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ABSTRACT

Background: Eastern European football faces unique legal
challenges arising from the intersection of international sports
law, club governance, and cross-border disputes. Despite the
growing importance of regional leagues, the legal framework for
resolving conflicts, especially in transfers, sporting succession,
and contractual enforcement, remains underexplored. This
study addresses the gap by systematically analysing how recent
Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS) decisions and national
federation regulations shape dispute resolution in Eastern
European football and assessing the extent to which these
structures protect clubs, players, and federations in practice.

Method: The paper employs a doctrinal-comparative legal
methodology, reviewing primary sources (CAS arbitral awards,
national and EU legislation, and federation rules) and secondary
literature (scholarly articles and reports). A purposive case-study
approach examines selected landmark CAS awards in the region
(e.g. Karpaty FC v FIFA, Valmiera FC v LFF) to unpack judicial
reasoning and legal principles. Comparative analysis contrasts legal
doctrines across jurisdictions, and qualitative synthesis identifies
recurring trends, gaps, and legal risks.
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Results and Conclusions: The analysis reveals several key findings. First, CAS jurisprudence
increasingly applies the doctrine of sporting succession in ways that impose heavy financial
liabilities on acquiring clubs, often without adequate procedural safeguards. Second,
enforcement of CAS awards in domestic courts is uneven across Eastern Europe, with divergent
interpretations of jurisdiction, public policy, and res judicata. Third, national association rules
often lack clarity in dispute-resolution pathways, leaving ambiguities in appeal rights and
remedial mechanisms. Fourth, despite EU instruments (e.g. Regulation 1215/2012, Rome I),
their use in sports-related contract disputes is marginal due to the perceived autonomy of sports
law. These findings point to obstacles in predictability, transparency, and enforceability.

1 INTRODUCTION

Sport, especially football, occupies a unique position at the intersection of commercial,
legal, and social dynamics. According to the Study on the Economic Impact of Sport by
the European Commission (2018), sport-related activities account for 2.12% of the
European Union’s Gross Domestic Product, totalling €279.7 billion. In addition, sport-
related employment represents 2.72% of total EU employment, corresponding to
approximately 5,666,195 jobs. Sport involves a wide array of interactions, ranging from
athlete-coach and club-agent to national federation-club relationships, where
disagreements and disputes are highly probable.'

A “sports dispute” might be defined as any disagreement or conflict that arises within
the context of sports activities or relationships, involving any parties connected to the
sports industry, such as athletes, coaches, agents, clubs, federations, supporters, or
commercial partners.

As per Godin, sports disputes can be broadly categorised as follows:

- Contractual disputes: relating to player contracts, sponsorship agreements, or
commercial rights;

- Regulatory disputes: involving compliance with the rules of federations or governing
bodies;

- Disciplinary disputes: typically arising from alleged breaches of conduct, anti-doping
violations, or match-fixing allegations;

1 Ian Blackshaw, “The Court of Arbitration for Sport: An International Forum for Settling Disputes
Effectively “Within the Family of Sport” (2003) 2(2) Entertainment and Sports Law Journal 4.
doi:10.16997/eslj.139; Neil Goodrum, ‘Mediation in Sports Disputes: Lessons from the UK’ (LS
LawInSport, 4 July 2013) https://www.lawinsport.com/topics/regulation-a-governance/item/
mediation-in-sports-disputes-lessons-from-the-uk accessed 25 September 2025.

2 Paul Denis Godin, ‘Sport Mediation: Mediating High-Performance Sports Disputes’ (2017) 33(1)
Negotiation Journal 25. doi:10.1111/nejo.12172.
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- Commercial disputes: related to broadcasting, merchandising, and intellectual
property;

- Organisational disputes: between clubs, federations, or between athletes and their
governing bodies;

- Eligibility disputes: Team selection disputes, e.g. one or more athletes claiming they
were wrongly excluded from a national team, as in the case of Sieracki and Lindland
v. America Wrestling Association.”

In the context of this classification, it is important to clarify the distinction between
contractual and commercial disputes, as they arise from different legal relationships within
the sports industry. Contractual disputes concern obligations deriving directly from sports-
specific agreements, such as employment contracts between players and clubs,
representation agreements with agents, or transfer and training compensation
arrangements between clubs. These disputes are inherently tied to the internal regulatory
framework of sport and are, therefore, typically resolved through specialised mechanisms
such as the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS), the FIFA Dispute Resolution Chamber, or
national federation bodies. By contrast, commercial disputes arise from the broader
economic activity surrounding sport, including sponsorship agreements, broadcasting
rights, merchandising contracts, infrastructure services, and other business transactions.
These disputes involve commercial actors operating in the general marketplace and are
more likely to be governed by ordinary commercial law and resolved in general commercial
arbitration or in civil courts. Recognising this distinction is essential, as it determines the
applicable legal framework and identifies the competent forum for dispute resolution.

Given the specific nature and supranational context of sports relationships, traditional court
proceedings are often not optimal for resolving sports disputes. The main mechanisms for
resolving sports disputes include:

1. Arbitration is the most common method for resolving sports disputes, especially those of
an international nature. Disputes are typically referred to arbitration tribunals, such as the
Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS), or to external committees of national or international
federations, such as the FIFA Dispute Resolution Chamber or the Players' Status
Committee.* The advantages of arbitration include confidentiality, arbitrators” expertise in
sports law, and the potential for faster resolution than in public courts. However, arbitration
can still be time-consuming and costly, and the process is decided by a third party, which
may not always be satisfactory to all stakeholders.

3 Review of the case Sieracki and Lindland v. America Wrestling Association, see: Jay E Grening,
‘Arbitration of Olympic Eligibility Disputes: Fair Play and the Right to be Heard’ (2001) 12(1)
Marquette Sports Law Review 261.

4 Volker Hesse, ‘Is Mediation Suitable to Resolve Sports Related Disputes?’ (LS LawInSport, 5 November
2014) https://www.lawinsport.com/topics/item/is-mediation-a-suitable-to-resolve-sports-related-
disputes accessed 25 September 2025.

© 2026 Marina Kamenecka-Usova, Maxym Tkalych and Elina Greine. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CCBY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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2. Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR), including mediation and negotiation, is
increasingly used in sports to achieve peaceful, fast, and confidential resolutions. Mediation,
in particular, facilitates dialogue between parties and seeks mutually acceptable solutions,
creating preconditions for ongoing cooperation or competition. Unlike litigation or
arbitration, mediation does not directly address jurisdiction or applicable law: it focuses
instead on the parties’ interests.

The use of ADR in sports is supported by international and national sports organisations,
with some, such as National Olympic Committees and sports arbitration courts,
successfully implementing mediation processes. ADR methods are often preferred for
their potential to yield amicable, non-aggressive, and confidential outcomes, particularly
valued in the sports industry.’

3. While public courts remain an option, they are generally considered less suitable for sports
disputes due to issues such as: jurisdictional complexities, especially in international
disputes; application of foreign laws if parties have not agreed on applicable law; high costs,
publicity, and uncertainty of outcomes; and the supranational nature of many sporting
competitions (Regulation (EC) No. 593/2008; Regulation (EU) No. 1215/2012).5

The international sports community, reflecting former IOC President Juan Antonio
Samaranch’s appeal to resolve disputes “within the family of sport’, regards arbitration before
CAS as the most appropriate and effective mechanism for settling sports-related disputes.”

