
 
 

DECISION of the JUDICIAL COMMITTEE of the FEI 
 

dated 11 September 2006 
 
 
Positive Medication Case No.: 2005/53 
 
Horse: TWO MILLS SHOWTIME                              FEI Passport No: GBR09162 
 
Person Responsible: Mr Robert Maguire, GBR 
 
Event: CSI4* Lyon (FRA), 28-30.10.2005 
 
Prohibited Substances:   
 (1) 2-(1-hydroxyethyl) promazine 

 (2)  2-(1-hydroxyethyl)-7-hydroxy-promazine 
 
 
1. COMPOSITION OF PANEL 
 
  Prof. Dr Jens Adolphsen 
  Mr Ken E. Lalo 
  Mr Leonidas C. Georgopoulos 
 
 
2. SUMMARY OF THE FACTS 
 
 2.1 Memorandum of case: by Legal Department. 
 
 2.2 Summary information provided by Person Responsible (PR):  The 

Judicial Committee took into consideration all documents presented in 
the case file, as also made available directly to the PR and through his 
National Federation. 

 
 2.3 Oral hearing: Not requested by the PR, by correspondence. 
 
 
3. DESCRIPTION OF THE CASE FROM THE LEGAL VIEWPOINT 
 
 3.1 Articles of the Statutes/General Regulations/Veterinary 

Regulations which are applicable or have been infringed: 
 
  Statutes 21st edition, effective 21 April 2004, (“Statutes”), Arts. 001.6, 

057 and 058. 
 
   General Regulations (“GR”), 21st edition, effective 1 January 2005, Arts. 

142, 146.2 and 174. 
 
  Veterinary Regulations (“VR”), 9th edition, effective 1st January 2002, 

revision April 2005, Art. 1013 and Annex IV. 
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  FEI Code of Conduct for the Welfare of the Horse, 2004.  
 

3.2 Persons Responsible:  Mr Robert Maguire 
 
 3.3 Justification for sanction: 
  GR Art. 146.2: “Any horse found to have a Prohibited Substance in any 

of its tissues, body fluids or excreta at an event […] is automatically 
disqualified, together with the competitor […], from all competitions at 
that event, […] unless the Judicial Committee decides based on the 
evidence to terminate the proceedings of the case.” 

 
 
4. DECISION 
 
 4.1 Consideration of the evidence: 

a.  Two Mills Showtime participated in the CSI4* in Lyon (FRA), 
from the 28th to the 30th of October 2005 (the “Event”). Two 
Mills Showtime was ridden by Mr Robert Maguire who is the 
Person Responsible in accordance with GR Article 142 (the 
“PR”). 

 
b. Two Mills Showtime was selected for sampling on 29 October 

2005. Analysis of the urine sample no. FEI-7444 taken from 
Two Mills Showtime performed by the approved central 
laboratory of the FEI, the Laboratoire des Courses Hippiques, 
France (“LCH”), revealed the presence of 2-(1-hydroxyethyl) 
promazine and 2-(1-hydroxyethyl)-7-hydroxy-promazine. The 
PR waived his right to a confirmatory analysis on 11 January 
2006. 

 
c. 2-(1-hydroxyethyl) promazine and 2-(1-hydroxyethyl)-7-hydroxy-

promazine are metabolites of acepromazine, a sedative, 
acting inter alia on the nervous system, and are graded “2” by 
the Medication Sub-Committee of the FEI (“MSC”) as 
evidenced by the MSC Report dated 18 December 2005. 

 
d. The Judicial Committee is satisfied that the laboratory reports 

reflect that the tests were accurately performed in an 
acceptable method and that the findings of LCH are accurate. 
The Judicial Committee is satisfied that the test results show 
the presence of the prohibited substances, 2-(1-hydroxyethyl) 
promazine and 2-(1-hydroxyethyl)-7-hydroxy-promazine. The 
PR did not contest the accuracy of the testing methods or the 
test results and positive findings. The FEI has thus sufficiently 
proven the objective elements of a doping offence. 

