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McQuaid confirms Armstrong donated
$100,000 to UCI
• Tuesday, 25 May 2010
• Lionel Birnie and Gregor Brown
• 7 Comments

Pat McQuaid, the president of the UCI, has
confirmed that Lance Armstrong made a donation
of $100,000 which the governing body used to
purchase a Sysmex machine, a piece of equipment
used to analyse blood samples.
This contradicts the declaration made by Lance
Armstrong in a deposition taken as part of the case
brought by Armstrong against SCA Promotions in
2005. Then, Armstrong said he had made a payment
of around $25,000 to the UCI to help fund the fight
against doping.
Speaking to journalists at the Giro d'Italia, McQuaid
said: "We are looking into it to be fully transparent, by
the end of it we will have the full facts available. That
will include the invoice of the Sysmex machine, when
it was bought.

Pat McQuaid, Giro d'Italia press
conference, May 25 2010

"My understanding, without having examined the full detail, is that during 2002 Lance Armstrong
and Johan Bruyneel visited the UCI headquarters in Aigle [Switzerland]. It had just opened in April
2002, it was some time after that. They got a guided tour of the centre. They were impressed by
what they saw and Armstrong offered $100,000 to help the development of cycling.
"The UCI decided to use the money on a Sysmex machine, my understanding is that the machine
cost around $88,000. We did nothing more about this until 2005 when it was realised that the
money had not been paid by Armstrong. A phone call was made and the money came in.
"I don't believe there was a conflict of interest. The machine is still in use today to test riders before
major races. If there is any money left over it is still in the account of the UCI."
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The issue of the donation made by Armstrong was raised again in light of his declaration that he
had never paid the UCI any money. One of Floyd Landis's allegations was that Johan Bruyneel and
Armstrong travelled to UCI headquarters in 2001 to make a payment to Hein Verbruggen in order
to suppress a positive test for EPO. Verbruggen and Armstrong both strongly denied the allegation
and the UCI says it has documentary evidence to support its claim that there was no positive test for
EPO at that year's Tour of Switzerland.
However, Armstrong did donate money to the UCI. While there is no suggestion that the payment
made by Armstrong is the same one that Landis was alleging took place, it nevertheless
demonstrates that Armstrong donated money to the sport's governing body while he was an active
rider. Armstrong and McQuaid's recollections of how much money was donated do not match.
Cycling Weekly published an article on Sunday examining the conflicting statements by Armstrong
and McQuaid surrounding the payment. A Sysmex machine is used to analyse blood to perform cell
and reticulocyte counts. The UCI uses the machine to do blood tests before races.
Armstrong told CW in an interview in 2008 that the amount he had donated to the UCI was in the
region of $25,000. That tallied with his testimony given to the SCA Promotions hearing.
In 2005, Armstrong challenged SCA Promotions, a sports promotion company based in Dallas,
Texas, after it had withheld half of a $10m payment the rider was due for winning his sixth Tour de
France in 2004.
Since 2001, Tailwind Sports, the company that owned the US Postal Service team, had purchased
insurance contracts that would pay out for each of Armstrong's Tour de France victories.
SCA Promotions had paid out in 2002 and 2003 but withheld further payments because of
allegations of doping laid against Armstrong. The rider has always denied doping.
An arbitration tribunal in Texas heard the case but before it ruled, SCA Promotions settled the case
and paid Armstrong the unpaid amounts after a hearing.
At that hearing questions were asked about the amount and timing of a payment or payments
Armstrong was believed to have made to the UCI.
Armstrong was asked about the payment in a deposition, which is a testimony taken out of court
while under oath for use during the hearing. The interview took place in November 2005.
Asked if he had made a contribution or donation to the UCI, Armstrong said: "I have, yeah."
He said the payment was made "some years ago. I don't recall exactly."
When asked what the payment was for, Armstrong said it was to fund the fight against doping.
Asked if there was any specific event that triggered the desire to make a donation he said: "The
only event, or the only idea is that I'm in support of that fight, just like I've done on other
occasions."
Asked how much he paid, Armstrong said: "I think 25,000." When pressed, he said it couldn't be in
the region of 200,000 or 150,000 but was more likely in the region of 30 or 40. "I think it's no more
than 30," Armstrong replied.
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Armstrong was also asked if he had given money since. "I have pledged money since but I don't
think I've done it yet," he said.
At the press conference today, McQuaid was asked about the potential conflict of interest of a rider
accepting a donation from an active rider. "You have to consider the year, 2002, there were no
accusations against Armstrong. I don't think there was a conflict of interest there. It is very easy in
hindsight to say what you should have done but you have to put yourself in the position at the
time."
McQuaid said that the UCI would be prepared to give back the change left over from Armstrong's
payment after the purchase of the Sysmex machine.
McQuaid added: "To my knowledge the UCI has not accepted any other donations. There was only
one donation from Armstrong, not two or three. Based on the claims of conflict of interest, the UCI
would be very careful on accepting any donations in the future. Having said that, the UCI is not a
rich organisation and we have many demands for support or material. Anyone who can help, we are
willing to listen to."
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Reader comments
May 25 14:29
kieran
Hmm sounds fishy to me.
wins in 2001, visits as claimed in 2002 and promises money.
money comes in several years later.
is it all smoke and mirrors?
with him i guess so.

