

CIA PLENARY MINUTES APPENDIX 7


The Competitors Subcommittee

Minutes of the meeting at the CIA conference, Abbaye de Cernai, 2003

Item 1 Roll call, apologies for absence

Apology for absence received form: Alan Blount

Members present:
Uwe Schneider

David Bareford

Sean Kavanagh

Mathijs deBruijn

Item 2: Event Questionnaires and Evaluations

It was observed that our goal of achieving to evaluate four meetings has not been met for several reasons. The only evaluation done was the World Championships 2002 in Chattellerault France. In that competition competitors praised the Organisers and Event Direction.

It was notes that:

· The organisers or Event Director or Observers, could be included in the process of distribution and recuperation of questionnaires.

· The questionnaires should be handed out to competitors halfway the competition and reminders for feedback should be repeated until the end of the Event

· The evaluation of 'Pre-Events' should have the first priority since these evaluations obviously help the organisers best to improve for the ‘real thing’.

· The language used in the questions should be improved so that the questions are more easily understandable for competitors.

A questionnaire plan was set up for the year 2003:

· Uwe Schneider, Motegi

· David Bareford, Europeans

· Sean Kavanagh, Pre-Worlds

· Mathijs de Bruin, Mobilux

Item 3, World Ranking List WRL

Gerald Stuerzlinger was praised for his work for the WRL and it was noted that the WRL ranking list is increasingly appealing to competitors as well as others. It was noted that seven of the top ten pilots in the World Championships were in fact ranked among the top ten of the WRL, indicating that the WRL indeed reflects the strength of the top pilots in the Worlds.

David Levin supported by Mark Sullivan pointed out that the USA believes that the WRL does not reflect the ranking of the best pilots in the world and that the USA has in fact several pilots ranked halfway the list that are at least as good as the top thirty. It was also noted that these reservations seems restricted to the USA. Reasons are: many good competitors 

It was also noted that the FAI and others persons have a desire to use the WRL for qualifications purposes. The FAI/CIA WAG working group proposes to use the WRL as selection criteria for the WAG. The CSC likes to emphasize that the ‘rule’ that “The WRL shall not be used for selection criteria until further notice” still stands.

After the coffee break the CIA President was invited to explain FAI's plans concerning the WAGs. He noted that the conventional invitation procedure of GS SI does not work for the 30 competitors of the WAG. Thereafter the CSC concluded:

Proposal regarding selection for WAG

The CSC suggests that in events such as the proposed WAG where there is a restricted number of competitors for AX events such that not all NAC’s will be eligible to receive invitation that the following considerations be given to the invitation process:

1. The allocation of slots to NAC’s will be proportional to the NAC’s ranking.  This could be determined by performance at the last World Championships or from the NAC ranking in the WRL.

2. Once the allocation of slots to the NAC’s is determined, the NAC’s should still retain control of allocation of those invitations to pilots as they see fit.

Item 4 Event Director list and selection criteria.

It was noted that not much progress was made last year but that the issue remains on our agenda and that it will be further developed. It was also noted that close cooperation with the Scoring WG that is also working on the list, should be established.

Item 5 FAI’s ‘Discussion Board’

It was noted that the Discussion Board does not receive enough attention by pilots. It was concluded that the CSC should promote the list in balloon magazines and elsewhere to draw attention to this means of communication.

Item 6 Competitor’s Representative at major Events

Unfortunately for practical reasons the envisaged Competitor’s Representative for the World Championship did not materialise. It was noted that there are instances that such a person is necessary and could form a good liaison between the ED and competitors. Therefore: the CSC proposes that a steward for a CIA event may take on the position of a competitors' liaison during the event. (Note Italic sentence is the revised wording voted upon in the plenary)

Item 7 ‘to Fly or not to Fly’

It was noted that the item brought up on the Discussion Board did not generate much attention. The CSC concluded that the Competitor’s Representative could form a useful function in advising the ED of the competitors’ opinion in case of disputable Take-Off conditions.

Item 8 No action because it was doubled on the agenda by mistake.

Item 9 Any other busyness

Item 10 composition of the CSC

Uwe Schneider steps done as member and Nick Donner (USA) takes his place. Sean Kavanagh takes over the chair from Mathijs de Bruijn. It was further noted that the intention of rotating positions in the CSC remains and that new competitors are welcome to participate.

New composition of the CSC:

Sean Kavanagh, Chairman

Mathijs de Bruijn, member

David Bareford, member

Alan Blount, member

Nick Donner, member

WRL Keepers:

Gerald Stuerzlinger and Uwe Schneider

Fryday, March 7 2003

Mathijs R. de Bruijn, CSC Chairman

