MOBILUX TROPHY ’99 & NEW COMPETITION FORMAT QUESTIONNAIRE


Luxembourg, October 11, 1999

Dear Friends,

Many thanks to all of you who took the time to reply to our questionnaire. 

Your answers and comments are very much appreciated by the MOBILUX TROPHY events organisers and the sponsors, and we are very pleased to learn that most of you find our event well organised and would like to come back. As the CIA President, I am amazed and pleased to see the wealth of valuable comments and suggestions concerning the “new competition format”. Your answers will certainly be very helpful to the CIA and its Working Groups when discussing this issue.

Below you will find all the compiled answers to the questionnaire. As you will see, many answers (especially those concerning the “new competition format”) are very extensive and contain a multitude of suggestions and recommendations that will certainly find their way into the development of our event and the new “format”. 

Most of you agree that the CIA should maintain the “new competition format” as an ongoing project and that it could be an alternative under certain conditions. This is exactly what the CIA intends to develop and I am very much pleased to see that many of you are willing to give of their time to help the CIA in this respect. We very much need your expertise, and with your help I will now be in a position to convince the CIA delegates that there is a vast pool of knowledge and experience out there, waiting to be tapped. 

Before reading the answers, let me remind you once again of the basic aims of this new competition format (as the stated in the questionnaire):

· Develop a clear and easy set of rules allowing even first time event organisers to successfully stage a CAT1 event

· Develop a catalogue of minimum means and personnel that would not change regardless of the number of participants, thus allowing organisers to establish reliable and true budgets for the competitions

· To offer event organisers an optional format if for whatever reason they are unable to organise an event the classic way

The new format would obviously be used mostly at National level or for special events such as Open National Championships or “new” International Championships.

The major benefits for the competitors would be:

· No need to provide an observer (in many events today pilots have to provide an observer at their cost) or lower entry-fees

· Immediate results and no complicated and long debriefing sessions

· No more marker chasing/searching after the flight

· Longer rest periods and therefore less stress

· Increased safety (a well rested pilot is a safer pilot)

The major benefits for the organisers would be:

· Less costly events

· Easier competition administration

· Fast results publication

Obviously there are also some known shortcomings, like limited choice of tasks, absolute necessity for a thorough survey of the competition area to establish a meaningful catalogue of valid goals, and increased number of scoring officials. However important these shortcomings are, I would like you to consider that we are discussing a “new” competition format and that our present “classic” format did not evolve to its present state in a few years. Again, basically the idea behind this format is to allow more organisers to organise more events for more pilots. To achieve this, we need your help.

The answers are organised as follows:

Each question is outlined in italics at the beginning, and the answers appear in the same sequence throughout the document (meaning that answer number 14 to any question belongs always to the same person). For your benefit I include below the names and corresponding numbers of those who replied to the questionnaire. This list of names will later be deleted when the questionnaire and answers will be made available to “outside” parties.

Should you wish to make additional comments, please do not hesitate, they can always be added to the document.

With best regards,

J.C. Weber

MOBILUX TROPHY organiser

CIA President

MOBILUX TROPHY ’99 & “NEW COMPETITION FORMAT” QUESTIONNAIRE

ANSWERS

1. GENERAL

1.1 What are your critics regarding the location, the services provided and what would you change to improve the quality of the event?

1. 
The location is very good for competition flying; the organisation and sponsorship of the event were excellent

2. 
No changes needed in my opinion. Regarding locations and the services provided and comparing to other event, the Mobilux Trophy is a high quality event

3. 
I see no problems with location and services.

4. 
The location and organisation are wonderful. The challenging geography was spoilt by unsuitable weather. The castle as a meeting place when eating cannot be bettered.

5. 
Location: excellent. Services: excellent. Changes:  make sure online info is accurate (references to Observer briefing), make sure info about timetable of first evening (Officials briefing) VERY obvious in check-in area!

6. 
The location (Bourscheid, school etc.) and services (catering etc.) were of top level. Just keep it that way and everyone will be very happy.

7. 
I think from the point of view of retreiving balloon those places are more favourable where there are no deep river valleys which should be climbed many times a day. We appreciate  the services you provided, congratulations for the organizers.

8.
The Mobilux Trophy is very well organised and provided excellent services.  Apart from the weather I am not sure how it could be improved.

9. 
The location and services provided were ok, continue like this.

10. 
Nothing, It was very well organised and very easy to work within the organising team.

11. 
Location is great from organiser’s and probably also pilot’s perspective. Services seem quite complete to me.Quality difficult to improve.

12. 
It’s the most high quality event I have ever attended

13. 
The location is perfect and the service provided excellent.

14. 
We found the whole event excellent in these respects.  Good sponsorship and organisiation made the event very easy to attend and very easy to enjoy.

15. 
Meterological data, particularly the onsite wind reading could have been better. This may have avoided afternoon flight when only one pilot scored.

16. 
Location is exciting and phantastic. We did enjoy ballooning in this area. Services, Catering, Information have been organised very well

17. 
No reply

18. 
The MOBILUX trophy is undoubtedly the best organised event in the ballooning year. Do nothing to change the organisational side of the event.

19. 
For me the Mobilux is still one of the finest events I know with very generous sponsors.

1.2 
Do you agree with the schedule for the event, or would you rather have it later or earlier?

1. 
Would the end of August be better - less standing crop? 

2. 
The date needs to be considered in relationship to other major events in Europe, this should be the main reason for scheduling it. End of August / beginning of September is certainly a very good time of the year.

3. 
Schedule was OK, there was sufficient number of harvested fields for landings

4. 
The timing is suitable. I am not sure if the dates have been fixed for next year but if it is to link in with the Europeans it needs to stop only the day before the latter’s check-in otherwise it would mean some of us having up to 3 weeks off work at one time in the holiday season which some of us would find impossible.

5. 
Not very important for me

6. 
The schedule is OK. Most crew can easily arrange the time off and children can come along too as the schools are closed. Fields have been mostly harvested.

7. 
I agree with it

8. 
I have no problem with the schedule.

9. 
OK , if the shedule is published early in the year. Problems in 2000 ?

10. 
I think that the timing is about right, the weather will determin what stage the harvest is at and you cannot second guess what will happen.

11. 
Schedule could be slightly later (mid-August), leaving more time for a family holiday before (valid for Luxembourg and if you want to go for holiday in the beginning of school vacations)

12. 
No problem with the schedule this year but next year, with the European, ballooning in Luxembourg will be .. busy !!

