
Decision of the  
Dispute Resolution Chamber 

 

passed in Zurich, Switzerland, on 15 February 2008, 

in the following composition: 

Slim Aloulou (Tunisia), Chairman 

Philippe Piat (France), member 

Mohamed Mecherara (Algeria), member 

Philippe Diallo (France), member 

Carlos Soto (Chile), member 
 
 
 

on the claim presented by the 
 
 
 
Club A      
represented by Mr Xxx  
 as Claimant 
               

                  
 

against the 
 
 

 
Club B  
 
 
     as Respondent 
 
 

  
 

regarding the solidarity contribution related to the  
transfer of the player C 
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I. Facts of the case 
 
1. According to the player passport, issued by the Football Federation of club A, dated 

27 September 2005, the player C (hereinafter: the player), born on 8 November 
1980, was registered with the club, A (hereinafter: the Claimant) from 27 June 1997 
until 23 June 2000, i.e. between the ages of 17 and 20 (hereinafter: the first player 
passport).  

 
2. On 30 August 2004, an agreement regarding the transfer of the player from the 

club D to the club B (hereinafter: the Respondent), for a transfer compensation of 
EUR 7,125,000 was concluded.  

 
3. On 22 March 2005, the Claimant lodged a formal complaint at FIFA, requesting the 

payment of the solidarity contribution for the training period indicated in the first 
player passport, in accordance with art. 25 of the Regulations for the Status and 
Transfer of Players and Chapter IV of the Regulations Governing the Application of 
the Regulations for the Status and Transfer of Players (both edition 2001). 

 
4. On 22 February 2006, the Respondent informed FIFA to have paid the amount of 

EUR 106,875 to the Claimant on 28 November 2005 as payment of solidarity 
contribution in connection with the transfer of the player to it. The Respondent 
stated to have based its payment on the official document issued by the Football 
Federation of club A and D confirming the registration period of the player with 
the Claimant.  

 
5. As FIFA did not get any response from the Claimant, it assumed that the matter at 

hand had indeed been settled between the two parties.  
 
6. However, the Claimant then informed FIFA that the matter at hand was still 

pending as the amount of EUR 20,662.50 was still outstanding for the training 
period from 26 November 1996 until 27 June 1997. The Claimant put forward that a 
total solidarity payment of EUR 127,537.50 had been due. From this total amount, 
the amount which it had already received from the Respondent, i.e. EUR 106,875, 
had to be deducted which resulted in an allegedly outstanding due amount of EUR 
20,662.50.  

 
7. On 29 August 2007, the Football Federation of club A and D provided FIFA with a 

new player passport, issued by it in February 2006 (hereinafter: the second player 
passport). According to this player passport, the player was registered with the 
Claimant from 26 November 1996 until 23 June 2000 which indicates, contrary to 
the first player passport, an additional training period from 26 November 1996 until 
27 June 1997. 
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8. In its comments thereto, the Respondent confirmed that the transfer compensation 

amounted to EUR 7,125,000 and that it had paid the amount of EUR 106,875 to the 
Claimant for three sporting seasons, in accordance with the official player passport, 
issued by the Football Federation of Club A and D on 27 September 2005. 
Furthermore, the Respondent stated that it was unacceptable that the Football 
Federation of Club A and D had presented another player passport, issued five 
months later, namely in February 2006, outlining a different period of training of 
the player with the Claimant. Therefore, the Respondent stated that it rejected the 
claim of the Claimant and considered the matter to be settled.  

 
9. Being asked by FIFA to explain the discrepancy between the different dates of 

registration of the player with the Claimant in the two player passports, the 
Football Federation of club A and D informed FIFA that it had rectified the player 
passport since the Claimant had confirmed that the player had joined it on 26 
November 1996. The Football Federation of club A and D furthermore informed 
FIFA that its football season run from January until December in the relevant years. 

 
 

 
II. Considerations of the Dispute Resolution Chamber 
 
1. First of all, the Dispute Resolution Chamber (DRC) analysed whether it was 

competent to deal with the case at hand. In this respect, it referred to art. 3 par. 1 
of the Rules Governing the Procedures of the Players’ Status Committee and the 
Dispute Resolution Chamber (hereinafter: the Procedural Rules) and confirmed that 
in accordance with art. 24 par. 1 in combination with art. 22 lit. (d) of the 
Regulations on the Status and Transfer of Players (edition 2008), the Dispute 
Resolution Chamber is competent to decide on the present litigation with an 
international dimension concerning the distribution of the solidarity contribution 
claimed by the Claimant in connection with the transfer of the professional player C 
during the course of a contract.  

