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3 August 2012 
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(Catalan Dance Sport Federation, FCBE) 
Represented by Dr. Sebastià Sendrós i Tolsau, President 

 

– Complainant – 

 

____________________________________ 
 
 
 

1. The complaint of the Federació Catalana de Ball Esportiu (Catalan Dance Sport 
Federation, FCBE), dated 25 June 2012 is dismissed without entering into the 
substance of the case. 

 
2. The complainant will bear the costs of the procedural decision in the amount of 

CHF 200.00. 
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Reasons for the decision 
 
1. Formal facts 
 
1.1 On 26 June 2012 a formal complaint (dated 25 June 2012) of the Federació Catalana 

de Ball Esportiu (Catalan Dance Sport Federation, hereinafter referred to as: “the 
complainant”) was addressed to the WDSF Disciplinary Council. It consisted of the 
actual complaint (two pages in English) and three enclosures. The enclosures 
consisted of two documents in Spanish and the confirmation of the advance payment 
according to Art. 12 of the Code of the WDSF Disciplinary Council (hereinafter 
referred to as: “DC Code”). 

1.2 On 1 July 2012, the Chairman of the WDSF Disciplinary Council asked the WDSF 
General Secretary ex officio, if the complainant is a member of the WDSF. On 4 July 
2012, the WDSF General Secretary confirmed that the complainant is no direct 
member of the WDSF. On 3 July 2012, the Chairman of the WDSF Disciplinary 
Council asked the WDSF Treasurer ex officio to confirm the receipt of the mentioned 
advance payment, which the WDSF Treasurer did the next day. 

1.3 On 4 July 2012, the complainant addressed the WDSF Disciplinary Council by e-mail 
and added further information in English to its complaint. 

1.4 On 8 July 2012 the Chairman of the WDSF Disciplinary Council appointed the 
undersigning Chamber in Charge for this case and informed the complainant about 
the inquiries made ex officio. 

1.5 On 17 July 2012 the complainant declared by e-mail to the WDSF Disciplinary 
Council not to have any objections against the appointed members of the Chamber in 
Charge and enclosed two more letters to the WDSF Disciplinary Council, written in 
English and adding some clarifications to the complaint. Both letters were signed by 
the President of the Catalan Dance Sport Federation and one of them additionally by 
two athletes and members of the Catalan Dance Sport Federation. 

 
2. Brief summary of the facts of the case, as presented by the complainant 
 
2.1 The complainant states that in September 2011, Spanish athletes received their 

annual sports licenses from the Spanish Dance Sport Federation (Federación 
Española de Baile Deportivo – FEBD, formerly Agrupación Española de Baile 
Deportivo – AEBD, hereinafter referred to as: “FEBD”). Those were covering the 
period from September 1, 2011 until August 31, 2012. 

2.2 Later, the complaint does not reveal the date of this decision, FEBD decided to 
change the period of the national sports season. The new sports year should begin 
on July 1 already and end on June 30 of the following year. New licenses should be 
issued, valid from July 1, 2012 until June 30, 2013. Those new licenses should cost 
only five sixths of the price for current license owners because of the months July 
and August 2012 they had already paid in 2011.  

2.3 Presumably because of this decision, FEBD warned later on that athletes failing to 
buy a new license might get problems to take part in WDSF international 
competitions, scheduled for July and August 2012. On 4 July 2012, FEBD requested 
two athletes, being members of the Catalan Dance Sport Federation, to buy their 
licenses directly from the FEBD and declared to choose other athletes to represent 
Spain at the WDSF European Youth Championships in August 2012 if they should not 
buy a new license. 
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3. Request for legal relief 
 
3.1 The complainant asks the WDSF Disciplinary Council to protect the validity of the 

licenses issued in September 2011 and covering the period until August 2012 in 
order to ensure the participation of holders of such licenses in WDSF competitions in 
July and August 2012. 

3.2 In the e-mail of 4 July 2012, the complainant asks the WDSF Disciplinary Council to 
order the FEBD to respect the validity of the licenses issued in September 2011. 
Therein, the complainant also states that it should be mandatory that licenses should 
be provided by the local dance sport federations and not by the FEBD, without 
expressing a specific request to the WDSF Disciplinary Council. The letters of 11 July 
2012 did not add further requests to the WDSF Disciplinary Council. 

 
4. Procedural considerations of the Chamber in Charge 
 
4.1 Preliminary note: language of the complaint 
 
4.1.1 As mentioned above, some enclosures of the complaint were written in Spanish and 

the English text of the complaint referred to webpages in Spanish language. Art. 4 of 
the DC Code determines that any document submitted to the Disciplinary Council 
must be in English. Because of this reason, WDSF Disciplinary Council considered 
only the English parts of the complaint for its present decision. 