13. 
The timing is fine with me.

14. 
We were happy with the dates

15. 
We prefer cooler, greater steerage flights with little chance of convection in the afternoons, so probably later.

16. 
Schedule is ok

17. 
Time ok, (I am flexible enough, it collided with regionals, but priorities are set)

18.
Standing crop can be a problem perhaps later would be better. However I believe that next year your event will be directly before the European Champs, please do not move it! This year we thrashed the maize problem to death. Please can we avoid it next year. 

19.
The schedule in August is fine even it may be a bit hot for some balloons and we have to get up early and fly late due to SR/SS times. In 2000 it may be too close to the Europeans (3.-13.august).

1.3 
Did you find your hotel: poor quality and service/convenient/good/excellent? (please give the name)

1. 
My accommodation was in …………; the room was comfortable, but in an annexe, so away from any social contacts. However, this did not really matter, as the long journey to and from Bourscheid meant that I was too tired to stay in a bar! I felt a little left out of the main social interaction.

2. 
The hotel I was booked was of excellent quality

3. 
The hotel in ………….. was good with friendly service

4. 
Hotel and welcome excellent - Hotel ……… (but don’t tell the others!)

5. 
Hotel de la Sure, Esch/sauer. Quality: comfortable. Service: a little strange, but adequate. Location: the distance between Bourscheid & Esch gets a bit wearing, but so long as there are no mist & fog patches its OK.  The ‘Dependence’ of the hotel where we slept is a little odd, but comfortable.

6. 
You know about our hotel: ……. in ………. has a ventilation/heat problem and when you need to open the windows for fresh air, there is a lot of traffic noise. Unless they can guarantee rooms facing away from the noisy road for balloonists (who need to sleep during the day), it is not a very suitable place. Good food though, and the rooms are clean.

7. 
My hotel was Hotel ……. I am sure there is more convenient hotel like ……., but since I go to Lux for the purpose of ballooning, resting is absolutely possible at this type of hotel.

8. 
Our hotel was excellent and they owners appeared to happily put up with a number of small children (including mine) running around the place.

9. 
The Hotel ……. in ……… is a good standard hotel

10. 
The hotel was excellent and very convenient for me to the competition centre.

11. 
Hotel quality was good (room too hot). Tenants very friendly.

12. 
Excellent. Great hotel, very comfortable and above all, very close to the competition centre.

13. 
Our hotel is fine and the owner is very friendly and co-operative.

14. 
The Hotel was excellent.  Very helpful and accommodating.

15. 
Hotel excellent.

16. 
Accomodation in Bourscheid Moulin was ok and (important for us). Internet Services are available. (Because we did not realized that accomodation was sponsored we early booked the Hotel Moulin ourselves)

17. 
convenient (close - I could fly to the briefing in 5 minutes - One day I hat to test it ;-)

18. 
We were in the (?) and it was first class.

19. 
Our hotel was excellent. It’s a pity we couldn’t make use of the superb kitchen (it is said so) because we have brunch and dinner all together. However I prefer the meeting after the flight for the meals as this is a really social event for the balloonists.

1.4
Did you appreciate/not appreciate that most information/documents were made available only in electronic format?

1. 
This was good; a recent survey of British balloonists showed that 65% have internet access, and this will increase rapidly to almost 100%. This is the future!

2. 
Yes, the documents in electronic format I appreciated very much

3. 
The information and response of the organizers on Internet was excellent, very helpfull regarding our last minute change of competitor.

4. 
Yes

5. 
No problem, once I realised it was so!

6. 
Getting most info on the web beforehand was fine, but some people may be on the road for weeks before they arrive (we were at the Coupe d’Europe), so they may miss the last updates unless they have a wireless WWW connection for a laptop.

7. 
We got all important information by electronic format, but it would be kindful and helpful if the organizer sent the overall info + 1:50 000 map copy on A4 sheet (about the spot of check-in) directly to pilot three-four weeks before the beginning of competition. (example: we were at another competition just before Mobilux Trophy, and I could not use my e-mail, by this I could not look into the final important mails sent me just two-three days before the competition)

8. 
I am quite happy with information/document being only available in electronic format – I just had not realised initially that that was to be the case (I probably didn’t read things properly).

9. 
I have no problems with it.

10. 
It was very good, pity that I did not realise it until just before the event.

11. 
Electronic format is ok for me...

12. 
Perfect for those who have an e-mail

13. 
That is fine with me (although I was initially not aware of this.)

14. 
That is fine for me as I have e-mail and Internet access at my office

15. 
Most appreciative & almost essential from this distance. Your details were some of the most thorough we have received for any event.

16. 
Yes, thats fine for us

17. 
No Problem, I am living in Information Age. ( - or was it living on Information Edge ??)

18. 
Although I have e-mail I still prefer paper for pre event details. Less changes at the last moment and I believe that it is a better discipline for the organisers.

19. 
I think this was to promote email and internet as the communication tool of the future and I support it. (A question is how competitors can deal with if they don’t have email yet.)

1.5
 Do you have any complaint regarding the overall organisation?

1. 
No

2. 
Absolutely no complaints – congratulations to a perfectly organised event!

3. 
The overall organization was good, the care about all participants was excellent. We really enjoyed the event.

4. 
No

5. 
No reply

6. 
No real complaints. Well done; better than most

7. 
I think the organizing M.T. was on high level. I wish succesful planning and organizing for future! Well done!

8. 
None.  It was great.

9. 
Please organize next year the FIG flight (fun flight) with the same importance and gravity as the competion
10. 
No

11. 
No

12. 
Not at all... Organisation very efficient and friendly and the accommodation was perfect.

13. 
I like to compliment you and your club with a perfect organisation.  Everybody is very friendly and always available and willing to help (propane refuelling, food and drinking etc.). Also the lunch and dinner arrangements are very generous. Money-wise it is the best sponsored event in Europe at the moment that I know off.

14. 
None

15. 
No

16. 
No

17. 
No reply

18. 
To be honest, nothing at all, but it would have been nice if there had been an event pin and one for the Honda circuit.


(Organiser’s note: This is a surprising answer as all participants should have received the TWO pins and a scarf. Please contact J.C. Weber if you did not receive your souvenirs)

19.
None, just saying Thank You for your big effort.

1.6
Other comments

1. 
You had the best souvenir I have ever seen at a balloon meet - the scarves were great.

2. 
No reply.

3. 
No other comments

4. 
I have always thoroughly enjoyed Mobilux and the flying area and it has been a shame that the weather has not been kinder to you.  Many thanks for all your hard work towards the best competition in Europe.

