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“This case is one of great national significance, not just to the racing community, but to the wider public throughout the UK’

*
%

n#$

)

“Prohibiting him from racing in the UK until the end of 2007 is effectively going to end his career as a leading jockey”*
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“Mediation and other forms of ADR are not a universal solution for dispute settlement: In this way it is very much a case of horses for
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“Certain sports bodies are necessarily governmental in operation because: they have power over a not unsubstantial area of

economic activity, they have private power that affects the livelihoods of many individuals
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“The courts have stressed that because the relationship between a sports governing body and its members is generally private and
contractual in nature, it gives rise to private rights on which effective actions for a declaration an injunction or damages might be

based””
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“the ban was not disproportionate and the decision to impose the ban could not be styled as capricious or obviously wrong and was
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taken by responsible HRA panels with legal and horse racing expertise.”*
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“powerful weapon for challenging sports bodies rules or practices which unreasonably interfere with the right of an individual to

earn a livelihood.”"”’
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“One group of organisations likely to experience dramatic changes ; " #$< are those who regulate sporting activity”
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“Even if the courts are influenced by the convention in their regulation of private law relationships, the impact is likely to be a

gradual one a more likely and immediate effect is likely to be felt as a result of the classification of sports governing bodies as quasi
27

public authorities” .
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“There will be occasions, it is the nature of British society, on which various institutions that are private in terms of their legal
personality carry out public functions I would suggest that it includes the Jockey Club. The jockey club is a curious body: it is entirely

private, but exercises public functions in some respects and to those extents, but to no other it would be regarded as falling into this
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classification

Poplar Housing and Regeneration Community Association Ltd v Donoughue®
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“it now seems likely that the coming into force of the HRA 1998 will involve the courts reconsidering their position; that the sports

governing bodies will
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be required to respect not only economic rights but also the fundamental human rights enshrined in the

Convention”'
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