ve heard is that it’s possible the ABP, they may have to 

adjust it, or they’re not totally sure about it for Kenyans because they were born, they were 

raised, they’re training at altitude. Altitude has been known to throw off the ABP a little bit. 

And it might be hard to use the same parameters as you would for a traditional athlete than 

you would for a Kenyan athlete using the ABP. Do you think there’s anything to this theory? 

Have you heard this theory at all? 

If I answer this question from the performance perspective and from the anti-doping 

perspective, as you told, the Nairobi laboratory was established, as far as I know, they started 

in August 2018. And when you start implementing the ABP, [it takes time] — because in 

Moscow, they started somewhere in 2009, 2011 [and] you can see the results only starting 

from 2013. And the reason for that, when you start your ABP, first of all you have to define the 

group, the registered testing pool. Then you start collecting the samples. And you have to have 

at least three samples to establish the baseline. 

Once you have the baseline, you continue the follow-up. Maybe some athletes start using 

banned substances after two years or three years or four years or five years. You never know. 

So because of that, you can see that when you start a new anti-doping measure or policy or 

method, it takes time to get those athletes caught. And I think we already have some data. 

Actually, there are 45 [Kenyan] athletes banned since 2017, and most of them are based on 

nandrolone and very primitive drugs, so it’s not about sophisticated doping. But I have to 

admit, there are a dozen elite world-class athletes who were banned based on ABP. And I think 

that the top of the curve — it’s the same like with Russia — in the beginning there were some 

first cases, and all of a sudden you have the avalanche of cases. Because you had enough time 

to implement the ABP. And currently, the implementation started in 2018, but I don’t think we 

can see the full effects of the implementation yet. 

But what I’m asking — 

Yeah, about adjusting. Well, with ABP, you are familiar with how it works? The basic principles 

are you get the blood values and you build up an individual profile. And so this concept is 

equal, regardless of the country of the athletes. And there are maybe some confounding 

factors, and the altitude is one of them. But the effects of altitude are more moderate than 

effects of significant blood transfusions or EPO. In that sense, there are some challenges, but I 

don’t think those are the biggest challenges in anti-doping. 



  
 

 

And also, when you check the ABP parameters, you can basically say there are some findings 

that are clearly suspicious and you start the discipline or the investigation. Then about some 

findings, you can say that they are reasonably clean, there is no suspect. And in some cases, 

you can say that those findings are somewhere in between. And then you’re starting to 

investigate the confounding factors and so on, and also if you heavily suspect and you have 

findings from in between that are not clearly indicating of doping use, but they also don’t look 

very clear, you can start targeting your testing. 

And this is actually another point of implementation of the ABP. When WADA started 

implementing the ABP, the number of EPO cases increased dramatically. That was astonishing. 

The green bar [in the table on the right] is so-called “ESA” — erythropoiesis-stimulating agent. 

Basically, those are different sorts of EPO. And the red one, ABP cases. And what you can see 

from here, the implementation of ABP started in 2007, 2008. And you can see the increase in 

ESA cases, because they were targeting based on the ABP results. 

If you know the process, when you get the samples for the ABP, you take a blood sample and a 

urine sample. And those green cases, you may have a finding in the ABP but the same time, 

when you take a look at the urine, the EPO is there. You don’t need to go further with ABP 

findings because you already have the case in your hands. 

I was going to ask more specifically about Kenya. Have you reviewed any of the cases where 

they have sanctioned athletes for ABP violations? Have you read over them at all? And if so, 

do you believe like, yeah, this person seemed like they were clearly cheating? Does it make 

sense to you that they were banned? 

Well, I didn’t review any cases. I don’t have access as a researcher. But what I can say: the 

probability, when you start an investigation based on the ABP case, the probability that it’s a 

https://www.letsrun.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/IMG_1341.jpg


  
 

 

false positive is about 1 out 1,000. Very, very low. So basically what does it mean? If you have 

a case based on the ABP, the probability that it’s a true positive is over 99.9%. And also, this is 

the statistical probability. But you have to bear in mind that an athlete has an opportunity to 

defend himself. If you have a reasonable explanation for those findings, it will not be a case. So 

you don’t give bans based on those numbers only. 