5. 
No reply

6. 
The night glow would be even better if synchronized to the music (I have seen it done with coloured lamps to signal the pilots of different balloons), and if everyone would be directed to a fixed place on the field.  Clarity about the availability of dinner and propane after (not during) the glow would also prevent people racing to get food and/or gas. The same goes for the Key Grab (arrange for availability of a meal and gas (even at cost) for anyone who enters in that task, and you will have more entries).

7. 
No comment

8. 
None

9. 
No comment

10. 
No comment

11. 
No comments

12. 
None

13. 
I personally regret that the key grab is on Sunday. Most competitors have left then. I would prefer to have the key grab on Saturday evening. A target displayed at the pole (with the pole as centre) could function as a Fly In target in a competition tasks. Grabbing the key is outside the competition and the pole may be touched without ground contact penalty in the competition.

14. 
No reply

15. 
Our desire is always to fly tasks,which satisfies pilots and provides a truer overall competition result at the end - an extra day of competition + more tasks, would be better.

16. 
No comment

17. 
No reply

18. 
Keep at it!

19. 
No comment

2. COMPETITION

2.1 
Should the next Mobilux Trophy be run as a “new” format event? (Explain why or why not)

1. 
If it is continued as a new format event, there need to be changes (see below). It would be a shame if people were put off attending by the format.

2. 
A new format event is fine, with following inputs for consideration from my side. Morning flights with the standard format (with observers), afternoon flights new format. This would allow young, less experienced pilots to achieve a number of results as well, which may be more difficult for only new format flights.

3. 
I would rather see it in the “classic” format. See the reassons in section 3. This does not mean that I would not participate if it is in new format.

4. 
Needs improving - see below.

5. 
No reply

6. 
No. First, this event is part of the World Grand Prix, and the other 2 events use the classic format with observers. This puts the pilots flying in Bourscheid at a disadvantage: when only one pilot, or none at all, gets into a scoring area (as happened here), anyone who might have scored among the first 8 in the classic format will not be able to earn points for his/her team. Second, this event is specifically meant for experienced international competitors, many of the highest possible level. There is no need to make it ‘easy’ on any of us by making the rules or tasks easier to understand.

7. 
This method is also good, worth thinking about, but the result is more axact at a competition with observers, because e.g. on M.T. there were some tasks in which only some pilots fulfiled it within scoring area, others went away just besides the border of the scoring area, and others flew too far from the target. Your system does not differrentiate the second group from the third group, may be, the difference influences the place of the winner, placed second, placed third. If this M.T. would have been a competition with observers I can imagine that other pilot has won, who is (e.g.!) now at the sixth place.

8. 
I found the task in 1999 very frustrating and came away from the event thinking that if that was the way the competition was going I would probably give up competing.  While it was good not to have to take observers back after a flight it was very demoralising to keep getting a “No Result” especially when you know that you have done better in one task than anyone else.  I know that an observer-less competition does work but it is very weather dependant.  I am quite happy to try out new tasks but I currently favour the more traditional format.  As the Mobilux Trophy is currently part of the Honda Grand Prix series and is so well sponsored, I would almost certainly compete regardless of the format.

9. 
No, I find that an high quality meeting had to be run with observers.

10. 
I think that we should do it again if only to put into place some of the lessons learned and try out some other ideas for PDG's and Fly On's.

11. 
Yes, but perhaps with adapted scoring (proportional to distance from target).  Smaller scoring areas and few valid markers leave pilots with no result with a lot of points, and those with a good result are left with little advance on the others.

12. 
It could but I think we have to know that we are missing some of the spirit of a competition; Task setting is getting very frustrating for the competitors... and boring for the officials

13. 
My personal opinion to fly with or without observers is indifferent. I have enjoyed competitions either way. It must be said however that this is the opinion of somebody who was lucky to do well the last years. I can imagine that somebody who only scores one or two times and for the rest passes outside the scoring area might quickly loose interest in competing this way.  This might have the effect that you will end up with a very small group of competitors ultimately.

14. 
I have competed in classically scored events for 18 years and this year I decided to try something different - that is why I went to the Coupe D’Europe and Mobilux - I can tell you I was not dissapointed.  I am sure there is room in our sport for events to be run in the ‘new’ format and experiences such as Mobilux will help us refine how best to organise and enjoy such events.  If invited, I would come to Mobilux organised in either format.

15. 
Yes, it provides a very interesting development for pilots and officials to explore.

16. 
Yes

17. 
No reply

18. 
I both love the ‘old format’ and firmly believe that we must develop a ‘new format’ that will reduce the cost of events, make the sport more interesting to TV and at the same time allow a good range of tasks. More comments later.

19. 
I would come to the Mobilux Trophy in either formate because of the flair of the event and because of the Honda WGP (if in 2000). However I do favour more the traditional farmate and being asked I would opt for that one (see arguments in part 3). When I competed first time in the Mobilux in 1997 we had jokers to set and the hecto-task to fly which I found lots of fun and not interacting at all with the old formate competition it was imbedded in. I would like to encourage you to set those tasks again.

2.2 
Are you satisfied with the competition area?

1.
Yes

2. 
The competition area is demanding, but certainly very interesting for ballooning competitions.

3. 
Competition area was interesting and safe. The only critique I have regards to securing the upper limit of the airspace. According my opinion there should have been an attempt to secure it for flights where an advantage of  not compliance was evident. It is frustrating for the competitors to see others achieving the goals by not obeying the rules. Also it must be frustrating for officials not having the evidence as a base for penalty. There is another aspect of this matter.  The other pilots will be tempted to do the same thing in future and this may be very dangerous and with heavy consequencies to baloon flying and our credibility at all. Considering all of this I believe it was worth sending for example the light airplane to patrol the area for this case.

4. 
Yes

5. 
No reply

6. 
The area is OK. Maybe a third launch site, sheltered from the east, would be an idea. The site just above Bourscheid does not seem to bring us luck. Fly Ins on Michelau are somewhat risky due to the steep mountain, certainly in higher wind speeds. But the place has good shelter. Some big vehicles must manoeuvre with care to get into it; note that the entry path seems to deteriorate and some work may be needed there next year.

7. 
see 1.1

8. 
The area that has been used for the last two years is very beautiful and challenging so you at least have a good view when all goes wrong in a task.

9. 
Yes, it’s a nice place to fly, (not enough used by the luxembourgish pilots)

10. 
Yes

11. 
Yes

12. 
Yes

13. 
Yes!

14. 
Yes, tremendous.  Interesting and exciting landscape.  Marvellous farmers

15. 
Yes, beautiful flying.

16. 
Yes, wonderful

17. 
Yes, challenging (the deep valleys)

18. 
It is a delight. Varied country, tricky hills, difficult planning and enough fog to let you have the odd morning in bed. Please will you send us some of your farmers - we promise not to send you any of ours.

