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SUMMARY

ECJ 21 december 2023, case C-680/21
(Royal Antwerp Football Club)

UL, SA Royal Antwerp Football Club - v - Union royale belge des
sociétés de football association ASBL (URBSFA), Union des
associations européennes de football (UEFA), Belgian case

Summary

The rules of UEFA and the Belgian football association on ‘home grown players’ could be
contrary to EU law. The ECJ's summary of the case can be found here.

Questions

1. Must Article 101 TFEU be interpreted as precluding rules that have been adopted by an
association responsible for organising football competitions at European level and
implemented both by that association and by its member national football associations, and
which require each club participating in those competitions to enter in the list of its players
and to include on the match sheet a minimum number of players trained either by that club
itself or in the territory of the national association to which that club is affiliated?

2. Must Articles 45 and 101 TFEU be interpreted as precluding rules that have been adopted by
an association responsible for organising football competitions at national level and which
require each club participating in those competitions to enter in the list of its platers and to
include on the match sheet a minimum number of players trained in the territory of that
association?

Ruling

Article 101(1) TFEU must be interpreted as precluding rules that have been adopted by an
association responsible for organising football competitions at European level and
implemented both by that association and by its member national football associations, and
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which require each club participating in those competitions to enter in the list of its players
and to include on the match sheet a minimum number of players trained either by that club
itself or within the territory of the national association to which that club is affiliated, and
rules that have been adopted by an association responsible for organising football
competitions at national level, and which require each club participating in those
competitions to enter in the list of its players and to include on the match sheet a minimum
number of players trained in the territory of that association, if it is established, first, that
those decisions by associations of undertakings are liable to affect trade between Member
States and, second, that they have either as their object or their effect the restriction of
competition between professional football clubs, unless, in the second of those scenarios, it is
demonstrated, through convincing arguments and evidence, that they are both justified by the
pursuit of one or more objectives that are legitimate and strictly necessary for that purpose.

Article 101(3) TFEU must be interpreted as meaning that it allows such decisions by
associations of undertakings, if they prove to be contrary to paragraph 1 of that article, to
benefit from an exemption to the application of that paragraph only if it is demonstrated,
through convincing arguments and evidence, that all of the conditions required for that
purpose are satisfied.

Article 45 TFEU must be interpreted as precluding rules which have been adopted by an
association responsible for organising football competitions at national level, and which
require each club participating in those competitions to enter in the list of its players and to
include on the match sheet a minimum number of players trained in the territorial jurisdiction
of that association, unless it is established that those rules are suitable for ensuring, in a
consistent and systematic manner, the attainment of the objective of encouraging, at local
level, the recruitment and training of young professional football players, and that they do not
go beyond what is necessary to achieve that objective.
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