At the national level, approaches to regulating sports disputes vary significantly across
Eastern Europe. In Latvia, the regulatory framework remains underdeveloped. Latvian
legislation does not define the concept of a sports dispute, nor does the Sports Law provide
dedicated procedures for their resolution, apart from doping-related matters. Although
certain sports federations, most notably the football federation, maintain internal dispute-
resolution mechanisms within their organisational statutes, a systematic examination of
those internal procedures and their jurisprudence is beyond the scope of this article. The
absence of a clear statutory definition and a unified domestic system for adjudicating sports
disputes continues to hinder the coherent development of Latvian sports law. Introducing
a legally grounded concept of “sports dispute” and establishing specialised domestic
adjudicatory bodies would enhance legal certainty, support institutional capacity-building,
and align national practice with EU good-governance standards.

5 Ian Blackshaw, Mediating Sports Disputes: National and International Perspectives (ASSER
International Sports Law Series, Springer 2002).

6 Regulation (EC) No 593/2008 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 June 2008 on the
Law Applicable to Contractual Obligations (Rome I) [2008] O] L 177/6; Regulation (EU)
No 1215/2012 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 12 December 2012 on Jurisdiction and
the Recognition and Enforcement of Judgments in Civil and Commercial Matters [2012] OJ L 351/1.

7 Tan Blackshaw, ‘Introductory Remarks” in Alexander Wild (ed), CAS and Football: Landmark Cases
(ASSER International Sports Law Series, Springer 2011). doi:10.1007/978-90-6704-808-8_2.
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By contrast, Ukraine operates a more structured and multilayered system for sports dispute
resolution. Ukrainian law combines the jurisdiction of internal federation bodies with the
functions of the national Court of Arbitration for Sport at the National Olympic
Committee, although this institution does not yet operate at full capacity, and preserves the
possibility of review by state courts in contractual, labour, and civil matters. Doping cases
are handled by the National Anti-Doping Center, with further appeals to CAS. While
Ukraine does not have a single codified “Sports Disputes Act”, its legal framework is
comparatively more developed, institutionally embedded, and aligned with international
standards. Together, these national contexts provide an essential backdrop for
understanding how football-related disputes from Latvia and Ukraine escalate to CAS and
how lex sportiva interacts with uneven domestic legal infrastructures in the region.

This article examines the sports disputes and their legal challenges confronting football
clubs in Eastern Europe, particularly in Latvia and Ukraine, with attention to recent lex
sportiva from the CAS and the Swiss Federal Tribunal (SFT).

Lex sportiva, being the evolving body of legal principles and jurisprudence governing
international sports, is shaped by the CAS and global sports institutions. It addresses
issues such as doping, athlete-federation disputes, and regulatory enforcement.
Combining elements of international and domestic law, lex sportiva serves as a
transnational legal order imposing binding norms on the global sports community,
particularly within the Olympic movement.?

To contextualise the analysis, it is worth noting that the Ukrainian Premier Liga - home to
reigning champion Dynamo Kyiv and comprising sixteen teams, has a total market value of
approximately €414.80 million as of the 2025 season (Transfermarkt, data on Premier Liga,
2025).° In comparison, Latvia’s top-tier league, the Virsliga, featuring ten clubs including
reigning champion FK RFS, has a total market value of €49.20 million (Transfermarkt, data
on Virsiga, 2025)." Clubs across the region, especially in the Baltic states, must operate
within a complex legal environment shaped by supranational regulations, financial
volatility, and evolving models of sports governance. Within this framework, legal disputes
involving clubs, national federations, and international governing bodies have become not
only common but increasingly consequential, exposing deeper structural issues in the
regional football ecosystem. Ukrainian football, in turn, is also compelled to operate under
challenging geopolitical circumstances due to the ongoing war within the country.

8 Marina Kamenecka-Usova and others, ‘Research Patterns in Sports Law and Sports Governance: A
Scopus Bibliometric Study’ (2025) 7 Frontiers in Sports and Active Living 1590858.
doi:10.3389/fspor.2025.159085.

9 ‘Premier Liga: Ukraine’ (Transfermarkt, 2025) https://www.transfermarkt.com/premierliga/startseite/
wettbewerb/UKR1 accessed 25 September 2025.

10 “Virsliga: Latvia® (Transfermarkt, 2025) https://www.transfermarkt.com/virsliga/startseite/wettbewerb/
LET1 accessed 25 September 2025.
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By analysing cases involving Latvian and Ukrainian clubs, as well as landmark decisions
such as Webster," Matuzalem,"” and Olympique Lyonnais,” the article aims to identify
procedural and substantive patterns in dispute resolution. Comparative elements with
clubs from other jurisdictions are also explored to contextualise the unique issues faced
by Eastern European football. The findings highlight recurring themes such as football
reaction to geopolitics, financial instability, contractual non-compliance, and the
importance of procedural fairness, which are discussed in detail in the subsequent
chapters. The article further examines the precedential value of these cases for sports law
in the region, with particular attention to player mobility, youth development funding,
and the enforcement of financial obligations.

2 METHODOLOGY

This research adopts a qualitative, case-law-based approach to examine legal challenges in
Eastern European football, with a particular focus on recent decisions by the CAS and the
SFT. The methodology consists of the following key steps:

Document Analysis: The study systematically reviews CAS case law, SFT decisions, and FIFA
regulatory documents, with a focus on disputes involving Latvian clubs (Valmiera FC and
FK Liepaja) and Ukrainian clubs (Tymoshchuk, Karpaty, and Durai cases), as well as
comparative cases from other jurisdictions.

Comparative Case Study: Cases are selected based on their relevance to key legal issues in
Eastern European football, such as contractual compliance, licensing, procedural fairness,
and financial obligations. Landmark cases (e.g., Webster, Matuzalem, Olympique Lyonnais)
are included to provide a broader context and highlight precedential trends.

Thematic Analysis: Legal questions, procedural and substantive challenges, and outcomes
are identified and categorised. Patterns and recurring themes, such as financial instability,
regulatory enforcement, and the role of arbitration, are extracted from the case summaries
and judicial reasoning.

Comparative Evaluation: Some cases are compared with similar disputes from other
countries, as reported in CAS Quarterly Reports and SFT judgments, to highlight both

11 CAS 2007/A/1298 Wigan Athletic FC v Heart of Midlothian, and CAS 2007/A/1299 Heart of
Midlothian v Webster & Wigan Athletic FC, and CAS 2007/A/1300 Webster v Heart of Midlothian
(Court of Arbitration for Sport, 24 July 2007).

12 CAS 2008/A/1519 FC Shakhtar Donetsk (Ukraine) v Mr Matuzalem Francelino da Silva (Brazil) &
Real Zaragoza SAD (Spain) & FIFA, and CAS 2008/A/1520 Mr Matuzalem Francelino da Silva & Real
Zaragoza SAD v FC Shakhtar Donetsk & FIFA (Court of Arbitration for Sport, 19 May 2009).