19. 
The competition area is one of the most beautiful landscapes for ballooning and offers tricky valey wind systems in addition to the general weather situation.  The cover of 6500’ MSL isn’t too much but it also gives enough room to steer. An effective supervision of that limit (by plane) and penalisation of infringement will have to be assured to guarantee equal chance for all competitors.

2.3
 Are you satisfied with the competition officials? (If NO, explain)

1. 
For an event run under the new format, it is vital that the scoring team work accurately and efficiently. There was a wide range of experience and ability in the team, as is usual. However, in ‘old’ format events when a scoring team is used, there is generally someone present with experience, to see things are done properly. At this event there were some scoring ‘teams’ of two people sent to isolated goals without much idea of the rules.

2. 
As I was an official, this is difficult to comment from my side

3. 
Yes, with the exception of previous case(altitude restriction). But I understand that the penalty cannot be applied without the evidence.

4. 
Yes but I agree with Uwe and Mathijs that the director is there to serve the pilots and not visa versa

5. 
No reply

6. 
Generally, yes. People were helpful and friendly. However, the director clearly had to get used to the new format. He was not very creative or flexible with the tasks and several were set so most of us missed the scoring areas completely. Given the level of most pilots, that should not have been neccessary on more than one task. There was some grumbling about that. Just as importantly: we got the impression that due to the new format and the task setting, some officials were getting unhappy about standing at goals without ever seeing a balloon.

7. 
Yes

8. 
From a competitor’s point of view, the only officials we usually have much to do with are the observers and the competition director.  We had no observers I cannot comment.  As to the director my only complaint is with regard to rule 12.16 (markers landing in crop or forest will be considered lost).  As you know, we had a lost of argument about this rule at the World Championship and the amendment was finally removed.

9. 
Yes

10. 
98% OK. Met: The guys were great but I was concerned that they were changing their forcast to reflect the windreader results. Some fundamental errors – should be a forcast not an actual, need to assess what is going to happen towards dusk and or convection. Can we have the use of a calibrated windreader.

11. 
Yes

12. 
The organisation of the officials could have been much better if we have considered the experience of everyone; Some “scoring teams” were composed of 2 experienced people while some others were 2 people without any experience.Inexperienced launch masters were used while some experienced officials were unemployed...This year, I have found no team spirit, with 2 “levels” of officials without any communication between them.

13. Not really. As a director myself I, can only say that my approach to competitors during competition is entirely different. A director should consider himself as part of the group, be open for ideas of competitors and consider himself as a servant rather than a director. If you look at the maize issue, it is disappointing that after complaints of competitors, the director tried to stick to his ideas with the “out off  bounds” trick. After that the competitors gave up arguing and it did not do the atmosphere any good. Another example was an evening flight when experienced competitors at the additional briefing doubted the weather information and believed that the goals were not achievable. The double task was not changed and only one pilot scored. Yet another thing is that the director set a PZ above 7000 feet without policing it. There were many abuses. This also happened at the Europeans in Sweden where there were 52 PZs without the manpower to police them again with many abuses. These things are very dissatisfying in competition. In short, a director should not set or accept PZs that he is not able to enforce with the means at hand. Or to put it the other way around, if there are PZs that must be set (and consequently respected of course), then the director should require from the organiser means to enforce them (Officials on ground, Officials in fiesta balloons to look at the altitude restrictions, aeroplane, GPS loggers etc.)

14. 
Yes

15. 
Yes

16. 
Yes

17. 
Yes

18. 
Not completely but I would rather talk to you directly than over an open line.

19. 
We had less to do with officials than in other events as the observer job fell off. As far as I can evaluate it the other officials did a good job.  The only officilaI I was dissatisfied with was the director.

One point I was dissatisfied with were his continuous attempts to declare markers within the 100 m scoring area to be lost if fallen in trees or standing crop higher than 20 cm. For competition purposes there was no reason for this rule. I felt it was more to assure himself against any possible situation which might have come up because he was not aware of the state in reality of the scoring area around the goals (which easily could have been checked by some officials in the same time we discussed about it).

The other point, which in my view even weights heavier, was the directors way of talking with the competitors. He acted like the they would attack him personally when they tried to discuss the issue. Even worse the competitors he played this game with were some of the most experienced of the world and many of them have acted as director themselves before. All they wanted was to solve a problem in favour of the community and in the spirit of our sport but they were paid back in a quite offending manner.

In my eyes the director in a competition plays a similar role like the conductor in an orchestra. The single musicians play together to achieve harmonic music but they need an organiser (conductor) to achieve this in form of timing, coordination and tasks. The competition director should see his role to provide services (information, organisation, tasks, scoring, a.s.o.) for the competitors to enable them to evaluate their skills in comparison of performance. In fact the competition is done by the competitors and not by the director.

2.4 
Would you continue to participate in our event without the HONDA WORLD GRAND PRIX?

1. 
No opinion.

2. 
No reply

3. 
Yes

4. 
Yes

5. 
No reply

6. 
Yes, I would still come. But being part of the GP adds to the fun. Keep it that way if you can. I would not like to be forced to choose if the GP Round were to take place somewhere else in the same period.

7. 
Yes

8. 
Probably Yes.  However, due to work and financial commitments there is a limit to the number of events I can compete in each year.  While I think that Coupe d’Europe is extremely well run, as it is a non-observer event it does not feature high on my list of events to go to.  If the Mobilux Trophy were to go this way and not be part of the Honda Grand Prix it would probably also drop down my list of “must do” events.

9. 
Yes

10. 
Yes

11. 
Yes

12. 
Yes

13. 
Most probably yes, however I must admit that the HONDA GP is an important impetus to participate

14. 
Yes

15. 
We would not have participated without the WGP, however now knowing the quality of the event plus if it had more flights and was close to another worthy event we would attend.

16. 
Yes

17. 
Yes

18. 
Most probably, but the Honda adds an edge that would be lost if they went elsewhere. Many of us came to your event in the first place because it was on the Honda list. Were Honda to go elsewhere then it would be difficult to justify another week end away, however good the event is.  Look at the decline of Saga once Honda moved to another venue in Japan.

19. 
Yes, I would. But then with Mobilux tasks, please. Also it will be a question, if it is ‘old’ or ‘new’ competition formate. If ‘old’ formate it would be more attractive for me than with ‘new’ formate.

