Proposals accepted by CIVA at Krakow, Poland, on November 5 – 6, 2011

Rules & Judging Sub-Committee Proposals for 2012 (Power Aerobatics)
Rules Sub-Committee Proposals
RSC Proposal 2: Safety figures: addition

Source: France Proposal #2

Add to the list of permitted figures (in Unlimited and Advanced) in 4.3.1.2 the following:
[image: image1.emf]
If one of these figures is flown, the horizontal half-roll figure starting from inverted flight is not flown.
RSC Proposal 3: Awards: Clarification & Consistency

Source: France Proposal #3

Align 1.3.1.3 and 1.3.1.4 with 1.3.1.2 on the matter of Unknown Programmes World Champion. Both A and Y52 championships will confer the title: “World Champion in the Unknown programmes”. Rules will read:

1.3.1.3. b) Advanced World Champion in the Unknown Programmes:

The competitor who gains the highest total number of combined points in the two Unknowns.

1.3.1.4. c) Yak52 World Champion in the Unknown Programmes:

The competitor who gains the highest total number of combined points in the two Unknowns.
RSC Proposal 4: Awards: Clarification & Consistency

Source: France Proposal #3

Add to 1.3.1.3 and 1.3.1.4 same clarification statement as 1.3.1.2.i). Rules will read:

1.3.1.3.e) and

1.3.1.4.e) Awards will be given in compliance with paragraph 4.5.
RSC Proposal 5: Extent of unlinked rolls in unknown figures.

Source: Russia Proposal #1

Rule 9.2.2.1. (applicable to U, A & Y52) to be amended to read:

Unlinked and opposite rolls are permitted only on straight horizontal lines and, in the case of hesitation rolls, with a maximum number of 10 stops, except that:…

RSC Proposal 6: Naming of World Champions.

Source: Russia Proposal #2

In paragraphs 1.3.1.2. a) to 1.3.1.2. h): Add “Unlimited” before “World”.

Note: It was also a part of the Russian proposal that the phrase “World Champion” not be used at special events and this was supported by the Sub-Committees. Some other form of title wording should be sought for such events.
RSC Proposal 7: Number of Supported Judges

Source: Canada proposal #1, South Africa proposal #2.

The contest organisation at Unlimited and Advanced shall be liable to provide food, transport and accommodation for 7 supported judges and their assistants. Additional judges and assistants, making the total of judges up to a maximum of 10, may apply and be selected for the event, but they will be unsupported officials. The costs associated with these unsupported officials need not fall on the organiser, but may be met by the individuals concerned, by NACs, by CIVA or from other sources. For Y52 contests, the minimum number of supported judges would remain 5.
RSC Proposal 8: Review of Judging Criteria for Rolling Turns

Source: United Kingdom proposal #1.
The sub-committees recommend that plenary task the Judging Sub-Committee to review the detailed judging criteria for figures in Family 2.3 to 2.20, and submit recommendations for the 2012 plenary, with a view to improving consistency in judging of these figures.
RSC Proposal 9: Versatility in Free Programmes

Source: United States proposal #1.

Sub-Committees recommend the incorporation of all elements of US proposal #1, shown highlighted in the following table:

4.3.3.6. Versatility

	Family
	Yak 52
	Advanced
	Unlimited

	1
	Not Required
	At least one figure

	2
	At least one from 2.3 to 2. 20
	At least one from either 2.5 to 2.15 or from 2.17 to 2.20

	5
	At least one figure

	6
	Not required
	At least one figure

	7
	At least one figure

	8
	At least one figure

	9.1 to 9.8
	At least one from each subfamily
	Not specified

	9.9 and 9.10
	At least one
	At least two, no subfamily specified
	At least two from each subfamily



	9.11 and 9.12
	At least one figure from either

	Opposite Rolls
	At least one instance with elements from Families 9.1 to 9.10


National Proposals Forwarded to Plenary

Norway Proposal #1: Unknown Figures (Advanced)

Sporting Code Section 6, List of figures for Programme 2 and 3

Rule 9.14. Family 8.13 To 8.18

Add the following:

9.14.1.2. Advanced: No flick roll permitted on the 45° down line of 8.15, 8.17 or 8.18
South Africa Proposal #1: Combined Yak52 & Intermediate Championship

Introduction of an Intermediate Class. Any Intermediate championship sanctioned by CIVA should be considered as a Class II FAI event and be accorded only regional status. Organisers would remain free to choose to have individual Intermediate or Y52 events or to combine them if appropriate to local aircraft resources.
Proposed Format

