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DISCUTENDO INTORNO AI  LIMITI DELLA GIUSTIZIA
SPORTIVA ED AL VINCOLO DI GIUSTIZIA

di Piero Sandulli*

ABSTRACT: The interplay of the Italian ordinary law and jurisdictions with
the sports justice law and judiciary proceedings has markedly evolved these
last years. Yet in 2017, another ruling of the Lazio Regional Administrative
Court upholds the competency of the ordinary justices on the sports justice
system. In conformity to the 280/2003 law’s relevant provisions, the author
confirms the limited scope of the sports justice to the purely game rules and
disciplines, while everything else from the fundamental rights of the sports
stakeholders and their balance sheets to the working rules and procedures
of the sports federations fall within the exclusive, jurisdictional responsibility
of both that Lazio Administrative Court or the Italian ordinary justices. So,
there is a need to revise accordingly the Italian sports federations’ arbitration
clause forbidding the stakeholders to turn straight to the ordinary justices
without being formally authorised by each federation’s governing body
whenever those issues are at stake.
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