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	4th FAI World Wingsuit Flying Championships
20th FAI World Canopy Formation Championships
9th FAI World Canopy Piloting Championships
3rd World Canopy Piloting Freestyle Championships
Skydive Arizona - Eloy, USA

	ISC Jury Meeting N° 4

	Time & Date:13/10/22 - 17h30

	Details:
The protest was received by the MD at 16h25 and forwarded to Jury at 16h30. The Jury made its way to the Sawtooth drop zone.

The protest followed a refusal by the MD and CJ to grant a rejump considering that that SC5 5.1.1. should be applied rather than CR 4.10.3. as the incident was related to a packing error and not a malfunction. 

The Jury called the MD and CJ to hear their explanations and to show the video evidence they had been given by the team. They confirmed the reason quoted in the protest for not allowing the rejump.

The Jury then called the videographer accompanied by the team manager to explain the reason for their protest. 

The videographer explained that the toggle was caught in a knot that he managed to clear, he then found that the toggle was still caught by something that he could not see. He could not control the canopy with both toggles, could not safely perform his task of filming his team nor land the canopy safely. He consequently decided to cutaway for safety reasons.  

The video evidence provided by the team clearly shows the initial malfunction and how it was solved but there is no clear evidence to show that the second problem which he indicated occurred after freeing the toggle nor that the canopy could not be controlled safely. 

There is no evidence that the team completed a formation at any time during the jump because from the only video evidence available, no completed formation is shown. The jump was aborted by the videographer as he was unable to film the team because of the incident and ultimately chose to cutaway.



	Decision:
Considering that one rejump may be granted for equipment malfunction or for any other safety reason, 
that a malfunction was visible on video (the reason for which the rules do not require), 
that the videographer considered his canopy could not be controlled and landed safely, 
that intentional abuse of the rules cannot be concluded, 
the protest is accepted, and the team is awarded a rejump. 
The decision was by majority.

The protest fee will be returned. 




	Signature Jury President: Doris Merz

Date:     14/10/22                                        Time: 07h05
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To: andyhbaum@gmail.com

Official Protest — 1620, 13 Oct.
Team GB

4 way Rotations A

Round 4.

Cameraflyer had a malfunctioning canopy out of the door, without getting the team on camera. The
malfunction After some time spent trying to clear the malfunction, the jumper released the canopy
and deployed reserve, landing safely.

The GB team manager spoke to the chief judge requesting a rejump, and the team were happy to
share footage of the incident when this was requested. The rejump was requested under Rule 4.10.3
of the canopy formation competition rules.

The chief judge declined the request for a rejump at 1530 130ct, citing sporting code section 5,
section 5.1.1, in that ‘problems with equipment including freefall equipment... shall not be grounds
for a re-jump’, and that in her opinion the malfunction was the result of a packing error, not an
equipment malfunction’.

We wish to protest this decision as:

Sporting code section 5, section 5.1.1 goes on to state that ‘...shall not be grounds for a re-jump/re-
performance except as provided in specific CR's.

Referring, then, back to CR for CF, section 4.10.2 clearly states reasons in 4.10.3 are grounds for a
rejump. Section 4.10.3 clearly states ‘for any other safety reason’. The videographer in question has
stated that the canopy was not under his full control, had an inbuilt spiral control tendancy, and
would therefore not have been safe to fly in close proximity to other team members to collect
footage. This is irrelevant to the source of malfunction or decision to cutaway and the jumper

correctly put safety first.
2




