2002 MOTEGI HOT AIR BALLOON INTERNATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP
MOTEGI / JAPAN


JURY FINAL REPORT FORM

We, the undersigned members of the FAI International Jury for the

2002 MOTEGI HOT AIR BALLOON INTERNATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP

November 19 – 25, 2002

Motegi / Japan

declare that:

1.
In our opinion the event has been conducted in accordance with the Sporting Code and the rules for the event.

2.
All protests have been dealt with and all Jury reports have been made public.

3.
The final results have been verified and are valid.

Signed:
J.C. Weber





Jury President


Bruce Comstock





Jury Member


Dany Galbraith





Jury Member

Date and place: 
Motegi, November 24, 2002

FEDERATION AERONAUTIQUE INTERNATIONALE

Mr. Max BISHOP, Secretary General

Avenue Mon Repos 24

CH-1005 LAUSANNE

Motegi, November 25, 2002

REPORT OF THE JURY PRESIDENT TO THE FAI

EVENT DETAILS

TITLE/NAME:

2002 MOTEGI HOT AIR BALLOON INTERNATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP
DATE:
November 19 – 25, 2002

LOCATION:
Motegi / Japan

ORGANISING NAC:
JAA (Japan Aeronautical Association)
NUMBER OF FLIGHTS: 8
NUMBER OF TASKS: 23 
NUMBER OF COMPETITORS: 30
DISQUALIFICATIONS:  NO
EVENT PERSONNEL

EVENT DIRECTOR: 
Masashi KAKUDA (JPN)
DEPUTY EVENT DIRECTOR: Debbie SPAETH (USA)

CHIEF SCORER:
Gary LOCKYER (CDN)
SAFETY OFFICER: 
Hans AKERSTEDT (SWE)

STEWARDS: 1.
Tom SHEPPARD, USA





2:
Sabu ICHYIOSHI, Japan


FAI JURY

PRESIDENT: 
J.C. Weber, Luxembourg
MEMBER 1:
Bruce Comstock, USA
MEMBER 2: 
Dany Galbraith, Australia
 (continued on page 2)
REPORT OF THE JURY PRESIDENT TO THE FAI (continued)

COMPLAINTS AND PROTESTS
NUMBER OF COMPLAINTS: 1 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PROTESTS ADMITTED: 1
NUMBER WITHDRAWN: 0

NUMBER UPHELD: 0

NUMBER FAILED: 1
AMOUNT OF PROTEST FEES RETAINED AND INCLUDED:   12,000.- Yen
Also included you will find the Jury decisions (reports as transmitted to the Event Director) pertaining to the above protests, and all other documents regarding above protests. I understand that the complete Jury Report file will be sent by the FAI to the CIA Jury Board President.

DATE & PLACE:  Motegi, November 25, 2002
                signed:        J.C. Weber, 

        Jury President

Comments:

Overall, a very well organised and managed FAI event. The Jury commends the organisers and competition staff for a safe and well run sporting event.

Although GPS loggers were used for all competition flights, they were not used for scoring purposes but only for flight parameter verification. An integrated logging/scoring software (ECLIPSE, developed by Gary Lockyer, CDN)  was available but not used during this event. The software did however show a good potential for logging, flight verification and Internet integration. The Jury recommends to the CIA to ask the CIA Scoring WG to evaluate the software and to report on its eventual future utility as a standardised competition logging/scoring/PR tool.

It is to be noted that the CIA Sanctioned CAT1 Event package (certificates, medals, flags, anthem, etc.) did on arrive in good time in Motegi. The Jury President had to require the responsible CIA person (Martine Besnainou) during the event to send a package by express courier in order to guarantee its availability for the Prize-Giving Ceremony.

As the CIA seems to have problems to guarantee availability at many CAT1 events, it is recommended that the CIA Jury Board consider that in the future the Jury Presidents be made responsible to bring the CIA package to the event organisers.

J.C. Weber, Jury President

To:
Masashi Kakuda, Event Director
From:
J.C. Weber, Jury President

Date:
November 25, 2002

Re.:
Jury Report on protest by competitor # 8, concerning task # 13 during flight # 5 (Nov. 22, am)
Jury hearing:

The Protest hearing took place at the MOTEGI Twin Ring Control Tower Jury room on November 24, 2002 at 16:45 local time.

Were present:
J.C. Weber, Jury President,



Bruce Comstock, Jury Member,



Dany Galbraith, Jury Member,



Masashi Kakuda, Event Director,



Masahiko Fujita, protesting competitor,



Translator for Masahiko Fujita.



Ulla Wietzke, witness (observer for the competitor on flight # 5)

The Jury President stated that the complaint and protest procedures had been followed in accordance with the FAI Sporting Code and the Rules and Regulations for the Event. He then asked the competitor if he wished to withdraw his protest. The competitor declined to do so and declared to maintain his protest.

The Jury President then invited both the competitor and the Event Director to state their case and to summarise their respective protest and reply, after which the Jury President asked them to leave the room. The Jury then called the witness (observer Ulla Wietzke) for questioning.

Having heard the witness, the Jury President thanked her and asked her to leave.

Jury deliberation:

Based on the documentation presented, the competitor’s and Event Director’s statements, and the witness’ hearing, the Jury, after deliberation, concluded that the protest was to be rejected and that the protest fee was to be retained for the following reasons:

1. The goal declared by the competitor is shown on the competition map as two separate T-intersections.

2. The task rules for task 13 (15.5  Fly On) specify that the competitor shall write clearly on the previous marker his declared goal for fly on.

3. The event rules specify that: 

6.3: An observer may not assist the competitor with advice at any time. He should not attempt to amplify, explain and interpret the rules to a competitor.

12.3.1: A competitor shall identify his goal by map coordinates. He may add descriptive detail to distinguish between possible goals located close together near his coordinates.

12.3.2: In case of ambiguity between more than one valid goal within 200m of the coordinates, the goal achieving the least advantageous result will be placed upon a competitor’s declaration.

4. The Jury noted that at least two other competitors flying to the same goal in the same task, had identified their declared goal on their respective markers with an additional clarifying sketch.

5. The Jury noted that the competitor had based his goal selection (the place where to drop his marker) on advice given to him by his crew in flight, who seemed to have obtained confirmation of this selection by the competitor’s observer on the ground. The observer (witness), questioned by the Jury, stated that she had not indicated to the crew (prior to the marker drop) which goal should be selected by the competitor. The Jury believe that it is the pilots exclusive responsibility to select the correct goal in accordance with the competition rules, and that any hypothetical information/instruction given by an observer would in any case have to be considered unacceptable.

Signed: 
J.C. Weber, Jury President











































































