2.5 
Would you continue to participate in our event without a CIA sanction?

1. 
No opinion.

2. 
Such a high quality event certainly should be sanctioned by CIA

3. 
Depends on the schedule. I this case I would not be able to use results in National Rank List.

4. 
Yes

5. 
No reply

6. 
Yes. I know from experience that it is a good event, with or without the CIA stamp of approval.

7. 
If your competition is with observers my answer is yes.

8. 
Yes.  Being CIA sanctioned does not make a big difference to the competition.  However, if it became an event that influenced a pilot’s World ranking it would become a must.

9. 
Yes, if you can hold the high quality

10. 
Yes

11. 
Yes

12. 
Yes

13. 
Yes

14. 
Yes

15. 
Yes, on the basis of your/CLA’s production and our experience this year.

16. 
Yes

17. 
Yes

18. 
With the Honda staying with you - yes. Without the Honda - probably, but see the comments above. The CIA sanction adds a little something to an event that is greater than the flag, three gongs and ten certificates

19. 
Yes, I would. In fact CIA sanction does not make a big difference for the competitors (medals, hymn, flag). All other services may be there also without sanction.

2.6 
Other comments:

1. 
I would be happy to be involved again next year

2. 
No reply

3. 
No other comments

4. 
No comment

5. 
No reply

6. 
Try to convince the director not to start with a fly-in for the first flight. Allow people to meet on the launchfield and to get to know the area a bit first (my crew asked me to tell you this).

7. 
No reply

8. 
none

9. 
No comment

10. 
No comment

11. 
No comment

12. 
No comment

13. 
My advice is to talk with people that have done this kind of competition before and include their experience.

14. 
No reply

15. 
From our perspective we found the Mobilux Trophy was of a very high standard - congratulations! and  thank-you for the opportunity of the experience and the chance to comment.

16. 
No comment

17. 
No reply

18. 
No comment

19. 
No comment

NEW COMPETITION FORMAT QUESTIONNAIRE

1. 
Do you believe the idea is worthwhile and the CIA should continue developing the scheme?

1. 
The idea has some merit, but should not be adopted for major competitions, as it is a lesser test of pilot ability.

2. 
My personal opinion is, that both formats (old and new) should be further developed

3. 
According my opinion this scheme can be used in supplementry type of events only. The shortcomings seems to be outweighing the benefits.

4. 
Yes - BUT it does need developing

5. 
Any idea which leads to an improvement in the competition for competitors, sponsors & spectators has to be tried out.  Remember how difficult it was 18 yrs ago to get Observers ‘accepted’?

6. 
The idea has some merit, as it allows for the organisation of events that fall somewhere between a die-hard classic competition and a classic fiesta. The Coupe d’Europe is an example. But it is no real alternative to the classic format for qualifying competitions. In any true national or international championship, you need observers to ensure everyone (including the mid-level pilots) gets scored relative to the others. 

7. 
Yes, it is worth thinking by CIA, but see 2.1

8. 
Possibly, but we need to know exactly why a new competition format is being developed in the first place.  Is it being the new competition format being developed to save money (on observers for instance), or to make it more a better spectator sport or what?

9. 
Yes

10. 
Yes

11. 
If scoring is adapted (cf above) and new tasks could be developed, adapted to the new format, it could be a good alternative.

12. 
Yes, at least to learn the limit of this “new format”

13. 
Yes. As an alternative set of rules. Maybe we will end up with two sets that are generally accepted which is also fine. However for the time being the rule that CAT I events should be run with observers should be respected.

14. 
Yes.  There is no reason why the two types of event could not be mixed.  In a classic competition the director could declare a ‘new format’ flight and use the observers as an enlarged scoring team at targets/goals.

15. 
Yes, to both.

16. 
Yes

17. 
Yes, it is challenging, it could be a second, parallel “class” or “type”. I once thought that it also had more publicity / crowd pleasing in mind, am I mistaken ?

18. 
A ‘new format’ has to be developed but I believe that the solution is more complicated that just throwing out the observers and bringing in limited scoring areas. Possibly the answer is a combination of limited scoring areas and electronic ‘pass distances’ calculated from an onboard GPS and recording equipment. The GPS systems are already available.

Were we to use this combined system then a task could end up with pilots scoring by 1 of 2 methods.


Group A. Those under say 150 mtrs being scored by marker 


Group B. Those over 150 mtrs being scored either by pass distance ( subject to a minimum of 150 mtrs ) 


or even by a distance calculated by a ground position calculated by theoretical forward throw from a GPS marked position.

Use of electronics, height can be recorded us well, would allow some of the more complicated tasks to come back. Race to a line, Elbows etc.

We have also to look at new tasks.

As a general comment a 150 mtr scoring area is 50 times better than a 100 mtr area.

19. 
I think it is worth to continue the development and make it available for organisers who would like to go for it. There is already some experience gathered in a similar direction with the Coupes d’Europe and the non observer event of Mat de Bruijn and if all key persons sit together and discuss about ideas and facts we may soon have a handbook to run events according to the ‘new’ formate.

The ‘new’ formate should not be seen as a fixed formate. May be organisers would like to follow the idea but would like to score in the old fashioned way to have more flexibility. The single parts of the new formate should be studies and perhaps modified before giving out a handbook.

2. 
Do you think the CIA should drop this idea?

1. 
There is no harm in continuing to develop it, subject to my caveat above.

2. 
My personal opinion is, that both formats (old and new) should be further developed

3. 
It can be usefull in supplemetary type of events.

4. 
No

5. 
Not necessarily yet.  Needs another couple of tries.

6. 
Do not drop it but think hard about improving it. It requires even better task setting, for instance, than the classic format. In that respect, is may _not_ be suitable for inexperienced organisers unless the CIA provides them with the best possible event directors. Of which there are few.

7. 
The idea should not be dropped, but I am besides that idea that European / World  Championship should be with observers

8. 
Not necessarily, see above.

9. 
No

10. 
No

11. 
No

12. 
No. (see 1)

13.
 No

14. 
No, but I like the classic format of event and believe we should continue with this for World and Regional championships.

15. 
No, definitely not

16. 
Yes (but this participant’s following answers indicate that he wished to say NO to this question)

17. 
No, let us try, evolve, experiment.

18. 
No

19. 
No, see arguments above.

3. 
What are in your view the major shortcomings of the new format? 

1. 
From the point of view of a scoring official, the new format can be very boring. Until the last day I had only been required to measure six markers; on most flights I never saw a marker, and on some I hardly saw a balloon!  Officials give of their time because they enjoy being involved in competition ballooning. If experienced scorers get bored and stop attending the standard of scoring official will go down - the opposite of what is needed for this format (see my answer to question 2.3, above). Also, it is nice for the officials to get some variety in their work - some scoring, some debriefing, some goal searching; this was absent at Bourscheid. For the pilots, the limited scoring area on every flight is very frustrating - Uwe Schneider has expressed this view very succinctly.