CIVA Regulations would need to be modified on the following basis:

a) Intermediate would operate in all aspects in an identical manner to Yak52, programmes would be flown in an integrated manner, i.e. both types of entry would be treated in exactly the same manner with regards to flight order and judging.

b) No aircraft restrictions would apply to the Intermediate Class, being the same as the Advanced Class.

c) Pilot restrictions would mirror those of the Advanced Class, but would include similar wording to exclude entrants on the same principle in both the Unlimited & Advanced Classes.

d) The Yak 52 and Intermediate results would be determined separately, consideration could be given to a separate combined classification as well.
South Africa Proposal #3: Bidding process for Championships
Proposals

a) That CIVA introduce a formal evaluation system for bids for Championships, which takes into account all the detailed requirements to stage such a championship and to comply with CIVA Regulations and the results of the subsequent evaluation be submitted to the CIVA Plenary for formal approval. 
(See attachment to this document for copy of the Evaluation System Form)

b) That CIVA introduces a system where every fourth championship in the series of the various CIVA championships to be held outside of Europe or preference be given to a bid from outside of Europe, providing the evaluation envisaged in a) above is positive. This proposal to be retrospective. This proposal is not intended to limit bids from outside Europe to every fourth year, but merely to give some assurance that there is a fair spread of venues in the overall picture.
Judging Sub-Committee Proposals

JSC Proposal #1: CIVA Regulation 7.1.1.4.

Remove the words at the end “with the aid of the President of the Judging SubCommittee”

JSC Proposal #2: CIVA Regulation 7.1.1.5.

Remove the words:

“and before it begins he must hold practice sessions on the judging line during the contestants training flights (see 6 below).”
JSC Proposal #3: CIVA Regulation 7.1.1.8.

Remove this clause and replace with the following words:

“In the case of a difference of opinion with regards to a hard zero (HZ) mark, insertion penalty or interruption penalty, a Judging conference will always be held to resolve differences. The official video shall be available to assist in such discussions when it concerns a matter of fact”.
JSC Proposal #4: CIVA Regulation 7.1.1.10.

Remove CIVA Regulation 7.1.1.10. in it’s entirety and replaced with a notation that as Programme 4 is on a comparative basis, with each judge retaining their scores until the end of the programme, that each judge should set their own standard taking into account that near maximum or minimum scores on the first flights would restrict future comparisons for superior or inferior flights.
JSC Proposal #5: CIVA Regulation 2.1.2.1.

Remove the words:

“An additional three Judges may also be allowed to participate but could be subject to an entry fee in exceptional circumstances” and replace with:

“An additional three judges may be allowed to participate, but their entry fees are not required to be covered by the organiser”.
JSC Proposal #6: CIVA Regulation 2.1.3.1.

Remove the words:

“or invited by the organisers of International Competitions”
JSC Proposal #7: CIVA Regulation 2.1.3.2.

Remove the words:

“ … or flown in that level competition as a pilot, or served as an official team trainer whose duties include critiquing appropriate level team members”.
JSC Proposal #8: CIVA Regulation 2.1.3.2. b)

Change six months to four months, prior to the beginning of the Championship.
JSC Proposal #9: CIVA Regulation 2.1.3.2. c)

Remove the wording
“ … in addition, prior to the championships, the Chief Judge shall conduct an oral interview with each prospective International Judge. This interview will determine the judge’s basic competency and knowledge of the rules. This examination shall include but not be limited to: judging criteria, familiarity with the Aresti system (Condensed), and the ability to immediately interpret complex figures and sequences”.

In the subsequent sentence remove the word: “also”.
JSC Proposal #10: CIVA Regulation 2.1.3.2. d)

Remove 2.1.3.2.d) in its entirety.
JSC Proposal #11: CIVA Regulation 2.1.5.1. b)

Remove the words:

” … if the electronic tracking system is not in operation”.
JSC Proposal #12: CIVA Regulation 2.1.5.2.

Replace the current paragraph with the following:
“All Judges who wish to be represented on the Board of Judges must have a qualified assistant, who must also be approved by the Judging SubCommittee and verified by the CIVA Bureau. Any changes in assistant will require approval prior to the commencement of a contest or a programme by either the Judging SubCommittee or Contest Jury as appropriate, without such approval the Judge will be excluded.”
JSC Proposal #13: CIVA Regulation 2.1.5.5.

Remove word: “organisers” and replace with: “ ... the Chief Judge and approved by the JSC”.
JSC Proposal #14: CIVA Regulation 2.1.10.1.

