
 

Decision of the Dispute Resolution Chamber 

passed in Zurich, Switzerland, on 4 February 2005,  

in the following composition: 

 

Slim Aloulou (Tunisia), chairman 

Mario Gallavotti (Italy), member 

Maurice Watkins (England), member 

Michele Colucci (Italy), member 

Philippe Piat (France), member 

 

on the claim presented by 

CLUB A 

as Claimant 

against 

 

CLUB B 

as Respondent 

 

regarding a training compensation dispute concerning the transfer of the player  

C 

 



Facts of the case: 

− The player C, born on 15 March 1987, was registered for A, the Claimant, 
for the season 1999/2000 between the age of 13 and 14. 

− During the aforementioned period the player was registered for the 
Claimant as amateur. 

− On 17 March 2003 the player C and the Club B  signed an “aspirant 
contract”, for 2 sporting seasons valid from August 2003 until July 2005 
joining the training centre of the Respondent. 

− In March 2004, A contacted FIFA claiming Training Compensation from 
the Respondent, in accordance with Chapter VII of the revised FIFA 
Regulations for the Status and Transfer of Players. 

− On 27 August 2004 the Respondent informed FIFA Administration that the 
player left the club for personal reasons and will therefore not take part 
in the sportive season 2004/2005 of their club.  

− As far as the categorisation of clubs is concerned, as provided for by the 
FIFA Circular letter 826 dated 31 October 2002, the Claimant is assigned to 
Category 4, whereas the Respondent belongs to Category 1. 

− The amount of compensation due is to be calculated in accordance with 
the parameters provided by the FIFA Regulations for the Status and 
Transfer of Players (hereafter: FIFA Regulations) and the Article 7 point 2 
(players aged 12 to 15) of the Regulations governing the Application of 
the FIFA Regulations and the Circular letter 826 dated 31 October 2002. 

− The Respondent argues that they should not pay any training 
compensation to the A club, due to the fact that the player was 
transferred from his previous club as an amateur player to their club with 
amateur status in accordance with Chapter III, Article 5, third paragraph 
of the Regulations governing the Application of the Regulations for the 
Status and Transfer of Players . 

− The Claimant does not accept the Respondent’s arguments and states that 
the “aspirant” contract is a form of scholarship and it includes the 
obligation of Club B to pay to the player certain amounts of money, 
therefore it is a non-amateur contract. 

− The Claimant reaffirmed that it is entitled to receive the training 
compensation established in Chapter VII of the revised FIFA Regulations 
based on the fact that the player had actually been transferred from an 
amateur status to a non-amateur status. 

− The Claimant asks the Dispute Resolution Chamber to decide upon the 
amount of compensation due for the Respondent.  

− The Respondent asks the Dispute Resolution Chamber to reject the 
Claimant’s claim. 

Considerations of the Dispute Resolution Chamber: 
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The Dispute Resolution Chamber of the FIFA Players’ Status Committee shall 
review disputes coming under its jurisdiction pursuant to Art. 42 of the FIFA 
Regulations for the Status and Transfer of Players at the request of one of the 
parties to the dispute. 

According to Art. 42.1(b)(iv) of the FIFA Regulations for the Status and Transfer 
of Players,  the Dispute Resolution Chamber of the FIFA Players’ Status 
Committee shall review disputes concerning training compensation fees. 

Consequently, the Dispute Resolution Chamber is the competent body to decide 
on the present litigation concerning the training compensation fee claimed by 
the club A.  

Once its competence was thus established, the Dispute Resolution Chamber 
went on to deal with the substance of the case. 

Initially, the Chamber affirmed that it is undisputed the Claimant’s statements 
about the “Aspirant” contract between the Player C and the Respondent, 
particularly when it states that the contract includes several financial obligations 
to be fulfilled by the Respondent. These obligations are: 

− living and educational costs of the player (point 6 of the contract)  
− sum of money of EUR 15,240 (point 7 of the contract) as a damage compensation 

for costs incurred by the parents. This sum of money was paid by the club 
together with the salary of July 2003 and 

− travel and living costs covering visits of the player’s parents (point 8 of the 
contract. 