2. 
They way the new format was handled during the Mobilux trophy, I see following disadvantages: the selection of possible tasks is too limited under the new format. Secondly, only very good pilots can achieve results on the new format. Third, a  competition area as difficult as the one in Luxembourg, only increases the difficulties of the new format.

3. 
The new format is depriving the competition flying of many aviation aspects, reducing the tasks to mere piloting of balloon as close to the goal as possible. There is no need for navigation - the targets or meassuring teams on the goals are clearly visible.  No need to identify the roads as the limits of scoring areas. Strategy or tactics is very limited. No time calculation needed (CRAT, Watership down...). No need of crew management (incl. observer) to secure the evidence necessary in due time with resources available. In short it is like comparing the rallye with the dragster race.

4. 
The idea only works if most of the competitors achieve a score. With some of the weather this year results were disappointing - even at the Coupe de Europe the number of pilots scoring was very low and at time random. We therefore need something to differentiate the no scores (outside 200 metres) if the weather will not allow most competitors to reach the scoring area(s).This could be possible through GPS readouts - Gerald Sturzlinger exhibited this at Bad Waldersdorf. GPS are becoming cheaper (the event could be sponsored by them!) and we could use mobile telephones to read out our nearest point which could be confimed on returning to the competition centre (as long as the data cannot be corrupted in order to cheat). You could get over the problem of flying at 5000ft over the target achieving a perfect GPS readout but not possibly getting a marker in the scoring area by adding 200metres to all GPS scores. The scoring system would need to be amended so it does not rely on the median but if all scores count I don’t know if their simple addition would be too penalising in some events.  The limitation in tasks at present but this could be improved with thought.

5. 
For the (ex)observers, little chance to meet pilots & crews.  I imagine for pilots, not having an observer on hand can be a problem in some cases.  In order to allow more goals to be used per task, you need a lot more scorer/measurer/ground_observers.  Incidents like ground contacts, unsporting behaviour are much more difficult to note.  Amount of time needed to set up targets and score areas (maybe we can fix a 100m cord to the centre nail of the target?).

6. 
First, as said, tasks need to be set very creatively and flexibly. If the wind changes, change the goals or you get long lists of No Results.  Second, you need a large number of measuring people: preferably good surveyors with optical gear. Then you can increase the size of the scoring areas and thus get more valid scores. Small competitions will not be cheaper, as they would need almost as many measuring officials as they would have needed observers - all with cars and GSM phones.

7. 
My experience is that I did not deal with navigating at all at M. T., because there were targets everywhere, so the flight is easier without navigating. I believe navigating belongs to Ballooning!! (e.g. you fly towards your PDG and you did not see your intersection yet, you have to assign your Fly-on goal and write down at your marker in advance, this is the real ballooning I think- complex set of tasks- where you have to be thinking continuously)

8. 
Having tasks, which are all limited scoring areas, makes the whole competition even more weather dependant that it already is.  Repeatedly getting a “No Result” demoralises pilots and takes the fun out of the sport.

If you can only fly to certain goals it makes the whole competition too simple, as it would almost certainly remove certain tasks from the list of those available. Tasks requiring tactical decision such as a Maximum Distance Double Drop, Minimum Distance and Elbow would have to go – no longer would there be the dilemma of do you fly the high or low leg first?  Only flying PDGs, JDGs, Hesitation Waltzs and Fly Ons becomes very boring after a while and takes the challenge out of the sport.

With no observers, what is there to stop pilots cheating.

9. 
A lot of tasks is not possible. With difficult weather situations it’s difficult to set tasks where pilots can drop in a 100m radius.=> too many no results. Young competition pilots will be frustated when they didn’t get a result.-No need to search for markers

10. 
Possibilities to cheat are greater, especally if there is prize money. Less choice in task selection. Better met required. More work for the organisers prior to the event. Scoring area definition. Some officials never see a balloon.

11. 
Less task choice, pilots might get bored earlier. Could be difficult for some pilots to get used to the new scheme.In small competitions, not a lot of savings (tradeoff scoring officials - observers) Not well adapted to actual scoring rules.

12. 
Limitation of the task setting and too many “no score” will disinterest the competitors.

Some of the ideas of the new format were to develop a standard for low budget event or/and inexperienced organisers (even for a National level).  In the “old” format, we try to bring observers to a very high level of competence; They have to know perfectly the rules, the tasks etc.; and they enjoy their job. We have created expertise. And passion..  They are potential competition crew or/and pilots.  In the “new” format, we don’t need so many nor such experienced people. We will use people just to take some direct measurements. They don’t need anymore to know the rules (even the task they are measuring) and, as Ailsa has said, the standard of scoring official will go down. It will be very difficult to trust scores given by inexperienced people. We have seen in Mobilux some scorers who have seen a ground contact in the scoring area and did not know that they have to report it !!!  And if they don’t..??  We can see a big difference between the competitors in an international event (see the World) from Nations which are using the same format Some Nations are very new in competition and will use the “new” format for their Nationals. If some Nations use the “new” format, what can their competitors do in an international event using the “old” format. They will not know half of the tasks and will even not know that competing could require some tactical decision. We will no more have any difference between a good pilot and a good competitor. I will regret too the opportunity of mixing people from different countries which is a great richness in our sport.

13. 
Limited set of tasks, many “no scores”.

14. 
Scoring areas will always be too small!  I think bigger areas should be used where possible.  Even though your event was attended by some of the World’s best pilots there were many times when the scoring areas were missed, which is a pity.  I think pilots will always want to try and make a score.  It is not a good feeling to pass just outside a scoring area knowing there is no point in dropping a marker.

15. 
100m scoring areas work well with elite competitors and good conditions, so if these were to change and a lot of no results were obtained the overall quality competition result would be low. I believe 200m scoring areas and competitor flown GPS result verifycation beyond this radius would elimnate this shortcoming ! Also task variety needs some development.

16. 
We agree with your statements, this is an additional comment

a) Difficult task and Goal settings in case of changing winds.

b) Very reduced joice of tasks. Multiple tasks with integrated elbows, Max-Min dist with double Drop impossible

c) No Chance for Multiple task flights with more than three tasks.

d) Less demanding flight management for pilots

e) Pilots with a not measured result of eg. 120 meters get same result as Pilot with 5000 meters

f) The calculation of points does not favorize pilots with a positive task achievement when there are more than 2 thirds out of range.