Remove the words: “… of the timekeepers assigned to …” add at the end of the paragraph “… and his assistants”.
JSC Proposal #15a: CIVA Regulation 4.2.2.7. a)

Add new Rule: 4.2.2.7. Penalised Breaks

Renumber existing 4.2.2.6. d) as 4.2.2.7. a)

add the following words after the first sentence:

“A pilot who has taken a penalized interruption following an HZ figure ending in the wrong direction, must recommence the sequence in the correct direction in order to regain sequence continuity”.
JSC Proposal #16 - CIVA Regulation 7.2.1.1.

Add the following sentence:

“A Judge has the right to ask for a video review, if it is determined at a Judging conference that his written score is incorrect and he is not in agreement with this ruling”.
JSC Proposal #17: Marking of Positioning
5.1.4 Revise the heading to: “Marking of flight Positioning and Symmetry”

5.1.4.1 Unchanged

5.1.4.2 Change to: “The positioning mark will be given by the Board of Judges.

Additionally and by prior agreement between CIVA and the Organiser, infringements of the performance zone boundary may be recorded by the judging panel rather than by Line Judges or an approved electronic system.”

5.1.4.3 Unchanged
5.1.4.4 Delete “When line judges are not used, “. The paragraph starts “It is particularly important …” etc.

Transfer: The entire text of 6.9.1.1 and 6.9.1.2 should be transferred into 5.1.4 at this position, and renumbered accordingly.

5.1.4.5 Change to: “The K factor accorded to positioning marks will be as follows:”

Unlimited – all programmes: 40K

Advanced and Y52 – all programmes: 30K
Transfer: The entire text of 6.9.4 “Sequence Symmetry” (6.9.4.1 and 6.9.4.2) should be transferred to 5.1.4 at this position, and renumbered accordingly.

Transfer: The entire text of 6.9.5 “Summary” (6.9.5.1 and 6.9.5.2) should betransferred to 5.1.4 at this position, and renumbered accordingly.

New Para: A column headed “Pos” on the Form A marks sheet shall be used to record by exception the positions of figures that are not ideally placed, as they are flown.

New Para: When dictating the mark for each figure to the scribe, the judge should where appropriate add a comment in the “Pos” column regarding the placement of the figure if this is considered to have been not ideal. In arriving at this comment the shape and size of the basic figure and the location of any manoeuvres within it should be assessed against the ‘ideal’ placement of the whole figure in the context of the positional scope of the sequence.

Where the judge assesses that figure placement is sufficiently sub-optimal to be recorded then the following annotations (or their local / national equivalent) should be used:
	Figure placement:
	
	‘Pos’ annotation:



	Somewhat:
	left of the ideal position:
	“L”

	
	right of the ideal position:
	“R”

	
	too near to the judge:
	“N”

	
	too far from the judge:
	“F”

	Considerably:
	left of the ideal position:
	“LL”

	
	right of the ideal position
	“RR”

	
	too near to the judge
	“NN”

	
	too far from the judge
	“FF”


New Para: At the end of the sequence the annotations in the “Pos” column shall be used by each judge to determine a sequence positioning downgrade based on these recorded observations. Each single letter is taken as equivalent to a halfmark and each double letter equivalent to a full mark downgrade. For example, the figure “Pos” annotations L, R, N, FF, LL and R would combine as a downgrade of 4.0 marks.
JSC Proposal #18: Boundary Judging

Section 6.9.2, Performance Zone Boundaries, should be deleted in its entirety and replaced in 5.1.4 as follows:

New Para: “Where an electronic system or Line Judges are not used, the responsibility for recording boundary infringements will be assumed by the panel of judges.

In this situation, when a judge considers a figure to have clearly infringed the performance zone boundary, the “Pos” column should be annotated “Out” in addition to any positional left/right/near/far comments that have already been made. These indications on the score sheet are to be treated similarly to height penalties i.e. a simple majority of judges must prevail for the penalty to be imposed, and the Chief Judge shall be responsible for their assessment and entry onto the pilots Flight Summary Sheet. The normal numeric penalty for each ‘Box Out’ shall be applied in each instance.”
JSC Proposal #19: CIVA Regulation 7.2.4.

