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JOLEHT Ka(beﬂpbl TeI(])pMVIVII/ICTO[)VII/I BaﬂaHC BepOHTHOCTeI/I

i apciba inipaea B JOITMHI'OBLIX CITIOpax.

CaHxkT-IeTepbyprekoro

FOCYAAPCTREHHOTO YHUBEPCHTETa, YCTAHOBJICHUC NCTOYHHUKA

KaHAnAAT topUaNYecKnX Hayk [9)

i.vasilev@spbu.ru HOHaI[aHI/IH 3al'[peH_[eHHOI/I
CyOCTaHLIMU B OpTaHU3M
CIIOPTCMEHA

[Tpu foKa3pIBAHUM B TOMTMHIOBBIX CITIOPAaX CIOPTCMEHOM MCTOYHMKA MOTaIaHusI 3arpeleH-
HOI1 CyOCTaHIIMU B OPTraHM3M UCIIOIb3YeTCs CTAaHAAPT «OajaHca BEPOSITHOCTE». bpemst Takoro
JIOKa3bIBaHUSI BbIPAXKaeTcsl B TIOUCKE aTJIETOM BEPCUM, CYIIEeCTBOBaHUE KOTOPOIt OoJiee BeposIT-
HO, YeM €€ HepealMCTUYHOCTb. TeM He MeHee yTBepXKIeHUEe O BOBMOXKHOM MPUUMHE JOMUHTA,
Jlaxke COMPOBOXKIAEMOE HEKOTOPLIMU TMOAPOOHOCTSIMU Ha3BaHUS MPOAYKTA WM Mpenapara u
BPEMEHM COOBITHSI, MOXET OBbITh TPU3HAHO HeAOoCTaTOUHBIM. Kak rnpeacraBisieTcsi, B OCHOBHOM
CrnioptuBHbIi apouTpaxusiii cya (CAS) oxumaeT rmosiBJIeHUsI BEpCUU UCTOUHMKA 3aTTpeieHHOMN
CyOCTaHIIMM KaK pe3yJibTaTa peTPOCIIEKTUBHOTO aHaIN3a CIIOPTCMEHOM OOBEKTUBHBIX 00CTOSI-
TEJbCTB COOBITUSI U COOCTBEHHOTO MOBEAEHMS, a TAKXKe AeHCTBUI TpeTbux Jull. HeonpeneneH-
HOCTb OKMUJAeMOI CITOPTUBHBIM apOUTpaXkeM TJIyOMHBI JOKa3bIBAHUS TIPUBOAUT K COTMKEHUIO
MEXIY CTaHAapTaMu 1 (PaKTUIECKOMY YXKECTOUEHUIO «0aaHca BEpOSITHOCTE».

KiroueBbie ¢10Ba: criopsl B CIopTe, AOIMHI, 3alpelileHHbIe CyOCTaHIIMU, CTaHAapT J0Ka-
3bIBaHUSI, OalaHC BEPOSITHOCTEM, MpeTHaAMepEeHHbI JOMUHT, 3arPsSI3HEHHBI MPOIYKT, MpakKTUKa
CIMOPTUBHOTO apOUTpaxa.
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When proving in doping disputes by an athlete the source of entry of a prohibited substance into the body, the standard of “balance

of probabilities” is used. The burden of such proof is expressed in the athlete’s search for a version whose existence is more likely than its
unrealistic. However, a statement about the possible cause of doping, even accompanied by some details of the name of the product or drug
and the time of the event, may be considered insufficient. It appears that the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS) is mainly looking forward to the
emergence of a version of the source of the prohibited substance as a result of the athlete’s retrospective analysis of the objective circumstances
of the event and his behavior, as well as the actions of third parties. The uncertainty of the depth of proof expected by sports arbitration leads to
convergence between the standards and the actual tightening of the “balance of probabilities”.

Keywords: disputes in sports, doping, prohibited substances, standard of proof, balance of probabilities, deliberate doping, contaminated
product, practice of sports arbitration.
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