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REPORT OF THE JURY PRESIDENT TO THE FAI

EVENT DETAILS
TITLE/NAME:
  2001 Saga International Balloon Fiesta

DATE:  October 29 to November 4, 2001 LOCATION:  Saga, Saga Prefecture, Japan

ORGANISING NAC:Japan Aeronatical Association & Japan Balloon Federation

NUMBER OF FLIGHTS: 6  NUMBER OF TASKS:  11 NUMBER OF COMPETITORS:  91

DISQUALIFICATIONS:  NO

EVENT PERSONNEL
EVENT DIRECTOR: Tetsuya MIZOGUCHI (JAPAN)

DEPUTY EVENT DIRECTOR:  Kazufumi NAKAO (JAPAN)

CHIEF SCORER: Shinya KOHAMA (JAPAN)

SAFETY OFFICER: Maco OH’IWA (JAPAN)

STEWARDS:  Sabu ICHYOSHI (JAPAN)

FAI JURY
PRESIDENT: Garry LOCKYER (CANADA)

MEMBER 1: Gren PUTLAND (Australia)

MEMBER 2: Sandor HIDAS (HUNGARY)

 (continued on page 2)
REPORT OF THE JURY PRESIDENT TO THE FAI (continued)

COMPLAINTS AND PROTESTS
NUMBER OF COMPLAINTS: 2  TOTAL NUMBER OF PROTESTS ADMITTED: 0

NUMBER WITHDRAWN: 0  NUMBER UPHELD:  0  NUMBER FAILED:  0

AMOUNT OF PROTEST FEES RETAINED AND INCLUDED: 0

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: November 4, 2001 Saga, Japan  signed:



                                                                                                Garry Lockyer

                                                                                                Jury President

Note:
Please give your general comments on this event (below), and your Jury's recommendation regarding rules and regulations, if any, on a separate sheet.

Comments:

In general, the event was well run.  Only significant technical issue is that three errors were discovered in the Saga Scoring System:

· Ties below the median are handled incorrectly – competitors should share the available points.  See Task 4, Competitors 4 and 27, and others.

· Rounding to integer values for close results above the median appears to be wrong in some (very few!) cases.  See Task 4, Competitor 57.  I believe he should have received 993 points, not 992.

· Rounding to decametres was done manually, therefore not always consistently.

Given that the above problems were relatively minor, that is was impossible to correct the scoring system (by changing the software), that the scoring system had been used for several Category 1 events previously, that manually changing the results may have let to additional errors, that bringing attention to these error may have caused considerable disruption and lack of confidence in the results, and that the errors did not affect the placing of the top competitors, in was decided to not “make a fuss” during the event.  The event scoring staff was made aware of the problems.