What are you studying now? What else do you want to study or think needs to be studied in 

the anti-doping field? 

We continue with the scope and we focus currently on track & field runners, middle and long 

distances. And the next step will be one of the current research topics, we’re trying to 

establish the definitions of elite-level athletes, international-level athletics, national-level 

athletes, to build up a classification based on performance results. And the third aspect, and 

what is currently under work, is also we are, based on those previous doping cases, we are 

trying to build a sort of mathematical model for the changes in performance. We try to model 

the doping effects with performance results to build up a statistical model. 

So are you doing that with data from athletes who have already been banned? 

Yes, exactly. That’s all retrospective. But there are some deficiencies in this approach. And 

once again, because of that, I wish to stress, again, excellent performance itself is not a sign of 

any wrongdoing.  

But at least we can see this is a promising direction for further research. And with this 

particular study, the major point I wanted to bring to attention is that there’s a general 

perception that anti-doping is inefficient. You can hear a lot of critics toward World Athletics 

and so on. But take a look at the numbers. You rarely hear any compliments. And in my 

opinion, those numbers deserve some compliments. 

https://www.letsrun.com/news/2020/05/qa-anti-doping-expert-sergei-iljukov-talks-russia-

and-kenya-praises-world-athletics-more/  
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11/05/2020 

Talking tough with Witold Bańka… refreshing Wada, funding anti-

doping and dealing with Russia 
Witold Bańka succeeded Sir Craig Reedie as president of the World Anti-Doping Agency at the 

start of the year. The Polish sprinter turned politician has bold plans to inject fresh impetus, 

ideas and capital into the global anti-doping regulator, but he knows the fight against the drug 

cheats is one he cannot win alone. 

• By: Michael Long 

 

 

Witold Bańka is not the first person to proclaim himself as “the enemy of doping”, nor will 

he be the last. Yet the energetic, conscientious Pole is adamant his zero-tolerance brand of 

leadership is exactly what the World Anti-Doping Agency (Wada) needs as it emerges from 

perhaps the most challenging period in its 20-year history, a period marred by a series of 

high-profile scandals, not least the egregious affair that was Russia’s state-sponsored doping 

racket. 

“My opinion about doping was always very, very strong and tough,” he tells SportsPro. “I was 

always very against any examples of cheating.” 

As a former 400m sprinter who became Poland’s minister of sport and tourism in late 2015, 

Bańka aptly embodies the entity he now oversees. Given that Wada’s budget and executive 

board are split equally between public authorities and sports bodies - an overly bureaucratic 

structure that leaves the agency vulnerable to conflicting interests - his experience in 

compromise and diplomacy should serve him in good stead as he embarks on what is 

undoubtedly a highly politicised role. 



  
 

 

“I need to be clear: I’m an independent president,” he says, speaking in late February. “I’m 

coming from public authorities, I’m coming from the government, but now I’m totally 

independent: I’m not a member of the government, I’m not the representative of Poland. I’m 

the representative of clean athletes and the representative of people who want to eradicate 

doping and throw out the cheats from sport.” 

After shadowing his predecessor, Sir Craig Reedie, for 

several weeks, Bańka formally began his three-year term on 1st January, the same day that 

Chinese double Olympic speed skating champion Yang Yang took up her role as Wada vice 

president. Exuding the kind of enthusiasm one might expect from a president in the early 

throes of his tenure, the 35-year-old promises to spend his first few months in office meeting 

with and listening to a range of stakeholders, including national anti-doping organisations 

(NADOs), sports bodies and athlete representatives. 