 
2. Furthermore, and taking into consideration that the player was registered with his 

new club in summer 2004, the Chamber analysed which regulations should be 
applicable as to the substance of the matter. In this respect, it confirmed that in 
accordance with art. 26 par. 1 and 2 of the Regulations on the Status and Transfer 
of Players (edition 2008), and considering that the present claim was lodged on 30  
March 2005, the 2001 edition of the regulations (hereinafter: the Regulations) is 
applicable to the matter at hand as to the substance. 
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3. The competence of the Chamber and the applicable regulations having been 

established, the Chamber entered into the substance of the matter. The members of 
the Chamber started by acknowledging that it was an uncontested fact that the 
player was transferred from club D to the Respondent on 20 August 2004 for a 
transfer compensation of EUR 7,125,000.  

4. Furthermore, the Chamber stated that the Claimant is claiming the outstanding 
relevant proportion of the 5% solidarity contribution from the Respondent in 
connection with the aforementioned transfer of the player for the alleged training 
period from 26 November 1996 until 27 June 1997 in the amount of EUR 20,662.50.  

5. In this respect, the members of the Chamber underlined that it was undisputed that 
the Respondent had already paid the relevant proportion of solidarity contribution 
to the Claimant for the period from 27 June 1997 until 23 June 2000, the whole 
period as outlined in the first player passport.  

6. In view of the above, the Chamber recapitulated that the Claimant based its claim 
on the second player passport dated February 2006 which the Football Federation 
of club A and D sent to FIFA on 29 August 2007 which provided, in contrary to the 
first player passport, for an additional training period from 26 November 1996 until 
27 June 1997. The Chamber underlined that the (amended) claim of the Claimant 
only concerned the aforementioned additional period of training.  

7. In continuation, the members took into account that the validity of the new player 
passport was contested by the Respondent. As the player passport constituted the 
basis on which the claim of the Claimant had to be assessed, the members remarked 
that they first had to decide which player passport was to be applied.   

8. The DRC members recalled that the Football Federation of club A and D had 
provided FIFA with the first player passport on 27 September 2005 and with the 
second one on 29 August 2007 (date: February 2006), i.e. almost two years later.   

9. The members stated that the player passport was the document which indicated the 
club(s) for which the player has been registered since the season of his 12th birthday. 
The members continued by remarking that this official document was of great 
importance as all claims for solidarity contribution and training compensation were 
based on it and as the DRC had to rely on this document.  

10. Furthermore, the members emphasised that the first player passport had been 
officially issued and signed by the Football Federation of club A and D. As it is an 
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official document, every change or amendment of it had to be clearly explained and 
the reasons of the amendment had to be comprehensible. 

 

11. In this respect, the members recalled that the Football Federation of club A and D 
had, upon request, explained to FIFA as reason that it had to rectify the player 
passport as the Claimant had confirmed to the Football Federation of club A and D 
that the player had joined the club on 26 November 1996.  

12. After analysing the reason indicated by the Football Federation of club A and D, the 
Chamber explained that the Football Federation of club A and D had not really 
explained why the error in the dates of the training period had occurred. In order 
to amend an official document such as the player passport, the Chamber declared it 
to be not sufficient when a club which is a party to a dispute, informs its Association 
that the training dates were different, without indication as to why they were 
different.  

13. In view of the above, the Chamber concluded that the new player passport could 
not be taken into consideration and therefore had to be rejected.  

14. As a result, the DRC members stated that the first player passport, i.e. the originally 
submitted player passport dated 27 September 2005, is the authoritative one. 
Therefore, the Chamber established that the Claimant is not entitled to receive 
solidarity contribution for the additional training period as indicated in the second 
player passport.  

15. In light of the above, the DRC decided that the claim of the Claimant has to be 
rejected.  
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III. Decision of the Dispute Resolution Chamber  
 
1. The claim of the club, club A, is rejected. 
 
2. According to art. 61 par. 1 of the FIFA Statutes, this decision may be appealed 

against before the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS). The statement of appeal 
must be sent to the CAS directly within 21 days of receipt of notification of this 
decision and shall contain all the elements in accordance with point 2 of the 
directives issued by the CAS, a copy of which we enclose hereto. Within another 10 
days following the expiry of the time limit for filing the statement of appeal, the 
appellant shall file a brief stating the facts and legal arguments giving rise to the 
appeal with the CAS (cf. point 4 of the directives). 

 

The full address and contact numbers of the CAS are the following: 

Court of Arbitration for Sport 
Avenue de Beaumont 2 

1012 Lausanne 
Switzerland 

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: 

 

 

Markus Kattner 
Deputy Secretary General 
 
 
 
Encl. CAS directives 