Revise the heading to:

“Errors in recording Hard and Perception zeros”

Amend text to read:

“The Chief Judge will examine the reasons given by the scoring judges for the award of hard zeros and perception zeros. If a scoring judge has made a mistake and quoted a reason not applicable to the recorded mark, e.g. “HZ: No slide" where the figure is a tailslide, the Chief Judge will instruct the scoring judge to change his mark to PZ. If however the judge has recorded for a tailslide “PZ: Fell the wrong way" then the Chief Judge will instruct the scoring judge to change his mark to HZ. In this way true zeros can all be brought to a common solution, providing correction to the judge and clarity for the pilot.”
JSC Proposal #20: CIVA Regulation 6.9.1.1.

Remove wording:

“ … in one or two ways: mechanically, by means of a tracking device: or … ”
President’s Proposals
President’s Proposal #3: Height Measuring Device (HMD) for Power

The Polish have created a new HMD this year and after approval by the GASC, it will be in use at the WGAC/WAGAC this year in Torun, Poland.
It is proposed that this device be studied for use in Power. The evaluation of its feasibility for use in powered aircraft to be carried out by a Working Group appointed by the CIVA President. The Working Group will report to the plenary in November 2012, if possible, with the goal for implementation in 2013.
President’s Proposal #4: Cost Savings
4.1.2.1. Accommodation Organizers should be required (not optional) to offer reduced Entry Fee and possibility of Teams booking their own rooms, therefore controlling their costs. This is an option now but should be a requirement.

If Teams wish for assistance in finding accommodation, the organiser can be asked for help.
4.2.5. & 4.7. Aerobatic Zone Markings
The wind arrows to be eliminated from the box marking requirements.
Catalogue Sub-Committee Proposals
Proposal 1. To incorporate in Family 7 the new figures described as Reversing Loops;

Proposal 2. To incorporate in Family 7 the new figures described as "Horizontal S"s;

Proposal 3. To develop the existing rows 8.49 and 8.50 into a larger group to be known informally as "Reversing P Loops";

Proposal 4. To incorporate in Family 8 the new figures described as "Double Humpty Bumps";

Proposal 5. To re-order existing figures in Family 8.

Proposal 6. To re-number Families 1 to 8 inclusive.

Proposal 7. The notes about judging criteria included with each new figure description should be referred to the Judging Sub-Committee for approval prior to Plenary.

Proposal 8. Proposals 1 to 4 should be referred to the Glider Sub-Committee in order that additions to the Glider Aerobatic Figures might be selected.

The proposed re-numbering system will create a one-off requirement to re-number all figures in Free Programmes if older designs are carried forward to 2012. However, this is a small price to pay for the improved arrangement of figures and the potential for future flexibility for the addition of new figures in many Families. Sequences will not have to be re-designed, as Super-Families, Families, K-factors remain unchanged.
Revised Family Pages attached as a separate document.

Safety And Expedited Proposals
SP # 1:

Source: Germany

Document: Section 6, Part 2

Subject: List of Figures for Unknown Programmes
The following changes should be made to the list of Advanced figures in section 9 for the contest season 2012:

1. Delete figures 8.13.2 and 8.14.2.

2. Delete the optional roll symbol in the top of figure 8.33.1.

3. Delete figures 8.46.1 and 8.46.4.

4. Delete the full aileron roll 45° down (9.1.4.4).
SP # 2:

Source: Germany

Document: Section 6, Part 2

Subject: Rough Flying
In future judges' seminars for glider competitions, rules 6.7.1.7, 6.7.1.16, 6.8.20.3 and 6.8.21.2 should be specifically discussed.
EP #1:

Source: Canada

Document: Section 6, Part 1

Subject: Free Unknowns
4.3.4.6. c) At least 12 hours before the commencement of each Programme, each competitor will notify the Organiser which of the alternative proposals he/she will fly.
EP # 3:

Source: WGAC/WAGAC Jury President

Document: Section 6, Part 2

Subject: Team Medals
The minimum number of complete team to award team medals is 4.

EP # 4:

Source: WAC Jury President

Document: Section 6, Part 1

Subject: Wind Arrows
The requirement for the wind arrows to be removed from CIVA Regulations.
EP # 7:

Source: France

Document: Section 6, Part 1

Subject: Fair and Equal Treatment EP # 7:

Source: France

Document: Section 6, Part 1

Subject: Fair and Equal Treatment
Add a rule that says:

"The organizers shall ensure that in the seven days prior to the competition, all teams/pilots are given fair access to practice on the competition site (depending on site availability) -- i.e. no preferential treatment / discrimination shall take place. To be considered, teams wishing to practice on the competition site shall give notice to the organizers by a deadline to be announced in the competition Bulletins."