  
 

 

“Of course, it’s not difficult to note that I’m from a completely different generation than Sir 

Craig,” he says of the Scot, who spent six years as Wada president. “I’m younger, of course, so 

in many areas I have a different approach - not against him, absolutely not, but I’m younger, 

I’m coming from the athletes’ environment, and I hope that I will bring to this organisation 

fresh, new energy.” 

Personable and forthcoming, Bańka insists he has the expertise and connections to succeed in 

the role. To underline his credentials, he points to his track record during his four-year stint 

serving in the Polish government. Specifically, he notes how he succeeded in overhauling the 

anti-doping system in his native country, creating Poland’s national anti-doping agency, 

Polada, introducing tougher sentences for dopers, and upgrading an accredited testing 

laboratory that became fully independent of athletic governing bodies. 

“We have a Polish anti-doping agency with an investigative department and a huge budget; I 

increased the budget four times for anti-doping policy,” he says. “We have a new law, new 

tools; that’s one of the reasons why my colleagues and ministers trust me. They notice that I’m 

young but I changed a lot of issues in Poland and it was real experience. I think that these 

changes gave me the power during the campaign, and a real argument for why they should 

choose me. It was really helpful for me.” 

Besides talking up his own political clout, Bańka’s campaign manifesto for the Wada 

presidency was largely built around ways of increasing the agency’s annual budget, which 

currently stands at between US$36 million and US$40 million. Eight per cent year-on-year 

increases had already been approved up until 2022 prior to his appointment, with the 

International Olympic Committee (IOC) agreeing to increase its funding by up to US$10 million 

during that time. 

Yet Bańka, along with Olivier Niggli, the Wada director general, has repeatedly insisted more 

needs to be done to ensure the agency has the resources to take the fight back to the drug 

cheats. 

“In my opinion,” he says, “Wada’s budget is not in proportion to the expectations for the 

organisation. And you know, the necessity for more funding of anti-doping policy is coming 

from reality. When I analyse the budget of Wada, a big, global anti-doping regulator, an 

organisation with strong tools and huge expectations, US$36 million sounds like a joke. 

Without funding, we will not increase the number of investigations, we will not be effective in 

cooperation with whistleblowers, we will not build capacity.” 

 



  
 

 

Witold Bańka with Wada director general Olivier Niggli (right) 

In order to bridge that financial void, Bańka intends to establish a solidarity fund that will 

support anti-doping efforts in countries around the world, strengthen ties and encourage 

knowledge-sharing between wealthier nations and their less-developed counterparts, and 

ultimately lead to the creation and operation of more Wada-accredited laboratories. 

“Many times we are focusing our attention on big doping scandals but we are forgetting about 

anti-doping black spots,” he says. “Unfortunately we still have in the world countries with very 

weak anti-doping systems or without anti-doping systems. In 2016, almost ten per cent of all 

the medalists at the Rio Olympic Games were from countries without anti-doping 

organisations or very limited anti-doping controls.” 

Like Reedie, who previously suggested imposing a small levy on sponsorship agreements and 

broadcast rights deals to help fund anti-doping efforts, Bańka is urging private companies to 

play a bigger role in the fight against doping. He believes that any entity which benefits from 

an association with sport has a duty to contribute towards safeguarding the product on the 

field of play - either by helping to fund NADOs and laboratories, or by providing support in 

other areas such as equipment, staffing, testing programmes and educational campaigns. 

Total funding for anti-doping efforts worldwide is estimated at around US$260 million 

annually, yet finding new sources of income - either at the global or national levels - will not be 

straightforward. Some high-profile sponsors have publicly balked at the idea of financing anti-

doping efforts; reacting on Twitter to Bańka’s suggestion in November that sponsors must 

stump up to boost Wada’s coffers, Coca-Cola head of global partnerships Ricardo Fort quipped: 

‘That is going to be a very brief discussion’. 

Bańka, however, remains defiant. “I truly believe that being a sponsor of clean sport, being a 

sponsor of this beautiful idea of clean sport, could be a very strong pillar of a CSR policy at big 

companies,” he argues. “I’ve spoken with many chairmen of companies, especially in Poland, 

and they are ready to join this project. 