4.1.2 In specific cases, the WDSF Disciplinary Council may give the complainant the 
chance to amend its submission within the limits of Art. 14 of the DC Code. Because 
of the following reasons, translations of the Spanish enclosures could not have 
changed the present decision. In these situations, WDSF Disciplinary Council refrains 
from demanding expensive translations from the complainant anyway. 

 
4.2 Capacity to be a party in WDSF Disciplinary Council proceedings 
 
4.2.1 According to Art. 5.2 of the DC Code, complaints can be submitted against decisions 

of WDSF Member Bodies. FEBD is a WDSF Member Body. 

4.2.2 Art. 5.1 of the DC Code legitimizes WDSF Member Bodies to actively approach the 
WDSF Disciplinary Council. The complainant states in its letter of 11 July 2012 that 
the Catalan Dance Sport Federation complies with this requirement because by being 
a member of FEBD, it is indirectly a member of WDSF. 

4.2.3 Art. 4, Par. 1 of the WDSF Statutes states: “Full Members shall be DanceSport bodies 

of countries which are recognized by the WDSF. Only one such body from any 

country may become a member.” The Preamble of the Statutes adds: “Each Member 

of WDSF is the sole recognized representative of DanceSport in its country...”. The 
interpretation of the WDSF Statutes therefore clearly reveals that a “member of a 
member” is no WDSF Member Body within the meaning of Art. 5.1 of the DC Code. 

4.2.4 In its letter of 11 July 2012, the complainant emphasizes that the complaint was 
implicitly submitted in the name of the athletes being members of the Catalan Dance 
Sport Federation and “for extension in name of the athletes of the whole Spain”. In 
their letter of the same day, the two mentioned athletes state that the submitted 
complaint should be filed also in their names. Because of the following 
considerations, it can be left open if these statements have been submitted within 
the time limit of Art. 13 of the DC Code. 
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4.3 Object of challenge 
 
4.3.1 Contrary to the minimum requirements in Art. 12 of the DC Code, the complaint does 

not specify which codes or rules were violated by the behavior of the FEBD. The 
WDSF Disciplinary Council will therefore only examine if the description of facts by 
the complainant implies possible breaches of WDSF rules and regulations. 

4.3.2 The WDSF Code of Ethics, mentioned in Art. 9 of the DC Code, has not yet been 
established. The complaint does not contain any evidence that a breach of the Code 
of Ethics should have been claimed anyway and obviously, none of the other reasons 
for a complaint mentioned in Art. 9 of the DC Code is raised. As a consequence, 
WDSF Disciplinary Council is not authorized to act as first instance in this case. This 
conclusion is also imposed by analyzing the spirit of the DC Code. Art. 9 of the DC 
Code was mainly designed to comply with international standards towards athletes 
as laid out in Art. 8 of the WADA Code, for example. 

4.3.3 Art. 10 of the DC Code requires a prior decision of the WDSF Presidium or a WDSF 
Presidium Member to entitle the WDSF Disciplinary Council to act as second instance. 
The complaint does not mention that the WDSF Presidium or one of its members was 
involved in the dispute described. It is for this reason that the WDSF Disciplinary 
Council neither can decide as second instance in the present case. 

 
5. Conclusion 
 
5.1 The procedural considerations reveal without ambiguity that the present procedure 

cannot proceed because the WDSF Disciplinary Council has no jurisdiction to hear 
such a complaint. Therefore, the complaint of the Federació Catalana de Ball 
Esportiu, dated 25 June 2012 is dismissed without entering into the substance of the 
case. 

5.2 This conclusion is also consistent with Art. 2 of the DC Code that states: “The scope 

of the WDSF Disciplinary Council shall not include issues and circumstances with 

regard to disputes between WDSF Member Bodies and their members and athletes, 

unless the WDSF Member Body has explicitly decided to designate the WDSF 

Disciplinary Council as instance of appeal for such matters and the WDSF Disciplinary 

Council has agreed to take on this role.” 

5.3 The complaint does not explain why FEBD decided to change its period of sports 
season, when and how this decision was taken and who participated in this 
resolution. If contractual rights of the Spanish athletes were violated by this decision, 
it will be the task of the competent institutions in Spain to review this case. Athletes 
affected by the FEBD decision therefore do not remain unprotected and remedies to 
claim their rights are provided. 

 
6. Cost 
 
 Corresponding to the outcome of the proceedings, the complainant shall bear its own 

expenses and the costs of this decision. The decision fee shall be set at CHF 200.00 
(two hundred Swiss Francs). This amount is offset against the equal amount of the 
advance payment of the complainant. No further fees are levied. 

 
7. Legal remedy 
 
 There is no right of appeal against a decision of the WDSF Disciplinary Council on 

whether to enter into a case (Art. 2 of the DC Code). 
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3 August 2012 

 

WDSF Disciplinary Council 
 

Chamber in Charge 
 
 

Daniel Stehlin, Chairman 
 
 
 
 

Noel A. Laman                                                   Antun Marki 