13 CAS 2015/A/4137 Olympique Lyonnais v AS Roma, Arbitration (Court of Arbitration for Sport,
16 November 2015).
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unique and common issues. This comparative perspective is used to assess the alignment of
Eastern European practice with broader international trends.

Synthesis and Discussion: The findings are combined to draw conclusions about the
implications of recent case law for sports law and governance in Eastern Europe, paying
particular attention to procedural safeguards, contractual stability, and the redistribution
of financial resources.

Data sources include CAS and SFT case reports, FIFA annual and quarterly reports, relevant
academic literature, and regulatory texts. The research is primarily doctrinal, relying on
legal analysis and interpretation, but is informed by empirical data on club histories and
outcomes where relevant.

Within this methodological framework, the study intentionally confines its analytical focus
to the jurisprudence of CAS and related decisions of the SFT, as these bodies constitute the
primary generators of lex sportiva applicable to Eastern European football. Although sports
disputes are also adjudicated within the internal regulatory structures of FIFA, UEFA and
national federations, a systematic examination of those institutional processes and their full
corpus of organisational acts falls outside the scope of this article. This limitation reflects
the study’s design, which prioritises supranational arbitral reasoning to identify doctrinal
trends and interpretive patterns, while recognising that a comprehensive assessment of
national-level adjudication and federation-specific procedures would require a separate and
more extensive inquiry.

Accordingly, Section 3 incorporates selected landmark CAS cases because, as elements of
lex sportiva, they form part of the transnational doctrinal framework that guides the
interpretation of disputes occurring in Latvia and Ukraine, even though they are not
formally integrated into national legislation.

3 ANALYSIS OF RECENT CAS
AND SFT CASES INVOLVING LATVIAN CLUBS

This section examines key arbitration and judicial proceedings involving Latvian football
clubs that have shaped the application of lex sportiva in the region, with particular focus on
Valmiera FC v. Latvian Football Federation (CAS 2024/A/10627) and FK Liepdja v. FIFA /
SFT. These cases, summarised in FIFAs Quarterly CAS Report (January - March 2025),"
illustrate how the principles of procedural fairness, contractual compliance, and
institutional deference are interpreted by the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS) and the
Swiss Federal Tribunal (SFT) in the context of Eastern European football governance.

14 FIFA, ‘Quarterly Report on CAS Football Awards’ (Inside FIFA, January - March 2025)
https://inside.fifa.com/legal/court-of-arbitration-for-sport/reports accessed 25 September 2025.

© 2026 Marina Kamenecka-Usova, Maxym Tkalych and Elina Greine. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CCBY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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3.1. CAS 2024/A/10627 Valmiera FCv. Latvian Football Federation

Valmiera FC, established in 1996 as Valmieras FK, is a Latvian football club based in
Valmiera. It succeeded FK Gauja (1978-1993), the Soviet-era Latvian champions in 1990.
The club initially competed in the Latvian First League before earning promotion to the
Virsliga, Latvias top division. Rebranded as Valmiera Glass/VIA in 2016 and later as
Valmiera FC in 2020, the club experienced steady growth under head coach Tamaz Pertia.
In 2022, Valmiera FC captured its first Latvian Higher League title, marking a historic
milestone. The club has also participated in UEFA competitions, including the Europa
League and the Conference League qualifiers. Despite these sporting achievements,
financial instability emerged in 2025, leading to the loss of its Virsliga licence and relegation
to the third tier. Valmiera FC is widely recognised for its strong youth development system
and its contributions to the Latvian national team."

Among the recent Latvian cases examined, the first - Valmiera FC v. Latvian Football
Federation (CAS 2024/A/10627)' arose when Valmiera FC appealed a decision by the
Latvian Football Federation (LFF), challenging a licensing or eligibility ruling related to
domestic competitions. The central legal issue was whether the LFF had correctly applied
its licensing or registration regulations and respected the club’s procedural rights during
disciplinary or administrative proceedings.

This case illustrates how lex sportiva principles, as defined by CAS jurisprudence, are being
operationalised within the unique financial and governance environment of Eastern
European football. Specifically, it highlights the intersection between supranational legal
norms and local regulatory enforcement discussed earlier.

The CAS panel dismissed Valmiera’s appeal, upholding the decision of the Latvian Football
Federation. This case is particularly noteworthy for illustrating CAS’s approach to reviewing
decisions of national associations and the degree of deference it grants to domestic
regulatory frameworks, especially in when a national club escalates a local dispute to
international arbitration.

3.2. The FK Liepaja cases SFT 4A_608/2024, SFT 4A_612/2024,
and SFT 4A_614/2024

Founded in 2014 following the dissolution of FK Liepajas Metalurgs, FK Liepaja is a
professional football club based in Liepaja, Latvia. The club quickly established itself in the
Virsliga, winning the Latvian championship in 2015 and claiming the Latvian Football Cup
in 2017 and 2020. Home matches are played at Daugava Stadium, reflecting the club’s strong
local support base. FK Liepaja has remained consistently competitive in domestic

15 Valmiera FC https://valmierafc.com/lv accessed 25 September 2025.
16 CAS 2024/A/10627 Valmiera FC v Latvian Football Federation (LFF) (Court of Arbitration for Sport,
3 March 2025).
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competitions and has qualified for UEFA competitions.”” However, the club has recently
faced legal challenges, including multiple appeals to SFT in 2025 concerning disciplinary
sanctions imposed by FIFA. These disputes reflect broader issues surrounding contractual
compliance and regulatory enforcement in Eastern European football. FK Liepaja continues
to play a significant role in Latvian football, not only for its rapid sporting achievements but
also for its involvement in legal precedents that contribute to the professionalisation of the
regional football landscape.

Between January and March 2025, the Swiss Federal Tribunal ruled on three separate, but
closely related, appeals filed by FK Liepaja against FIFA and CAS." Each case arose from
disciplinary actions by FIFA against FK Liepaja for failing to pay overdue sums owed to
players or other parties under contractual agreements. FIFA imposed sanctions following
its non-compliance with financial obligations under FIFA Regulations on the Status and
Transfer of Players (RSTP). The core legal question in each appeal was whether the CAS
panels had violated procedural rights or Swiss public policy, grounds that represent the only
basis for a successful appeal before the SFT in CAS-related matters.

In all three decisions, the Swiss Federal Tribunal dismissed FK Liepajas appeals,
confirming that the CAS decisions were procedurally sound and that FIFA had acted
within its regulatory authority. The Tribunal concluded that none of the CAS awards
violated Swiss public policy or breached due process under Swiss law, which governs CAS
arbitration proceedings.

These cases are notable as the repetition of identical appeals by the same club highlights a
pattern of regulatory non-compliance by FK Liepaja, potentially indicative of deeper
financial instability within the club’s operations.

3.3. Comparative and Doctrinal Observations

Taken together, the Valmiera FC and FK Liepaja proceedings illustrate how CAS and the
STF balance respect for domestic regulatory autonomy with the need to safeguard due
process guarantees under lex sportiva and Swiss arbitral law. Both sets of disputes confirm
that while Latvian football bodies exercise primary jurisdiction over licensing and
disciplinary matters, their decisions remain subject to procedural scrutiny within the
international arbitration framework.