“I think that funding is one of the most important issues for Wada. For instance, our 

intelligence and investigations department [has] a lot of information, a lot of requests coming 

from the sports environment to start investigations, and without strong resources we cannot 

safeguard the rights of athletes. We need more resources to safeguard the rights of athletes 

and maintain a level playing field.” 

I’ve had conversations with him personally and my feeling is he deserves the chance to prove 

himself, to show that he’s ready to take the agency to the next level, to potentially look at 

stronger and more enhanced governance reforms. Kudos to him, he did have scheduled 

meetings with us and with athletes, and as long as those discussions continue and produce 

concrete outcomes that are actionable [it will be] a move forward for athlete rights. 

Rob Koehler, director general, Global Athlete and former Wada deputy director general 

Indeed, Wada itself has evolved considerably since its formation in 1999. As the global 

regulator for anti-doping, the Montreal-based agency’s activities have always ranged from 

education and compliance to research and athlete awareness, but its remit has diversified over 

the years into other areas, such as investigations and intelligence and, increasingly, political 

lobbying. Those efforts to contain doping and build influence come at a significant cost, says 



  
 

 

Bańka, while Wada’s own moves to strengthen its internal protocols also require additional 

resources. 

In recent months, the agency has taken steps to enhance its regulatory powers, namely by 

ratifying a more stringent version of its fundamental doctrine, the Wada Code, and stricter 

international standards of compliance that will come into force in 2021. Governance reforms 

are also being implemented to ensure greater independence from the Olympic movement and 

improve athlete representation on key decision-making committees. 

“You know, Wada is now in a completely other place than one, two, three, five years ago,” 

notes Bańka. “After the governance reforms, with a new code, new tools, we are stronger than 

before. I think that, in my opinion, we are entering a dynamic new phase for Wada. This is a 

huge opportunity to show that we are democratic, we are transparent, we are strong, and we 

will never tolerate cheats, no matter which country they are coming from, and that we need to 

rebuild the trust in this organisation.” 

If restoring credibility is a priority for Wada’s management, Bańka acknowledges the role 

effective communication will play in achieving that objective. He himself is acutely aware of 

the importance of controlling the message. Prior to entering politics, in the years immediately 

after hanging up his running spikes in 2012, he worked in public relations, administering 

training courses in reputation management and building advertising campaigns for Polish 

companies. 

Those experiences will undoubtedly prove invaluable as Wada attempts to rebuild its 

reputation in the wake of recent scandals. Though quick to defend Wada’s widely criticised 

handling of the Russia saga, not least its controversial reinstatement of the Russian Anti-

Doping Agency (Rusada) in late 2018, Bańka notes how that particular affair highlighted the 

global regulator’s failure to clearly explain its decisions. 

 “One of the biggest problems or biggest mistakes of Wada was, I think, a lack of 

communication with athletes,” he says. “After the ExCo approved the decision on Rusada, the 

decision wasn’t well communicated with the athletes and maybe also with the media. Maybe it 

was a mistake. 

“Sometimes anti-doping policy is very bureaucratic, very complicated, and we need to follow 

and respect the rules of law, and sometimes it’s very difficult to explain our decisions. But we 

need to do it because if we don’t communicate well to the athletes, we will lose their trust. I 

think there’s a need to rebuild it and we need to communicate better our decisions and our 

policies to the sports environment.” 



  
 

 

 

Like his predecessor Sir Craig Reedie (left), Bańka is urging the private sector to contribute more 

towards anti-doping efforts. 

By now, of course, the lengthy Russian doping saga is well-documented. In late 2015, an 

investigation headed by former Wada president Dick Pound detailed an extensive scheme of 

cheating and cover-ups by Rusada. The McLaren Report of 2016 then went even further, 

uncovering a brazen programme of state-backed doping and manipulation by Russian 

authorities before, during and after the Sochi 2014 Olympic Winter Games. 

