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I. PARTIES 
 
1. The Appellant, Alicia Brown is a 26 year old elite level international athlete who 
competes in Athletics in the women’s 400 meter sprint event.  In 2013 she was the 400 
meter Canadian National Champion.  She was a member of the Canadian Olympic 
Team at the 2016 Games in Rio de Janeiro, achieving a fourth place finish as part of the 
women’s 4 x 400 meter relay. 
 
2. The Respondent, Athletics Canada, is the sport governing body for track and 
field in Canada. 
 
II. JURISDICTION 
 
3. This Appeal has been brought to the Athletics Canada Commissioner’s Office 
pursuant to the Terms of Reference governing this office.   The Commissioner’s Office 
is empowered to resolve appeals of carding, selection, or eligibility decisions in any 
manner provided that procedural fairness is applied to such resolution.  
 
4. The Commissioner’s Office determined that the appeal was submitted within the 
14 day time frame provided for carding appeals.  Step four in the appeal process reads 
as follows: 
 

Upon receiving the appeal, the Commissioner’s Office may determine that the 
appeal is frivolous or vexatious, outside of the jurisdiction of the Commissioner’s 
Office, or that the Appellant’s reasoning is incomplete or inaccurate.  Such ap-
peals will be dismissed unless the Commissioner’s Office permits the complaint 
to be resubmitted with more complete or accurate reasoning. 
 

 
III. DECISION 
 
5. After reviewing the documentation provided in support of Alicia Brown’s appeal of 
her non inclusion on the list of athletes nominated by Athletics Canada to the 2016/2017 
Athlete Assistance Program, I find that the Commissioner’s Office does not have the ju-
risdiction to grant such a remedy for the reasons that follow. 
 
 
6. The Appellant was suspended from athletic completion for a period of two years 
as a result of a decision rendered by an appeal panel of the Sport Dispute Resolution 
Centre of Canada (SDRCC).  She had appealed against a presumptive two year ban 
from competition following a positive test for a Prohibited Substance and Specified Sub-
stance under the Canadian Anti-Doping Program (“CADP”). 
 
7. In her first instance appeal, Ms. Brown was successful in having her suspension 
reduced to a reprimand with no period of ineligibility as a result of the arbitrator’s finding 
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that her ingestion of hydrochlorothiazide (“HCTZ”) was inadvertent and without signifi-
cant fault or negligence.  On appeal, a Doping Appeal Tribunal of the SDRCC over-
turned the arbitrator’s decision and held that Ms. Brown should be suspended from 
competition for a period of two years commencing on November 26, 2013. 
 
8. The Appellant served her two year suspension, then returned to training and 
competition and was successful in securing a place on the Canadian Olympic Team 
which competed in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil in the summer of 2016.  She competed on the 
4 x 400 relay team which finished fourth in the final in Rio.  This result would have auto-
matically qualified Ms. Brown for nomination to Athletics Canada’s 2016/2017 financial 
assistance list as a carded athlete but for the fact of her two year suspension. 
 
9. Section 12.1 of the Sport Canada Athlete Assistance Program Policies and Pro-
cedures states that “an athlete who has been sanctioned for an anti-doping rule viola-
tion pursuant to or recognized under the CADP or its predecessors resulting in a two 
year period of ineligibility or greater and, where applicable, has not been reinstated, is 
permanently ineligible to receive any AAP support”. 
 
10. The Commissioner’s Office cannot therefore order Athletics Canada to do some-
thing that it is not authorized to do under the AAP Policies and Procedures.  What Ath-
letics Canada is obligated to do is to inform the athlete of the remaining appeal process.  
Section 6.2 of the AAP states that athletes who are not nominated for carding support 
have the right to refer the issue to the SDRCC.  Athletics Canada is also obligated in ac-
cordance with Section 6.2, to notify Sport Canada, following the completion of the NSO 
appeal procedure, of the outcome of this appeal and make its recommendations to 
Sport Canada. 
 
11. Section 13.1 of the AAP Policies and Procedures states that an athlete who 
wishes to appeal an AAP decision has fifteen days from the communication of the deci-
sion for which the Appeal is being requested.  Such an Appeal must be directed to the 
Manager of the AAP who then refers the matter to a Sport Canada Panel for decision. 
 
12. Section 13.2 provides that an athlete may seek recourse against a decision of 
the Sport Canada Panel by applying for dispute resolution to the SDRCC within 30 days 
of the communication of the decision being appealed.   
 
13. For these reasons I find that the Commissioner’s Office of Athletics Canada is 
not the appropriate forum for Alicia Brown’s carding appeal as it does not have the juris-
diction to grant the remedy being sought. 
 
 
 
 
 
14. The Appeal filed by Alicia Brown on November 10, 2016 is hereby dismissed.  
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Dated at Ottawa, Ontario, on November 24, 2016. 
 
Hugh Fraser 
 
Hugh Fraser 
Athletics Canada Commissioner   

  
 
 
 
 
 