A consistent judicial pattern emerges. First, clubs rarely succeed in appeals that merely
contest the substantive assessment of domestic regulations, whether relating to licensing,
eligibility, or contractual compliance. Second, both CAS and SFT display marked reluctance
to intervene unless a breach of fundamental procedural guarantees (impartiality, the right

17 FK Liepaja https://fkliepaja.lv/lv accessed 25 September 2025.
18 SFT 4A_608/2024, SFT 4A_612/2024, and SFT 4A_614/2024 FK Liepdja v Fédération Internationale
de Football Association (FIFA) (Swiss Federal Supreme Court, 22 January 2025).

© 2026 Marina Kamenecka-Usova, Maxym Tkalych and Elina Greine. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
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to be heard, or proportionality) is clearly established. Third, the repeated litigation by FK
Liepaja highlights the structural vulnerability of financially unstable clubs, where regulatory
non-compliance often recurs despite prior sanctions, revealing systemic weaknesses in
national-level enforcement.

These outcomes collectively demonstrate the interaction between domestic self-governance
and supranational oversight in football regulation. CAS jurisprudence affirms that national
federations retain broad discretion in implementing FIFA and UEFA frameworks, yet that
discretion derives legitimacy only through consistent adherence to procedural fairness. In
Latvia’s case, the decisions underscore a maturing yet still fragile legal ecosystem, in which
institutional capacity, transparency in licensing decisions, and financial discipline remain
central to aligning national practice with international standards.

Viewed in a broader Eastern European context, the issues in the Latvian cases are also
evident in Ukraine. The same judicial logic, deference coupled with procedural oversight,
reappears in CAS rulings involving Ukrainian clubs, suggesting a region-wide trend toward
formal alignment with lex sportiva but uneven domestic implementation.

Comparative elements with other clubs from the same report:"

The case, CAS 2024/A/10627 Valmiera FC v Latvian Football Federation®, can be compared
with other CAS football-licensing disputes in which clubs challenged national federation
decisions. For instance, CAS has repeatedly dismissed challenges to federations’ regulatory
autonomy, underscoring that procedural fairness does not necessarily require overturning
licensing or eligibility decisions absent manifest procedural violations.”’ This reflects a
broader trend in CAS jurisprudence in which clubs frequently dispute administrative
decisions but rarely succeed unless they identify significant procedural irregularities,
reinforcing federations’ discretion in domestic regulatory matters.

Similarly, FK Liepajas CAS-related appeals to the SFT (SFT 4A_608/2024, SFT
4A_612/2024, SFT 4A_614/2024) may be compared to cases such as CAS 2019/A/6345 Club
Raja Casablanca v. Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA)* and
CAS 2017/A/5312 José Carlos Ferreira Alves v. Al Ahli Saudi Club.” In each instance, the
clubs were sanctioned by FIFA for non-payment of financial obligations and later contested
the procedural validity of the CAS decisions at the Swiss Federal Tribunal.

19  FIFA (n 14).

20 CAS2024/A/10627 (n 16).

21  Madalina Diaconu, Surbhi Kuwelkar and André Kuhn, ‘The Court of Arbitration for Sport
Jurisprudence on Match-Fixing: A Legal Update’ (2021) 21 The International Sports Law Journal 33-6.
doi.org/10.1007/s40318-021-00181-3.

22 CAS 2019/A/6345 Club Raja Casablanca v Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA)
(Court of Arbitration for Sport, 16 December 2019).

23 CAS 2017/A/5312 José Carlos Ferreira Alves v Al Ahli Saudi Club (Court of Arbitration for Sport,
23 April 2018).
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The Swiss Federal Tribunal rejected the appeals in all these cases, reaffirming the authority
of CAS and the legitimacy of FIFAs disciplinary mechanisms. A clear judicial pattern
emerges. Clubs that default on their financial obligations often pursue procedural appeals
but rarely succeed unless they can demonstrate a violation of fundamental rights.

While the report in question does not explicitly list examples of successful appeals on
these grounds, earlier decisions illustrate the rare circumstances in which appeals have
been upheld. These include serious breaches such as denial of the right to be heard,
conflicts of interest in tribunal composition, or enforcement of contracts in violation of
national or EU public policy.

4 ANALYSIS OF RECENT CAS CASES INVOLVING UKRAINIAN CLUBS
AND PLAYERS

This section examines the growing body of lex sportiva arising from disputes involving
Ukrainian football stakeholders since 2022. Against the backdrop of ongoing institutional
and political instability, several recent CAS awards demonstrate how the principles of
legality, proportionality, and contractual continuity are applied in the region. Three cases,
Anatoliy Tymoshchuk v. Ukrainian Association of Football (UAF), Karpaty FC v. UAF and
FIFA, and Durai v. Karpaty FC, highlight distinct but interrelated governance challenges:
disciplinary autonomy, recognition of sporting succession, and evidentiary standards.

4.1.CAS 2023/A/9443 Anatoliy Tymoshchuk v. Ukrainian Association of Football (UAF)**

In the case CAS 2023/A/9443, Anatoliy Tymoshchuk challenged the Ukrainian Association
of Football’s (UAF) decision to revoke his coaching licence, strip his national titles, and
impose a lifetime ban from football-related activities in Ukraine. The sanctions followed his
continued work with Russian club Zenit St. Petersburg and his failure to publicly condemn
Russia’s invasion of Ukraine.

The dispute centred on the legality and procedural validity of UAF’s actions, the existence
of any legal link between Tymoshchuk and UAF at the time, and the legitimacy of
retroactively withdrawing titles earned years earlier. CAS examined whether UAF had acted
within its authority and complied with procedural and legal standards under Ukrainian and
international sports law.

CAS found that by March 2022, Tymoshchuk had no contractual or regulatory relationship
with UAF and holding a UEFA Pro coaching licence did not create a sufficient legal link to
justify sanctions. It further ruled that the revocation of titles earned through sporting merit
was unlawful, as there were no allegations of misconduct tied to their award.

24  CAS 2023/A/9443 Anatoliy Tymoshchuk v Ukrainian Association of Football (UAF) (Court of
Arbitration for Sport, 18 November 2024).
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Adopting a strict legal approach, CAS concluded that moral or political expectations, such
as the duty to condemn Russia’s actions, could not serve as a disciplinary basis in the absence
of explicit legal provisions. The panel also found no evidence that Tymoshchuk’s conduct
had caused reputational harm to Ukrainian football under the applicable rules.

On 18" of November 2024, CAS annulled all sanctions, reinstating Tymoshchuk’s licence
and honours. The tribunal reminded federations that disciplinary measures must be
grounded in codified law and due process, rather than in moral outrage or public pressure.
Though UAF publicly rejected the ruling, it remains binding under international sports law.

CAS 2023/A/9443 stands as a pivotal affirmation of the rule of law in sports governance,
demonstrating that even amid political upheaval, formal legal principles must prevail over
emotional or symbolic considerations.

4.2.CAS 2023/A/10091 Karpaty FCLLCv FIFA & HNK Cibalia Vinkovci & FC Karpaty Halych®

On 17* of May 2023, the FIFA Dispute Resolution Chamber made a decision ordering CPF
Karpaty Ltd to pay EUR 48,986 in training compensation to HNK Cibalia Vinkovci. Upon
non-payment, and at the request of HNK Cibalia, FIFA imposed a player registration ban
on Karpaty FC LLC, a successor entity that had assumed the sporting identity of the original
club. On 31 October 2023, Karpaty filed a Statement of Appeal with the CAS in accordance
with Articles R47 and R48 of the CAS Code of Sports-related Arbitration against the
Respondents. HNK Cibalia.