17. 
The combination of the 100m scoring area with the “newer” formula 3 for Group B causes strange effects, as in task 7 of the Mobilux 99.

Here we have one pilot fighting at his best (altidude...) to score, and all others get only 100 points less.

I understand the cut / the dividing line of 100m - out is out, even if only some meters, but in this case the singular performance is not rewarded compared to all others.

This is in my opinion a bad combination of Formula 3 and scoring area - it also interfers with the average point score overall, since such “No Results” actually increase the average.

On some Tasks / Days I would allow more scoring meters (where open space is available), since there are more steerable and less steerable wind conditions.

Please give the competitors a little bit more choices, since at the Mobilux it was nearly allways reduced to a Hesitation Waltz - of one to two possible and reachable goals.

Scoring areas: 100 Meter radius is fine, but I would prefer real visual natural limits.

I remember some US-events where the used GRID-LINES as defining the scoring areas.

That is nonsense, since the grid line is not drawn in reality, and map-reading is one additional skill that the pilot should have, but it is not the only deciding one. We are here for flying, maneuvring the balloon.

With this as a little background i would really prefer rather real, visible and natural boundaries for a scoring area, say a field, a fence, or by some other means (tape) defined enclosed areas.

18. 
A very limited choice of tasks - we could end up with an all American format. What shall we call the Fly In this morning?

Unachievable tasks that skew the results. With the standard scoring system the results are OK, but 1 or 2 people getting into the scoring area throws the Honda results all over the place.

19. 
It leaves only the ‘simple’ tasks to fly and all the tricky ones which need tactics to be worked on had to be withdrawn doe to some points:

The new scoring system does not allow other tasks than those giving results in meters and the closest being the best result. This kills the tasks Race to an Area, Elbow, Land Run and all Maximum Distances. Also a Gordon Bennett Memorial with a target outside of the scoring area is not suitable.  Not using observers as in the ‘old’ formate will hinder the tasks Fly On, Elbow, Minimum Distance, Minimum Distance Double Drop, Shortest Flight and all Maximum Distances.

The scoring area being always 100 meters radius does not allow for Minimum Distance, (Minimum Distance Double Drop) and Shortest Flight.  These points leave only PDG, JDG, (HES=multiple JDG), FIN, Hare & Hounds, (Watership Down=H&H), and CRAT to be flown. In the Mobilux we did it and it was OK for that number of flights but it was beginning to get boring.

In addition the fixed scoring area (new scoring system) does not allow the director to react on the weather conditions. In some morning flights a 20 m radius may be a good scoring area while in some afternoon flights 500 m may not be enough to score.

Dropping a marker at a goal is what satisfies the pilots and gives them energy for the next tasks. If a pilot often passes by outside of the scoring area this element is missing and he will loose pleasure and interest.

At scoring areas it is always difficult to understand why a 100,1 m result is as bad as a 1001 m result and a 99,9 m result is much better. In a competotion of the old formate this happens in 5-10 % of the tasks but in the new formate it happens always which may lead to dissatisfaction if a pilot is repeatedly close but outside.

4. 
What are in your view the major benefits of the new format

1. 
The major benefits of this format accrue mainly to the director, in that it simplifies task setting. However, even this is a mixed blessing, as it is frustrating for a director to have to set a task that he knows will be impossible for most of the pilots. I would like to try directing a small event under this format before commenting further.

2. 
The new format has several major benefits. First of all, pilot and crew are not burdend with searching and measuring markers, filling out observer sheets, no debriefing needed. Then the organisation is simpler, with less staff needed. And third, the results are available very soon after each task.

3. 
It is obvious that organizers would be able to secure the event with less staff needed. The result processing is very simple and fast. For those benefits I see that some events in future may be organized in this way but I would prefer that organized competition flying should stay in classic full scale way from the reasons above.

4. 
Not having to search for markers, especially in evening tasks. Not having to carry overweight …….. observers in the basket or retrieve (don’t repeat that to the ………!) Not having to wait for hours or days to see a published result.

5. 
Score areas do away with search times.  Ground_observers can hopefully avoid spectators removing markers.  Pre-measured junctions eliminates arguments from pilots who had dropped before any observer reached a juntion, and those who come later.

6. 
As you mentioned, there is less hassle for the pilots: no chasing after markers while worrying about a search period, and then almost being late for a meal and gas. We get more time off. And of course we or the organizers do not need to invite or pay for observers (but this is an overrated benefit).

7. 
No reply

8. 
The only benefits of the new format are that you did not have to spend time searching for markers and did not have to take observers back after the flight. However, it may sound rather perverse but sometimes it was quite fun looking for markers.  Firstly it gives you a great sense of achievement to a) find the marker, b) get a relatively good result for all your effort.  Secondly it gives you a good tale to tell in future (holding back the retrieve vehicle as it threatened to plunge over a precipice taking mother and daughter with it, scaling cliff faces in the pitch dark, 2 hours doing a direct measure 600 m through scrub and forest etc.).

Observers are part of the competition; they are not just there as to make sure pilots don’t break the rules.  Rule 5.2 of Section 1 of the Sporting code states that the objectives of a First Category Sporting Event are to:

-
Determine the Champion Pilot, or two Champion Pilots in the case of a World Gas Balloon Championship; 

-
to stimulate the development of aerostation by an international comparison of performance of pilots and aerostats;

- 
to reinforce friendship amongst aeronauts of all nations.

Sometimes, the only person of another nation that a pilot (and crew speaks to) is the observer.

The advice I received when I first contemplated entering our Nationals was that I should start off observing, as I would learn a lot about competition flying that way.  I ignored the advice but in the early days I did learn more the sport of ballooning from observers than I ever did from other pilots.  If you remove observers from the sport you will remove an important training ground for potential competition pilots.

9. 
No stress to find goals (Fly on) -Fast results

10. 
No observers. Quicker results. Less chance for Complaints / Protests. More sleep. More social activities. Predefined goals

11. 
Easier to organise, cheaper for bigger events. Less stress on measurement teams.Leaves pilots and crews more time (to socialise, sleep or for whatever).  Results available much earlier, publication earlier (good for organiser and website publishing). Less complaints or protests due to different interpretation of rules or scoring by observers.

12. 
Low cost. Much less work for the officials (more sleep !!) And, also, for the TV and media, fast results.

13. 
Lower budget, Less organisational fuss, Easier and faster scoring. More rest time for competitors (approximately 2x30 min = 1 hour per day).