 
The Chamber mentioned that although it is correct that the Respondent’s 
argument underlines that in Chapter III, Article 5, third paragraph point a) of the 
Regulations governing the Application of the FIFA Regulations it is an 
established exception to pay training compensation in case a player is 
transferred from amateur status to amateur status, however, it is important to 
carefully analyze the clauses contained in the contract between the player and 
the club B. 

In this respect, the Chamber realized that some of the financial obligations, 
included in the “Aspirant” contract particularly the sum of money mentioned in 
point 7 thereof, is a considerable amount and therefore it is not a typical 
obligation that would normally be present in an amateur relationship. 

At this stage, the Chamber considered appropriate to quote verbatim the article 
2 of the FIFA Regulations, which states:  
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          “1 Players who have never received any remuneration other than 
reimbursement of their actual expenses incurred during the 
course of their participation in any activity connected with 
association football are regarded as amateur. 

             2 Travel and hotel expenses incurred through involvement in a 
match and the costs of a player’s equipment, insurance and 
training may be reimbursed without jeopardising a player’s 
amateur status. 

              3 Any player who has ever received remuneration in excess of 
the expenses and costs described in par.2 of this article  … shall 
be regarded as non amateur … .” 

In light of the above, the Chamber underlined that some of the financial 
obligations assumed by the Respondent in the contract with the player are in 
principle included in paragraph 3 of the aforementioned article 2 of the FIFA 
Regulations, such as, damage compensation for costs incurred by the parents’ 
travel and living costs on the occasions when the player’s parents visit him, 
therefore the relationship between player and club shall be regarded as non- 
amateur. 

In conclusion, the Chamber established that in the present case, the Claimant is 
entitled to receive compensation for the training and education it provided to 
the player C.  

Having thus established the Respondent’s obligation to compensate the 
Claimant, the Chamber went on to deliberate on the proper calculation of this 
compensation, affirming that the amount due shall be calculated in accordance 
with the parameters provided by the FIFA Regulations and Circular No.826. 

It was recalled that, within the EU/EEA area, compensation for training is based 
on the training and education costs of the country in which the training club of 
the player is located. In the case at hand, since B belongs to the European 
Category 1, the indicative amount would be EUR 90’000 per year. 

However, for the training of players from the age of 12 up to 15 years of age, 
Article 7 point 2 of the Regulations governing the Application of the FIFA 
Regulations, states that the compensation granted shall correspond to the 
training compensation of a Category 4 club. For Europe that is an indicative 
amount of EUR 10’000.  

In this particular case, the calculation is the following: the amount of EUR 10’000 
corresponding to the first year of the player’s training when he was between the 
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ages of 13 and 14, which, in principle, could be payable to the player’s 
developing club. 

Taking all of the foregoing considerations into account, the Dispute Resolution 
Chamber decided that Club B is liable to pay the total amount of EUR 10,000 to 
the Claimant as training compensation for the player C. 
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Decision of the Dispute Resolution Chamber  

 
1.  The Respondent, shall pay the amount of EUR 10’000 to the Claimant, within 

30 days of notification of the present decision. 
 

2.  If the respondent fails to comply with the above-mentioned deadline, an 
interest rate of 5% per year will apply and the case will immediately be 
presented to the FIFA Disciplinary Committee. 

 
3.  According to art. 60 par. 1 of the FIFA Statutes, this decision may be appealed 

before the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS). The statement of appeal must 
be sent to the CAS directly within 10 days of receiving notification of this 
decision and has to contain all elements in accordance with point 2 of the 
directives issued by the CAS, copy of which we enclose hereto. Within another 
10 days following the expiry of the time limit for the filing of the statement 
of appeal, the appellant shall file with the CAS a brief stating the facts and 
legal arguments giving rise to the appeal (cf. point 4 of the directives). The 
full address and contact numbers of the CAS are the following: 

 
Avenue de l’Elysée 28 

1006 Lausanne 
Tel:  +41 21 613 50 00 
Fax: +41 21 613 50 01 

e-mail: info@tas-cas.org 
www.tas-cas.org 

 

 

For the Dispute Resolution Chamber: 

 

 

Urs Linsi 
General Secretary 

Enclosed: CAS directives 
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