The principal issues examined by the CAS were:

- whether Karpaty FC LLC constitutes the sporting successor of CPF Karpaty Ltd, thus
inheriting its financial obligations; and

- whether the registration ban imposed by FIFA on that successor entity was lawful
under the FIFA Disciplinary Code and proportionate as a sanction for non-payment.

The CAS unanimously concluded that Karpaty FC LLC is indeed the sporting successor of
CPF Karpaty Ltd. This determination was grounded in the continuation of identity,
operational structure, branding, and integration into the relevant football infrastructure, even
though legal restructuring had occurred. As such, Karpaty FC LLC was held liable for the
outstanding training compensation debt of EUR 48,986 owed to HNK Cibalia. Regarding the
FIFA registration ban, the CAS upheld it as both lawful and proportionate, affirming that
FIFAs enforcement measures comply with the Disciplinary Code and are justified where a
successor entity fails to satisfy inherited debts. The award confirmed Karpaty FC LLC’s
obligation to reimburse EUR 48,986 to HNK Cibalia Vinkovci. It also endorsed the validity of
FIFA’ preventive enforcement mechanism, namely the registration ban.

25  CAS2023/A/10091 Karpaty FC LLC v FIFA & HNK Cibalia Vinkovci & FC Karpaty Halych (Court of
Arbitration for Sport, 27 March 2025).
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In sum, CAS 2023/A/10091 affirms that sports governing bodies and arbitrators will look
beyond legal formalities to the continuity of sporting operation and identity when
assigning responsibility for financial obligations. This decision reinforces a key
jurisprudential principle: sporting succession is determined by substantive continuity of
sporting identity, not merely by formal corporate reorganisations. Consequently, newly
structured entities may assume predecessor liabilities even when legal formalities have
changed. The case thus contributes significantly to CAS jurisprudence on sporting
succession within FIFA’s regulatory framework.

4.3. CAS 2021/A/7866 Taras Durai v. Ukrainian Association of Football26

The case CAS 2021/A/7866 concerned Ukrainian footballer Taras Durai, who appealed a
three-year ban imposed by the Ukrainian Association of Football (UAF) for alleged
involvement in match-fixing while playing for FC Sumy. The case raised key issues regarding
the evidentiary threshold in integrity-related cases, respect for due process, and the
proportionality of disciplinary sanctions.

The UAF’s Control and Disciplinary Committee found Durai guilty based on circumstantial
evidence arising from an internal investigation into FC Sumy, a club suspected of systematic
manipulation. Although no direct proof was presented, the UAF relied on behavioural and
contextual indicators to conclude that there had been a breach of integrity provisions, a
decision later upheld by its Appeals Committee.

Before CAS, Durai argued that the evidence was insufficient to meet the required standard
of proof and that procedural guarantees, such as proper notice, the right to be heard, and
impartial adjudication, had been violated.

The CAS panel, chaired by Espen Auberg, applied the “comfortable satisfaction” standard
of proof, confirming that circumstantial evidence could meet this threshold in integrity
cases. CAS ruled that the UAF’s process respected minimum due process standards and
that the three-year sanction was proportionate given the seriousness of the offence and
the need to protect the integrity of competition. Consequently, the appeal was dismissed,
and the ban was upheld.

The decision reflects CAS’s consistent stance in supporting governing bodies’ efforts against
corruption and match-fixing, recognising that indirect evidence can suffice if it
convincingly demonstrates misconduct. It also emphasises players’ personal responsibility
to avoid and report manipulation.

In sum, CAS 2021/A/7866 reinforces the principle that safeguarding sporting integrity
justifies firm disciplinary action based on well-substantiated circumstantial evidence,
provided procedural fairness is duly observed.

26 CAS2021/A/7866 Taras Durai v Ukrainian Association of Football (Court of Arbitration for Sport, 18
April 2023).
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4.4. Comparative and Doctrinal Observations

The trilogy of recent CAS cases involving Ukrainian football stakeholders reveals a
significant evolution in the regional lex sportiva, demonstrating how international sports
law principles operate amid national instability and geopolitical disruption. Collectively,
these decisions illuminate a core doctrinal tension between the autonomy of sports
governance and the constraints of legality, procedural fairness, and proportionality that
underpin the global regulatory framework.

In Tymoshchuk v. UAF, CAS reaffirmed that disciplinary autonomy cannot extend beyond
the written law. The tribunal’s approach demonstrates that, even in extraordinary moral or
political circumstances, sanctions must rest on clear normative foundations rather than on
ethical expectations or public sentiment. This judgment reinforces the centrality of the
principle of legality (nulla poena sine lege) within sports disciplinary proceedings. It also
underscores that due process is not merely a procedural formality but a structural safeguard
against the instrumentalisation of sport for political purposes.

By contrast, Karpaty FC LLC v. FIFA & others illustrates how CAS relies on substantive
continuity and economic reality to define obligations under the concept of sporting
succession. The decision reflects a functionalist interpretation of sporting identity: formal
corporate separation cannot be used to evade liabilities that persist through organisational
or commercial continuity. In this sense, the award contributes to the consolidation of CAS
jurisprudence treating football clubs as socio-economic entities bound by their sporting
lineage rather than merely by legal incorporation.

Meanwhile, Durai v. UAF reaffirms the legitimacy of robust disciplinary enforcement when
grounded in adequate evidence and procedural fairness. The tribunal’s deference to the
national association’s findings, while confirming that the evidentiary standard of
“comfortable satisfaction” was met, illustrates CASs dual commitment to fighting
corruption in sport and preserving procedural balance between national autonomy and
international oversight.

Taken together, these awards illustrate how CAS jurisprudence continues to mediate
between federative sovereignty and universal legal standards, ensuring that national
associations remain both autonomous and accountable. In the Ukrainian context, they
demonstrate that the resilience of sports law lies not in political conformity but in its
fidelity to principles of legality, fairness, and institutional continuity, even amidst war and
structural uncertainty.

All the above cases highlight several challenges that are particularly relevant to Ukrainian
football governance and its interaction with international legal standards. First, there is a
clear tension between the federations’ practical need to protect the integrity of football and
the legal obligation to act strictly within the limits of due process and clearly defined rules.
The case of Anatoliy Tymoshchuk vividly illustrates the tension between the practical need
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of sports federations to uphold the moral and reputational integrity of sport and the
fundamental legal requirement that any disciplinary measures be implemented in strict
accordance with procedural due process and clearly articulated legal bases. While the UAF
sought to defend national values and public sentiment in a time of war, the CAS emphasised
that even in exceptional circumstances, moral or political imperatives cannot override
codified legal norms. This decision thus reaffirms that the legitimacy of sports governance
depends on adherence to law, not on the intensity of public emotion. Second, Ukrainian
clubs and institutions frequently face challenges related to financial instability and
organisational restructuring, which, in turn, raise complex questions of succession,
continuity, and liability. Third, while CAS is willing to afford deference to domestic
disciplinary bodies in matters of integrity and anti-corruption, it will intervene where
jurisdictional overreach or evidentiary insufficiency is evident. Therefore, the CAS decisions
involving Ukrainian football actors underscore the importance of regulatory clarity,
procedural rigor, and legal consistency in sports governance. For Ukrainian football
institutions, these cases offer both cautionary lessons and potential guidance: the need to
align disciplinary procedures with international standards, to document and legally insulate
club restructuring processes, and to ensure that any exercise of regulatory authority is both
substantively justified and procedurally sound.