14. 
Quick, easy scoring.  Fast results service.  You are right about all the benefits you have highlighted above.

15. 
Fast cumulative direct measurement scoring lends itself to simplicity and media/spectator understanding - an excellent and worthy objective ! ;No observers = no hassel,less cost,less time,perhaps in the future more flight time/longer flights(less constraints on the director)

16. 
We agree with your statements, this is an additional comment

a)
Easier flight management for solo flying pilots

b)
Easier understanding of tasks and rules for new Competition Pilots

c)
No more discussions with sometimes not trained observers

d)
No more discussions about marker positions

17. 
Quick performance comparison between pilots during flight as well as the immediate publication really are nice (surprise).

18. 
Reduced costs.

19. 
It was very pleasent to spare the time for marker search which led to longer rest periods or gave more time for sight seeing. The cost factor will weight heavier if a competition is run with more competitors. There will be a break even point for smaller events as a higher number of officials than normal will be needed in the new formate.

Long debriefing sessions are held normally while the crew is refuelling so there is no advantage for my sight as pilot. Regarding the observers debriefing I agree as the debriefing time is already very long and gets longer and longer. I think this is due to the fact that debriefers / directors tend to distrust all data from an observer and make him redo the work he did before together with the pilot. Of course the argument will come that some observers ... . But I think if an observer knows that he will be distrust and that he will have to redo all the work together with the debriefer, then he will put less effort in his work before debriefing and this will make the debriefer beleive that the data is poor and he’d better redo it ... .

In my opinion observers have the quality to bring back a competitors result which may be crosschecked by the debriefer in max. 2 minutes per task and then directly entered into the computer.

5. 
Would you like to contribute to the development of new rules and tasks in this respect?

1. 
Yes

2. 
Whenever you need my help, I am of course at your disposition

3. 
I dont believe I have enough competition experience yet to fully contribute.But I am able to say my opinion on particular matters if asked for.

4. 
Possibly

5. 
YES!

6. 
Yes, I would like to contribute. We have tried some non-observer events in the Netherlands and are working on proper adaptations to the rules within the DBCC.

7. 
No reply

8. 
Possibly.

9. 
No reply

10. 
Yes

11. 
In principle yes, but I think not having enough experience (especially from the pilot’s perspective :-))

12. 
Yes

13. 
Yes

14. 
I do not think I have the time available to help directly with new rules/tasks.

15. 
I have limited time, but am always interested.

16. 
Yes of course. After some modifications this can be the future.

17. 
Yes, invite me.

18. 
Yes, but as you can see from the lateness of this reply, my time is rather limited.

19. 
As you read I have already dedicated myself a lot to this questionaire and the answer is a clear YES.

6. 
Other comments:

1. 
It is true that the UMRs have evolved, and continue to change slightly, but I think the ‘old’ format gives a true test of the pilots. While it is o.k.  to experiment with novel formats, we should be careful not to move towards anything which detracts from the skills required to do well in competition flying. Finally, I applaud the idea of consulting with everyone involved in an event; please accept my apologies for taking so long to reply.

2. 
I have noticed that friendship and sportsmanship as explained during the General Briefing of the Mobilux Trophy unfortunately was not understood by all pilots. Can it be that it is difficult to combine sportsmanship with price money? It may be a better idea to support teams with accommodation and travel expenses if there is enough money available and give out no price money. A Key Grab at the end of a competition is not part of this suggestion. 

Many thanks to the organisers of this outstanding event. And also to the main sponsor, who showed great understanding for the needs of Hot Air Ballooning. Also, the social events deserve special praise (Castle and fireworks).

3. 
No comment

4. 
Observers are a seperate core of the sport and allow non-pilots or flyers to enter the sport and make a contribution towards it. I don’t think we should abandon observers lightly. They enjoy it and as it is their sport as much as the pilots I don’t see why they should receive more sponsorship support than pilots (as happened in the World Championships). Some are quite happy to ‘pay their way’. For instant results you could still have observers pass GPS information to the competition centre electronically.

5. 
Maybe the scorers/measurers should all be on-site before the competition to make sure all the allowable intersections have been ‘centered’.  I’d like to see us try & define a ‘method’ for finding centres, based on construction rather then estimation.

6. 
I feel that the CIA should not be hasty to adapt the rules of competition ballooning to the alleged wishes of the public (i.e. tv program makers). At least as much energy should be put into explaining the classic competition format to the media and thus to the public. Ballooning is slow and airing true ‘live’ action will be almost impossible. Reports will need to be cut and condensed, even if they are to be aired later the same day, and thus comments and graphics can be added. Look at the way the BBC manages to film sports like darts, golf or snooker, making it interesting without the need to change the game itself.

Adding an ‘in-between’ and less severe competition format is in itself a good idea, as it could help to generate interest for the ‘full’ competitions among pilots and the public. But it might require an intermediate sanction definition as well. Don’t lose any sleep over the critical remarks; we had a good time and the Mobilux Trophy is definitely a much favoured event with us. Thanks again for all the hard work you and your people put in. Thumbs up!

7. 
No comment

8. 
No comment

9.
No comment

10. 
Thanks for all of your hard work on the Mobilux Trophy. Shelley and I really enjoyed the hospitality and the friendship of the Luxembourg organisation. Will you please thank all of your team that helped me, even though it may have been a bit stressfull at times. Sorry to those who did not see a balloon at their targets. Many thanks for your support

11. 
No comment

12. 
Unforgettable... The place is wonderful and the organisation has been really great..  Thank you for this event. Thank you Uwe to have started to answer... 

13. 
1.
There is a lot of room for improving the task setting within the so-called “new” format. E.g. the scoring areas could be 100m around a junction plus 25 meters to each side of the road centre line leading to the junction up to 300m from the goal. Another example is a multiple Hare and Hounds where the hare takes up three or four targets and put them out at intermediate landings, this is a very effective way to get a quadruple task in a competition without observers.


2.
What I personally do not like so much is, that there are different scoring systems in this event.


The Mobilux score (MER score)


The HONDA GP score.


The unofficial total distance score.


Each scoring system requires different tactics and quite often they contradict each other. For me the old-fashioned scoring system according the present MER is still the best. For the same reason, I do like that this year the “hectometre task” and the “joker task” were not part of this event any more.

14. 
Although it is not your decision, I think the Honda Grand Prix scoring could be improved by limiting the maximum number of points which can be scored for a task where just a small number of competitors achieve a result.

15. 
In events of less than twelve tasks I would let competitors drop their worst result.

16. 
We would like to give you our thanks and congratulation. Go on!

17. 
No reply

18. 
Thanks again for a super event.

19. 
Nothing to add.
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