May 25 15:38
barry davies
Keep up the questions guys !!! this money donation is getting more and more interesting by the
day .
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do not belive that a cycling organization can not cover up a dope test if they dont want tooo.
A t the Beijing olympics it is thought that certain medal winners were found to be doped yet the
labs involved were very surprised when the results were not published.

May 25 16:17
Jon
It's not exactly reassuring to know that the machine doing the testing was donated by one of the
people being tested, and he just happened to lose track of $63,000 in the process - like you do.
I don't have anything against Armstrong but this looks increasingly fishy.
If someone under suspicion of a crime was so impressed by the police they donated $88,000 to
them would that be a conflict of interest?
If $88,000 is in the region of $25,000, does that mean Armstrong considers an outright lie to be 'in
the region of' the truth?

May 25 21:24
Alastair Knowles
No of course its not a bride. Its perfectly normal, and within the bounds of accepted fair and
transparent practice, for a sport's governing body to be accepting $100,000 dollar 'donations' from
competitors that are active under their own auspices. The real, pertinent question in all of this, is
where does the buck stop? Its clear to any cycling fan, exercising any degree of personal realism,
that team and race sponsors are more powerful than the UCI, and that there is a systemic practice of
'covering up', to the very top level of the sport, in the event of doping cases. As a cycling, fan I
could not care less whether riders dope, or not. The spectacle is all the same to me. What I cannot
abide with, is this relentless charade of riders, teams, sponsors, and the UCI, trying to dupe the
world at large into the belief that action is being taken, with the sole, cynical aim of protecting the
marketing dollar. There's an opportunity here for Pad McQuaid to show some real leadership, and
in the time-honoured advice to riders finding themselves in the same dilemma, come clean. Who
amongst the many protagonists can be expected to take responsibility, if not the body managing
their consensus, the UCI?
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May 26 07:58
My Cousins a QC
Keep pushing. There is something very fishy going on here.

May 26 09:35
Timmers
A major difficulty in getting answers that you can believe from the UCI is that McQuaid is
Verbruggen's hand picked successor. Has anybody seen the alleged machine? The second question
I have in the fight against cheating is surely technology has produced a better machine by now.
Why haven't the UCI upgraded if this testing is important?

May 26 10:01
Dr. Maserati
Pat is struggling to get his story straight.
At the Play The Game conference in October 2007 Pat said the $100,000 'cash' came in to our
account "in actual fact, about 15 months ago".
(Audio here - second clip) http://www.thepulse2007.org/?p=80
This would be approximately July 2006 - which contradicts today's statements.
More alarmingly - July 2006 is only one month after the publication of the Vrijman report which
cleared Mr Armstrong of facing sanction for having EPO in 6 urine samples that were retested in
2005.
With so many discrepancies I believe it is prudent that the UCI subject itself to a full independent
financial audit.
This is currently being discussed here. http://forum.cyclingnews.com/showthread.php?t=7635
Well done to Cycling Weekly for highlighting this issue.
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