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	FÉDÉRATION AÉRONAUTIQUE INTERNATIONALE

BALLOONING COMMISSION  CIA
COMMISSION D’AEROSTATION


CIA Conference 
Kirchberg, Luxembourg
7– 10 March 2007 


Competitors Sub Committee (CSC) Agenda

Members:

· Alan Blount (USA)  - Chairman – bfa83@wowway.com 

· Angel Aguirre (ESP) 

· Uwe Schneider (GER)

· David Bareford (UK)  

· Olivier Roux Devellas (FRA)  

· Nick Donner (USA)  

World Ranking List Keepers
· Gerald Sturzlinger (AUT) - Gerald.Stuerzlinger@rzl.at 

· Uwe Schneider (GER) -  u.schneider@dfsv.de
1.
Roll call, accounting for absences

2.
Event Questionnaires and Evaluations.  A general discussion of overall results. 


3.
Possible governance of high rates of ascent and descent. Racer VS Standard shapes. 
a)
Safety
1. Risk of injury or death to pilots, observers and officials.

2. Will perceived or real danger begin to limit number of pilots who choose to compete?


3. Risk of harm from governmental regulation if more accidents occur.


b)
Competitive advantage

1. Effect on competition due to lack of competitiveness of standard shapes.

2. Fairness of the competition? Should (or could) there be a handicap system built into scores based on rates of climb or descent?


4.
Define and discuss “unsportsmanship” behavior. Discuss penalties, etc. relating to such behavior.


5.
Discussion of scoring methods and task types (logger vs. marker based).

a)  Should we encourage a trend for scoring that is based on logger results or marker positions? Or, if a mix, 

· Should mix be a hybrid with both types within a task? If logger results are mixed with measured results, is it fair to both groups if both types of scoring are used in the same task for different pilots?

· Logger only / marker position only within a task? Is this too limiting for competition officials?

· And/or should there be a mix of logger & marker results across separate tasks? Are some tasks better suited to a particular type of scoring?

 

b)  Is there a preference for marker based competition vs. task in the sky logger based tasks?    

6.
Preferred styles of competition scoring: 








a)
Types of tasks: logger style, marker style (how to mix both)? 

b)
3D or Virtual tasks that are most desirable?

c)
Desired trends to foster. 

7.
Discussion about the best use of loggers relating to “high drops” and “assessed results”. (Revisit question from 2006

meeting & questionnaire.)

8.      
Is the acceleration of the use of technology in competition desirable and should be fostered without regulation or 
           guidance? Or should it be more 
controlled? 

a)    If not controlled, should the CSC organize training or publish articles on its uses?

b)    In the balloon? 

c)    In scoring with tracks via loggers, 3D tasks, etc.?

   

9.
Discussion of "fairness" in competitions where both Racers and Standard shapes are flown. 

a)     Should tasks be tailored in some way or handicapped to eliminate inherent advantages of rapid climb & descent 
                   rates by racers? 

10.
Develop a mentoring system for new competitors.

11.
Revisit the concept of shortening the time prior to a continental or World Championship for late or replacement pilot
          entries.

12.     
Discussion about continued use of observers. Refer to the questionnaire results.

a) Should they be eliminated from all competitions? 

b) Should there be a place for them in World Championships, other events? 

c) If using observers, how to pay for them, what services / enticements to give? How to structure observer program? (They are there for the benefit of the pilots / competition not for the observers)
13.
Discuss pilot services and benefits for 2008 Worlds in Austria. 

14.
Reinstate world ranking list group and discuss formula.

15.
Any other business

16.   
CSC-Working Group summary of recommendations.

17.
2006/2007 CSC and WG Members, CSC Chairperson


18.
Proposed Motions to the CIA Plenary Meeting


19.
Adjournment
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