A summary of the main legal outcomes and implications discussed above is provided in
Table 1.

Table 1. A summary of the main legal outcomes
and implications discussed above

Legal Issue Outcome
1 Key Implicati
Case / Club Country Type (CAS/SET) ey Implications
CAS defi t
Valmiera FC v. Licensing, Appeal dismissed; nationeeilefre edneCthi(Z)ns-
LEF (CAS Latvia Procedural LFF decision importance of roce, dural
2024/A/10627) Fairness upheld P . P
compliance
Repeated non-
FK Liepaja v. Contractual L compliance leads to
FT d d all
FIFA (SFT Latvia Non- i ea;:mlsse a sanctions; SFT limits
4A_608/2024, etc.) Compliance PP review to procedural
grounds
Tymoshchuk v. E:SE:;::’H Appeal upheld; :I;tj:;:;:;e;le:tions must
UAF (CAS Ukraine N sanctions & .
Reputational competence; symbolic
2023/A/9443) annulled . .
Grounds sanctions scrutinized
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Legal Issue Outcome
1 ntr Key Implication
Case / Club Country Type (CAS/SFT) ey Implications
rtin
Karpaty FC LLC Sport g Appeal dismissed; Corporate r.estructurmg
. Succession, does not shield from
v. FIFA (CAS Ukraine . . successor held R
Financial . liabilities; FIFA
2023/A/10091) . liable ,
Liability enforcement validated
. CAS accepts
Durai v. UAF L. L. . P K .
. Match-Fixing | Appeal dismissed; | circumstantial evidence
(CAS Ukraine . «
Allegations 3-year ban upheld | under “comfortable
2021/A/7866) o
satisfaction” standard

5 LANDMARK CAS CASES: BROADER COMPARATIVE CONTEXT

Several landmark cases have significantly influenced CAS jurisprudence and shaped the
application of legal principles in international football. By examining these cases within a
broader context, one can discern key turning points and the evolving balance between
players’ rights and contractual stability.

The first case to highlight is the Webster Case (CAS 2007/A/1298 Webster v. Heart of
Midlothian).” In 2006, one year before the end of his contract with Heart of Midlothian,
Andy Webster unilaterally terminated his agreement to join Wigan Athletic. He did so by
invoking Article 17 of FIFA's Regulations on the Status and Transfer of Players (RSTP),
which allows termination after the "protected period," if compensation is paid.

Previously, players required the club’s permission to leave before their contracts expired.
The Webster ruling introduced a limited right of unilateral termination, giving players a
mechanism akin to “buying out” their contract balance. CAS held that Webster was
entitled to terminate the agreement and set compensation at approximately £150,000,
based on his remaining wages.

This case became a landmark, affirming the enforceability of Article 17 and enhancing
players’ freedom of movement. It also led to the informal term “Webster clause,” widely
interpreted by clubs, agents, and lawyers as a strategic tool for mid-contract transfers
without club consent.

Over time, subsequent rulings clarified and refined the scope of Article 17. Higher
compensation obligations were imposed on elite players, helping limit the fear of
widespread contract buyouts. Still, Webster marked a shift in jurisprudence by empowering
players and opening the door to greater contractual autonomy within professional football.

27  CAS2007/A/1298 (n 11).
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Another pivotal case is the Matuzalem Case (CAS 2008/A/1519 Shakhtar Donetsk v.
Matuzalem & Real Zaragoza).”® In 2007, Matuzalem unilaterally terminated his contract
with Shakhtar Donetsk to join Real Zaragoza, also invoking Article 17 RSTP. Shakhtar
demanded €25 million in compensation, citing a buy-out clause, while Zaragoza contended
the compensation should be limited. CAS awarded Shakhtar €11.8 million, far exceeding
Webster’s amount, basing the award on the player's market value, wages, and the club’s
financial loss. After both Matuzalem and Zaragoza failed to pay, FIFA imposed a global
playing ban. Matuzalem appealed to the Swiss Federal Tribunal (SFT), which annulled the
ban in Decision 4A_558/2011,” ruling that it was disproportionate and contrary to Swiss
public policy, as it effectively destroyed his ability to work.

This case refined the interpretation of Article 17 by rejecting a purely salary-based formula
and incorporating broader market considerations. Importantly, the SFT set boundaries on
the severity of sporting sanctions, emphasising the need to respect fundamental
employment rights. The Matuzalem ruling also addressed concerns raised post- Webster,
ensuring that the right to unilateral termination would not destabilise contractual
relationships across the football industry.

The final case worth noting within the scope of this article is the Olympique Lyonnais
Case (CAS 2015/A/4137 Olympique Lyonnais v AS Roma, Arbitration).”® This dispute
centred on FIFA’ solidarity mechanism, which mandates that 5% of any international
transfer fee be distributed to clubs that trained a player between the ages of 12 and 23.
Olympique Lyonnais challenged the regulation, arguing it infringed on their property
rights and contractual freedom.

CAS dismissed the appeal on three grounds:
1. The solidarity mechanism was valid under FIFA regulations.
2. Itserved as a legitimate measure to support grassroots and youth development.
3. It did not violate public policy or interfere with contractual autonomy.

This case confirmed the legality and enforceability of solidarity contributions, which remain
a cornerstone of global football financing. By ensuring that training clubs receive a share of
transfer fees, the ruling reinforced incentives to invest in youth development and
safeguarded financial redistribution within the football ecosystem.

28 CAS2008/A/1519 (n 12).

29 SFT 4A_558/2011 Francelino da Silva Matuzalem and Real Saragossa v FIFA (Swiss Federal Tribunal,
March 27, 2012).

30 CAS 2015/A/4137 (n 13).
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6 DISCUSSION

Precedential value and relevance to Eastern European sports law

The cases discussed above serve as important reference points for understanding the
persistent legal challenges that Eastern European states encounter in sports governance.
Their precedential value lies less in their factual detail, examined in the previous sections,
and more in the structural principles they reinforce. For example, the Matuzalem case
(CAS 2008/A/1519), long considered a defining interpretation of Article 17 of the FIFA
RSTP, underscores that compensation after unilateral termination must reflect the
economic reality of the transfer market and the actual loss suffered by the club. This
approach remains particularly relevant in Eastern Europe, where clubs frequently operate
under financial pressure and depend significantly on transfer-related income to sustain
operations. As Antoine Duval notes, the reasoning in Matuzalem helped close several
loopholes associated with mid-contract exits, a point that resonates with the needs of
smaller and financially vulnerable leagues.”