 
e. The establishment of the objective elements of a doping 

offence creates the presumption of guilt of the PR. The 
finding on analysis of a prohibited substance is presumed to 
be a deliberate attempt of the PR to affect the performance of 
the horse. The PR has the opportunity to seek to rebut this 
presumption. 
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f. In his written explanation dated 10 January 2006, the PR 
states that no prohibited substance was voluntarily 
administered to the horse. The PR explained that another 
horse in his stable was prescribed acepromazine and that the 
only explanation he sees to the positive results is the feed 
buckets given to each horse being mixed up or not being 
washed out correctly. The PR adds that during the week prior 
to the Event a new staff arrived for a two-week trial and could 
have possibly committed a mistake. 

 
g. A supporting letter from the PR’s veterinarian and groom 

were produced. The PR’s veterinarian confirmed having 
prescribed granules called “Calmivet” containing 
acepromazine to another horse of the same stable. 

 
h. The PR’s groom states in her written explanation submitted 

on 23 January 2006 that during her first trial week at the 
stable of the PR, she might have mixed the feed buckets and 
give the one that contained the Calmivet granules to Two 
Mills Showtime. She could not definitely say that she gave the 
horses their correct feeds. Since this matter has occurred, the 
PR’s groom ascertains that the horses are fed by means of a 
large feed trolley and therefore the feed is prepared and given 
immediately to the horse. She apologizes for the situation that 
occurred due to a possible mistake from her part. 

 
i. These statements were submitted to the head of the FEI 

Veterinary Department, Dr. Sluyter. In his statement dated 13 
January 2006, he considers that the granules containing 
acepromazine as a possible explanation of the test results. 

 
j. The Judicial Committee has repeatedly expressed the view 

that it is the responsibility of competitors to ensure that their 
horses do not have any prohibited substances in their 
systems or that such treatments are disclosed prior to the 
start of the competition and their use is authorized in advance. 
Under the FEI judicial system, the competitor is responsible 
for all matters relating to his or her mount, including 
competing on horses which are “drug free” (or getting 
advance authorization to a certain specified approved 
treatment). 

 
k. The Judicial Committee is of the view that the PR´s 

explanation and the groom’s statement show gross 
negligence from the PR in organizing his stable, especially the 
feeding procedure. The stable management described by the 
PR and the groom could not prevent the mixing of the feed 
buckets. It is the PR´s duty to organize the stable 
management in a way that this can be avoided. 

 
l. The PR has therefore succeeded in rebutting the presumption 

that the administration of the medication was a deliberate 
attempt to affect the performance of the horse according to 
GR Art. 174.6.2.2.  
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 4.2 Disqualification 
As a result of the foregoing, the Judicial Committee has decided to 
disqualify the horse Two Mills Showtime and the PR from the Event 
and all prize money won at the Event must be forfeited. 

 
 4.3 Sanctions  

As a consequence of the foregoing, the Judicial Committee decides 
as follows: 

 
1) Art. 174.6.2.2 GR offers a suspension period of the PR from 1 to 3 

months. However, the Judicial Committee stresses that it is not the 
PR´s first doping offence. In the positive medication case 2005/40 
the PR accepted the administrative sanctions. Further, the Judicial 
Committee takes into account that the Prohibited Substances are 
altogether graded “2” and that the PR, the PR’s veterinarian and the 
PR’s groom have given comprehensive details on the organisation of 
the feeding process prior being notified with this case and on the 
ameliorations immediately brought by the PR to avoid this situation 
again. Under these circumstances a suspension of three (3) months 
is appropriate and proportional.  
 
The suspension period is to commence immediately and without 
further notice at the expiration of the period in which an appeal may 
be filed (30 days from the date of notification of the written decision) 
or earlier if the appeal is waived in writing by or on behalf of the PR. 

 
2) The PR is fined CHF 5000.- 

 
3) The PR shall contribute CHF 1000- towards the legal costs of the 

judicial procedure. 
 

 
5. DECISION TO BE FORWARDED TO: 
 
 5.1 The person sanctioned: Yes 
 
 5.2 The President of the NF of the person sanctioned: Yes 
 
 5.3 The President of the Organising Committee of the event through 

his NF: Yes 
 
 
6. THE SECRETARY GENERAL OR HIS REPRESENTATIVE: 
 
 
 Date : ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... Signature: ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... 
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