
A footballer is deemed evicted from the field 
of play when he receives a red card from an 
officiating referee, this scenario might soon be 
the case of Nigeria from football activities in 
the coming weeks.
 
The unabating leadership tussle between 
Amaju Pinnick and Chris Giwa since 2014 is 
the longest lingering crisis in the history of the 
Nigerian football association. It suffices to say 
that the world of football is not immune to the 
strife for control or leadership position as is 
prevalent in the political terrain of most coun-
tries of the world. Quite significantly, this 
issue has consecutively been taken before the 
highest authority of judicial adjudication at 
two different levels with conflicting decisions. 
 
In April 2018, the Supreme Court of the Feder-
al Republic of Nigeria restored the Order of 
the Federal High Court setting aside the pur-
ported election into the Executive Committee 
of Nigerian Football Federation (NFF) held on 
30th September 2014 which produced Amaju 
Pinnick. This position was in contrast to an 
earlier decision of the Court of Arbitration for 
Sports (CAS) under the auspices of Federation 
of International Football Association (FIFA) 
that upheld and recognised Amaju Pinnick as 
the NFF president.

 
What then is the jurisprudence between deci-
sion of CAS and the Supreme Court?
 
Nigeria has been an affiliate of FIFA - an inter-
national governing body with its peculiar 
rules - since 1960.  The NFF being the local 
football association is technically the repre-
sentative of Nigeria at FIFA. FIFA has a man-
date to avoid an intermix of sports and poli-
tics; it ensures that member associations con-
duct their activities independent of third-par-
ty interference, particularly in the election of 
its association executives. The Statutes of FIFA 
empowers FIFA to sanction any member asso-
ciation found with handpicking by govern-
ment officials and any form of government 
interference in the affairs of the association. 
Such sanction could be suspension from inter-
national football activities, and non-recogni-
tion of the association executives.

NFF is on the verge of receiving a red card 
(Ban) from FIFA for engaging in a prohibited 
means of dispute resolution. The CAS as an 
international arbitration body established 
primarily to settle disputes related to sport in 
1991 published a Guide to sport arbitration. 
Technically, the Guide was meant to be 
included in the statutes or regulations of 
sports federations or clubs across the globe

FIFA’s Looming Red Card on the
Nigerian Football Federation

Copyright © 2018 Strachan Partners, All rights reserved.

1



One of the model arbitration clauses in the 
Guide posit:
 
“Any dispute arising from the present Statutes 
and Regulations of the ... Federation which cannot 
be settled amicably shall be settled finally by a 
tribunal composed in accordance with the Statute 
and Regulations of the Court of Arbitration for 
Sport to the exclusion of any recourse to the ordi-
nary courts. The parties undertake to comply with 
the said Statute and Regulations, and to accept in 
good faith the award rendered and in no way 
hinder its execution”
 
It must be understood that the exclusion or 
prohibition of recourse to local courts by CAS 
is not intended to usurp the authority of local 
courts nor curtail the sovereignty of any 
nation. This position is predicated on the Stat-
utes of FIFA that obligates member associa-
tion to manage their affairs independently 
and ensure that their affairs are not influenced 
by any third parties. In addition, the Statute 
requires member associations to be neutral in 
matters of politics and religion. 
 
FIFA has the capacity to refuse recognition of 
an election if it has some doubt about whether 
such election was fully-complaint with its 
statutes. A local court on the other hand will 
definitely appraise the legal validity of an 
election and its process in conformity with the 
requirements of the nation’s Statutes. 

It is therefore logical that FIFA would not take 
into cognisance the election results of any 
member association on the basis of such mem-
ber’s municipal law. Hence, regardless of 
whether or not an election is valid within the 
context of the Nigerian law, FIFA is not bound 
by such Ruling to the extent that such ruling is 
inconsequential to FIFA.

Conversely, it is trite law that a country is not 
bound by non-domesticated laws; sadly, 
Nigeria is yet to domesticate FIFA Statutes. 
Hence, we are likely to say Nigeria is not 
bound by the Statutes of FIFA. While this is 
true to some extent, it is important to under-
stand the peculiarity of football – how it tran-
scends a State’s domestic environment and in 
order to gain global recognition, a State partic-
ipant has to leverage on FIFA’s globally 
accepted laws - it would therefore be errone-
ous to claim benefits of being a member asso-
ciation of FIFA and on the other hand refuse to 
be bound by FIFA Statutes and directives.
 
Few years ago, Nigeria suffered sanction from 
FIFA. The consequences of FIFA’s sanction to 
Nigeria are quite significant and stems from 
economic loss of tournament sponsors, match 
ban etc. to mention a few. Apparently and 
again, the NFF has refused to align itself to 
FIFA’s directives and enabling Statute. The 
worst might likely reinvent itself if timely and 
adequate caution is not taken. 
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