Similarly, issues of overdue payables and inconsistent contractual compliance, illustrated in
the Latvian disputes, align with the broader patterns identified in FIFA Annual Reports
(2022-2024), which consistently single out the region for high rates of payment defaults.
CAS jurisprudence reinforces that financial instability cannot justify departures from
established obligations and that predictable enforcement is essential to the functioning of
the football economy.

The importance of redistributive mechanisms is clear from jurisprudence on youth
development funding. The Olympique Lyonnais case affirmed the legitimacy of solidarity
contributions, a principle of particular significance for Eastern European clubs whose
academies form the cornerstone of their sporting and financial models. By safeguarding
training compensation and solidarity payments, CAS strengthens the financial ecosystem
that supports youth development in underfunded contexts.”

A further dimension concerns player mobility. The Webster case (CAS 2007/A/1298 Webster
v. Heart of Midlothian), while often misunderstood, remains an essential precedent for
balancing contractual stability with player autonomy. In markets where players are
frequently tied to long-term contracts on modest wages, the affirmation of a limited right
to terminate, subject to compensation, has meaningful implications for negotiating power
and career progression.

31  Antoine Duval and Gianni Marino, ‘Quantifying the Court of Arbitration for Sport’ (Asser
International Sports Law Blog, 23 May 2014) https://www.asser.nl/SportsLaw/Blog/post/quantifying-
the-court-of-arbitration-for-sport-by-antoine-duval-and-gianni-marino accessed 25 September 2025.

32 Jakub Laskowski, ‘Solidarity Compensation Framework in Football Revisited’ (2019) 18 The
International Sports Law Journal 150. doi:10.1007/s40318-018-0134-y.
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When these strands are placed in dialogue, several thematic connections emerge. The
jurisprudence surrounding contractual termination (Webster), financial obligations (FK
Liepaja cases), and licensing disputes (CAS 2024/A/10627 Valmiera FC v. LFF) collectively
illustrates the overarching principle of contractual stability that runs through FIFAs
regulatory architecture. While these cases arise from different factual backgrounds, each
reinforces the expectation that clubs must comply with clearly articulated obligations and
that deviations must be justified through transparent procedures grounded in the rules.

Likewise, the comparison between Olympique Lyonnais and the Latvian cases highlights a
shared emphasis on federations’ discretion to enforce FIFA frameworks, especially where
financial obligations serve broader redistributive and developmental functions. The FK
Liepaja disputes illustrate the consequences of failing to meet these obligations, reinforcing
that regulatory discretion operates within a system that prioritises economic fairness.

Finally, the contrasting treatment of appeals to the Swiss Federal Tribunal, annulled in
Matuzalem but upheld in the FK Liepaja cases, demonstrates the narrow circumstances in
which state courts will intervene. Both lines of jurisprudence affirm the centrality of
proportionality, yet they also show that SFT intervention is reserved for exceptional
breaches of fundamental rights or procedural standards. In the Liepaja appeals, the Tribunal
confirmed that CAS decisions remain authoritative when due process is respected, even if
the club’s underlying financial situation is difficult.

Taken together, these precedents illuminate how lex sportiva interacts with the specific
vulnerabilities of Eastern European football, shaping an increasingly coherent framework
that reinforces contractual certainty, financial responsibility, and procedural legality across
diverse national environments.

Ukrainian football clubs, like many in post-Soviet states, often face CAS disputes over
financial fair play, player transfers, and contract breaches. A recurring pattern is clubs like
Dynamo Kyiv or Shakhtar Donetsk grappling with unpaid wages or transfer fees, often due
to economic instability in Ukraine, especially since the 2014 war with the Russian
Federation. For instance, clubs have been sanctioned for failing to honour contracts with
players or other clubs, leading to CAS appeals. The legal framework here hinges on FIFAs
Regulations on the Status and Transfer of Players and UEFAs Financial Fair Play rules,
which Ukrainian clubs struggle to comply with due to fluctuating budgets and currency
devaluation. A key challenge is the clubs’ limited financial transparency, which complicates
proving compliance in CAS hearings. Many cases involve disputes over whether payments
were made or whether clubs acted in good faith; CAS often rules against them when the
documentation is shaky. Another issue is the jurisdictional overlap clash: Ukrainian law
may conflict with FIFA or UEFA regulations, leaving clubs in a bind. For example, Shakhtar’s
disputes over player contracts post-2014 often cited force majeure due to the war, but CAS
tends to uphold strict contractual obligations unless extraordinary evidence is provided.
Patterns show that smaller clubs, like Metalist Kharkiv, face liquidation risks after losing
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CAS cases because they lack the legal resources of bigger clubs. The appeal process is costly,
and CAS’s Swiss-based arbitration can feel inaccessible for Ukrainian entities navigating
language and procedural barriers. Corruption allegations in Ukrainian football also muddy
the waters, with some clubs accused of leveraging local influence to dodge accountability,
only to be exposed in CAS’s stricter legal environment. To sum up, Ukrainian clubs face a
cycle of financial strain, regulatory non-compliance, and weak legal defences in CAS.

It should be noted that the most high-profile cases considered by the CAS after 2014, and
even more so after the full-scale Russian invasion of Ukraine in 2022, are related directly or
indirectly to the consequences of such an invasion. In particular, this applies to two of the
three cases studied earlier in this research.

Regarding the Tymoshchuk case, CAS 2023/A/9443 (Anatoliy Tymoshchuk v. Ukrainian
Association of Football), CAS was confronted with the UAF's attempt to extend its
disciplinary jurisdiction to the conduct of a retired player, based on non-football-related
public actions and statements concerning the Russian aggression against the player’s home
country that allegedly harmed the image of Ukrainian football. CAS annulled the sanctions,
finding that the UAF had exceeded its legal competence and failed to demonstrate that the
relevant disciplinary provisions applied to extraneous conduct or to individuals no longer
under its regulatory reach. This decision not only clarified the limits of national federations’
disciplinary authority but also underscored the need for a clear legal framework when
imposing severe sanctions, especially those of a symbolic or reputational nature.

Against this broader backdrop, the case of FC Karpaty provides a concrete illustration of
how wartime economic disruption has intensified the legal and organisational challenges
facing Ukrainian clubs. Since the onset of Russian aggression in 2022, Ukrainian football
has experienced a severe financial crisis: nearly twenty professional clubs have gone
bankrupt or ceased operations, multiple stadiums and training facilities have been
damaged, sponsorship and broadcasting income have collapsed, and many teams have been
forced to reduce budgets, release players, or rely on irregular emergency funding. It is within
this environment of systemic instability that the dispute examined in CAS 2023/A/10091
(Karpaty FC LLC v FIFA & HNK Cibalia Vinkovci & FC Karpaty Halych) arose. The case
centred on issues of legal identity, financial continuity, and the application of the doctrine
of sporting succession, as the newly registered Karpaty FC LLC sought to avoid its
predecessor debts. CAS rejected this attempt, confirming that a club which continues the
sporting identity, infrastructure, and operational functions of a defunct entity may be
deemed its successor despite formal corporate restructuring. This ruling not only reflects
established CAS jurisprudence but also highlights a recurring challenge for Ukrainian clubs
seeking to reorganise amid acute financial distress. Karpaty’s deteriorating financial
condition is not an isolated incident but a representative example of the systemic pressures
affecting Ukrainian football as a whole.
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The third case examined in this article, involving a Ukrainian entity, concerns the issue
of match-fixing in football. In the Durai case, CAS 2021/A/7866 (Taras Durai v. Ukrainian
Association of Football), the UAF relied primarily on circumstantial evidence to sanction
a player for alleged involvement in match-fixing, invoking the principle of integrity in
sport. CAS upheld this approach, confirming that the "comfortable satisfaction" standard
allows for a flexible evidentiary threshold when the integrity of the game is at stake.
However, this position demands a high degree of procedural fairness, which the CAS
found to be met in that instance.

