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Floyd Landis ABC Slide Show

Something about the process.

Floyd didn’t accurately provide an explanation for his allegedly positive test
initially — because he had not received the documentation package; he didn’t
know what the problems were.

After an initial two-week review of the document package, his lawyer
Howard Jacobs submitted a dismissal request to the Anti-Doping Review
Panel. This request was denied. The denial letter is dated three days before
the meeting took place.

Typographical error? Perhaps —at least that is what USADA now claims.

Of course, any agency, board, or lab can make errors. USADA did. The
French lab did.

What we have shown in the previous slides is that the whole process has
been full of errors.
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