Those transgressions led to Russia’s suspension from major international sporting events, 

including the Rio 2016 and PyeongChang 2018 Olympics. Yet the IOC’s subsequent decision to 

opt for individual sanctions over collective punishment meant athletes who were able to prove 

they were not implicated in the doping scandal were cleared to compete as neutrals. 

Though highly controversial, Rusada’s reinstatement in September 2018 was a concession 

made by Wada to enable its officials to extract crucial sample data stored in the Moscow anti-

doping laboratory. But after an investigation in January 2019 found that the data had been 

intentionally manipulated, Wada’s executive committee declared Rusada non-compliant once 

again and unanimously voted to ban Russia from all major sporting competitions for four years 

last December. 

"Russia was afforded every opportunity to get its house in order and rejoin the global anti-

doping community for the good of its athletes and of the integrity of sport, but it chose instead 

to continue in its stance of deception and denial,” Reedie said in a statement issued at the 

time. “As a result, the Wada ExCo has responded in the strongest possible terms, while 

protecting the rights of Russian athletes that can prove that they were not involved and did 

not benefit from these fraudulent acts.” 

Rusada has since filed an appeal with the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS), which will now 

make the final ruling in the case. The court has said its hearing will not take place before the 

end of April and will not be held publicly, as Wada had requested on the grounds of ensuring 

greater transparency. Russian authorities are also said to be delaying the arbitration process, 

raising the likelihood that its punishment might not be handed down for many more months. 



  
 

 

Though Bańka notes he “cannot comment on the details of the situation” for legal reasons, he 

insists he is “strongly supportive” of the Wada ExCo’s ruling and says he hopes CAS will uphold 

its sanctions for the sake of clean athletes worldwide. 

“I don’t want to speculate about the final decision,” he says. “As I’ve mentioned before, we 

need to wait. The process is pending and we are waiting for the final decision, and I hope it will 

be a decision that will not undermine the sports environment and the idea of clean sport. 

Maybe it’s a diplomatic response but I hope this will not undermine clean sport.” 

 

Bańka pictured alongside new Wada vice president Yang Yang. 

The bitter row that ensued after the shocking revelations of Russia’s misdeeds has proved 

divisive, but its fallout has prompted authorities and organisations across the globe to 

reevaluate their anti-doping policies. 

At the time of writing, US lawmakers have moved to consider the Rodchenkov Act, a new bill 

that would criminalise international doping conspiracies and impose lengthy prison sentences 

and hefty fines on convicted cheats. The law passed through the US House of Representatives 

last November and is now due for consideration in the Senate, but opposition from Wada and 

the IOC has drawn widespread criticism. 

“I think that Wada favours governments using legislative powers to protect clean athletes in 

the fight against doping,” says Bańka. “Of course, Wada has a concern around the issue of 

extraterritoriality. We have some concerns and I think we need to discuss these, but I do not 

agree with some allegations that Wada is against this law. 

“Because I remember when I was the minister and I started to work on the new law in Poland, 

Wada assisted us; Wada sent representatives from the organisation to help Poland. They gave 

us some opinions about our law, and I didn’t treat it like [they were] trying to undermine this 

law. They tried to help us and I think this is one of the tasks ahead of Wada: to assist countries 

in the legislative process.” 

Looking ahead, then, Bańka is under no illusions as to the role Wada must play in furthering 

the anti-doping cause, particularly with the number of cases mounting up. Recent scandals and 

ongoing litigation in sports like athletics, swimming, weightlifting and biathlon have only 

underlined the urgency with which Wada and other stakeholders must act, while the 



  
 

 

rehabilitation of Russia and its integration back into international sport remains a highly 

contentious topic that will not be easily overcome. 