7 CONCLUSION

Eastern European football operates within a fragmented yet evolving legal environment in
which lex sportiva interacts with national regulations, with uneven institutional capacities.
CAS jurisprudence plays a crucial harmonising role, however, persistent issues of financial
instability, inconsistent enforcement, and procedural ambiguity, undermine predictability
and fairness. The examined cases demonstrate both convergence with global sports law
principles and the persistence of regional vulnerabilities rooted in governance, economics,
and geopolitics. Strengthening procedural safeguards, ensuring financial compliance, and
aligning domestic frameworks with CAS standards are essential to enhancing legal certainty
and institutional credibility in the region’s football governance.

To strengthen the legal and institutional coherence of Eastern European football
governance, several complementary reforms are necessary. First, greater harmonisation
should be pursued by aligning national federation regulations with the procedural
standards established by CAS, UEFA, and FIFA, ensuring consistency in dispute
resolution. Second, sustained capacity building through investment in legal education
and specialised adjudicatory infrastructure is essential to professionalise national dispute
resolution bodies. Third, enhanced financial oversight is required, with robust licensing
and auditing mechanisms designed to prevent recurring cases of non-payment and
insolvency. Transparency must also be prioritised by mandating the publication of
disciplinary and licensing decisions, thereby fostering accountability and trust in
governance processes. Procedural reform should focus on standardising appeal
pathways and clarifying jurisdictional boundaries between domestic authorities and
CAS to reduce uncertainty. Furthermore, legal certainty can be improved by codifying
clear definitions of “sporting succession”to prevent ambiguity during club restructuring
or re-registration. Finally, promoting EU good governance and integrity frameworks
would reinforce institutional independence and embed a culture of accountability
within the regional football ecosystem.
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AHOTAL|IS YKPATHCbKOKO MOBOIO
TemartinuHe JOCTifKeHHs

MPABOBI BUKNUKN Y CXIZHOEBPOMENCHKOMY OYTBOI:
LEX SPORTIVA TA 100 PEFIOHAMbHI 0COBNNBOCTI

Mapuna Kameneyoka-Ycosa*, Makcum Tkanuy ma Enina Ipeiin

AHOTAINILA

Bemyn. Cxionoesponeticokuii pymo0on cmukaemvcs 3 yHiKaTbHUMU NPAG0SUMU SUKTIUKAMU, U0
BUHUKAIOMb HA Hepermuni MiNHAPOOHO20 CNOPMUEHO20 Npaed, YNpaemiHHA Knybamu ma
mparckopooHHux cnopie. Hessaxnawouu Ha me, w0 8ainU8iCMy pezioHANbHUX Tlie 3POCMAE,
npasosa 6asa Ona eupiuieHHss KoH@nikmie, ocobnueo y cepi mparcdepis, cnopmueHozo
npasoHacmMynHUUmea ma 3abe3neueHHs BUKOHAHHA KOHMPAKMIB, 3ANTUUAEMbCST HEOOCAMHbO
susuenoto. Lle 0ocniOneHHA ycy8ae maxy npozanumy, CUCMEMHO AHATI3YI04Y, AK HeUy00a6Hi
piwenns Cnopmuenozo apbimpanozo cyoy (CAS) ma npasuna HAyioHATbHUX CHOPMUBHUX
edepauiti popmyrome nidxodu 00 eupiueHHs cnopie y cxiOHoesponeticokomy ¢pymoboni, ma
OYIHI0I0UU, HACKINIbKYU Ui CMPYKMYPU 3aXuuydromo Kayou, 2pasyie ma dedepauii Ha npaxmuyi.

Memoou. Y cmammi 8uKopucmosyemvcs 00KMPUHANLHA | NOPIBHANILHA NPABOBA MEMOO0T0I,
3 oenadom nepuiodxcepen (apoimpaxcnux piwenv CAS, HauioHanvHozo 3aKOHO0A6CMEA mMa
3axonodascmea €C, a maxow npasun dedepauiii) ma emopuntoi nimepamypu (HayKosux
cmameil ma 3eimie). Llinecnpsamosanuil Ketic-cmadi nioxio posensioae okpemi K406 piuieHHs
CAS y pezioni (nanpuxnad, PK «Kapnamu» npomu OIPA, OK «Banmiepa» npomu JIOD) ons
ananizy cydosux piuwienv ma npasosux npunyunie. Iopienanvnuii ananiz donomie 3icmasumu
npasosi O0OKMPUHU DI3HUX 10PUCOUKUIL, A AKICHUTI CUHMe3 - BUSHAYUMU NOBMOPIBAHi
meHOeHYil, NPO2ANUHY MA NPAB0SI PUSUKUL.

Pesynomamu ma eucnoeéxku. Y pesynomami 30iilicHeH020 aHAnisy Oyno 3pobneHO Kimvka
Kntouosux eucHoskie. Ilo-nepute, cydosa npakmuxa CAS éce uacmiute 3acmocosye 00KMpuHy
CNOPMUEHO20 NPABOHACMYNHUUMBEA MAKUM HUHOM, W0 Ue HAKAAdae 6axki Qinancosi
30008's13aHHA HA KYOU-NOKYnuyi, yacmo 6e3 HanexHux npouecyanvhux eapaumii. ITo-opyee,
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suxonanHa pimerv CAS y HayionanvHux cyoax HeoOHakoee y pisnux xpainax Cxionoi €sponu, 3
pisHUMU  MAYMAueHHAMU 0PpUCOUKYii, Oepicasnoi nomimuxu ma res judicata. Ilo-mpeme,
npasunam HAUiOHAILHUX acouiayiii uacmo 6pakKye 4imxkocmi w00 WAAXi6 sUpiuleHHA cnopis,
W40 3a1UUAE HEOOHOSHAUHOCII U400 NPASA HA ANeNAUII0 MA MeXAHI3MI6 NPA606020 3AXUCIY.
ITo-uemeepme, Hezsaxcawuu Ha incmpymenmu €C (nanpuknad, Peenamenm 1215/2012, Pum I),
iX BUKOPUCMAHHA Y CHOPAX U000 CHOPMUBHUX KOHMPAKIMIE € HE3HAUHUM Hepe3 CHPULIHAMMSA
A6MOHOMHOCHI  cnopmueHozo npasa. ILli  eucHoexku exasyiomv Ha nepewkoou y
nepedbauysarocmi, nPo3opocmi ma 3acmocy8anHi Mexanismis 3axucmy cnopmueHozo npasa.

Kntouosi cnosea. Ynpaeninus ¢ymbonom; lex sportiva; cnopmuene npaeo; Cxiona €epona;
CHOPMUBHI CHOPU.