Summing up his own year ahead, Bańka says the coming months will bring “a lot of meetings" 

and "a lot of challenges”, but he is nevertheless adamant that he is up to the task. Indeed, not 

even the biggest doping scandal in sports history can dampen his optimism. 

“Sport is maybe the last one idea with the power to unite people, with the power to build 

community between people,” he says. “I think it’s absolutely a huge responsibility for Wada 

and for me. I feel on my shoulders this responsibility and I think that we need to do everything 

to protect this last one idea. This is challenging but I hope, and I promise, that I’ll do everything 

to protect the idea of clean sport.” 

We’re overly hopeful and it can’t be any worse than when you had an IOC executive board 

member as the president. Coming from government and recognising the power and influence 

that the IOC has had over Wada over the past six years, and the damage that that has 

caused to the credibility in the global system and the hope that clean athletes have in Wada, 

hopefully Banka will take positions and be a vocal champion to restore confidence that 

Wada can act in an independent manner, even though its governance structure is broken and 

is not independent.  

Travis Tygart, chief executive, United States Anti-Doping Agency 

https://www.sportspromedia.com/from-the-magazine/witold-banka-interview-wada-

sponsored-anti-doping-russia-rodchenkov  
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INSIDE THE GAMES 

12/05/2020 

Exclusive: International Weightlifting Federation budgeted to 

spend 93 per cent of revenues on anti-doping in 2019 
• By David Owen 

 

 

The International Weightlifting Federation (IWF) spent a sum equivalent to well over half its 

annual revenues on anti-doping in 2018. 

This figure was, moreover, set to rise to a staggering 93 per cent of projected revenue, 

according to the governing body’s budget for 2019. 

In the event, insidethegames understands that 2019 income has turned out to be higher than 

what was evidently a fairly conservative forecast. 

So the proportion of revenue spent on anti-doping last year will probably have been somewhat 

lower, though still eye-poppingly high. 

Anti-doping expenses at the body, which presides over a sport that has been shown to have a 

highly problematic doping culture, reached $2.26 million (£1.8 million/€2 million) in 2018 – up 

almost $1 million (£800,000/€910,000) on the previous year and more than three times the 

$704,000 (£563,000/€641,000) spent in 2016. 

This was in a year when the IWF’s revenues totalled $4.1 million (£3.3 million/€3.73 million). 

https://www.insidethegames.biz/writers/24087/david-owen


  
 

 

Anti-doping was comfortably the biggest cost-centre, ahead of development and education at 

$1.7 million (£1.36 million/€1.55 million) and costs related to competitions at $1.59 million 

(£1.27 million/€1.45 million). 

Under the budget for 2019, revenues were expected to fall sharply to $2.57 million (£2 

million/€2.3 million), yet anti-doping expenses were forecast to rise to $2.4 million (£1.9 

million/€2.2 million). 

The figure was set to rise to 93 per cent of projected revenue ©Getty Images 

The figures are included in a finance report posted on the IWF website that appears to have 

been presented by financial adviser Alain Siegrist at the body’s Congress in Las Vegas last year. 

Comments included in the presentation assert that anti-doping costs are “exploding”, while 

adding – not surprisingly – that though the issue is the “top priority for IWF…we are probably 

close to the maximum we can afford”. 

The presentation nevertheless serves notice that even the increased 2019 budget for anti-

doping of $2.4 million (£1.9 million/€2.2 million) “might not be sufficient to finance the new 

model/partnership with [the International Testing Agency] ITA”. 

Dozens of weightlifters have tested positive in the International Olympic Committee (IOC) 

retests from the Beijing 2008 and London 2012 Olympic Games, while weightlifting itself has 

overhauled its anti-doping programme, with those nations with the worst doping records since 

Beijing punished. 

In the midst of all this, the IWF is navigating exceptionally turbulent times in the wake of the 

resignation last month of Tamás Aján after 44 years as general secretary and then President. 

Ursula Papandrea has been appointed long-term Acting President, and the body is moving to 

the Olympic capital Lausanne. 
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