Annex 5

PG Competition Sub committee Agenda

Chair : Xavier Murillo

A meeting chaired by Xavier will be held on Thursday morning from 09.00 in the Hotel Anda. You are kindly requested to appoint your experts directly to Xavier: e mail address:

  xm@xmurillo.com
Proposed Agenda

-     Progress report on the future competitions:

· World PG Championship 2003 in Portugal (Loc Reg and Steward report attached

· Euro  PG Championship in 2004 in Greece (Observer report attached) 

· Approval of the local regulations for the World PG Championship

· The selection committee for the World meet in Portugal will include the meet organiser, Paula and Olivier.

· Study and recommendations on the bureau proposal for section 7 changes. The proposed section seven changes are attached : ( Annex 12 doc) and have to be read together with the minutes of the Bureau meeting

· Section 7. 23.3 Ballast harmonise with PWCA new rule

· Stopping the task rule attached to the Bureau minutes.

-
Selection criteria for a cat 1 meet for Class 3: 

The Bureau proposed to keep the same standards that has been used in Sierra Nevada

unless a more convenient solution is proposed. They are currently :

· Qualified in the top 2/3 of a cat 2 event, (only one cat 2 event)

· And either

· qualified in the top 2/3 of a PWC comp

· or flown 100 km

Exemption policy: refer to the minutes of the Bureau meeting

-
Serial Class open class: The sub committee is asked to study the Nordic proposal attached to the Agenda, in light of the working paper bellow and make recommendations to the Plenary

Serial Class   Working paper

During the last CIVL Plenary in February the Serial Class came back with a significant support and the Bureau has been tasked to investigate the possibility of organising Serial Class Championships.

This Serial Class proposal has to be seen on 2 different aspects

1) Safety aspect ( the safety and Training sub committee is involved)

2) The technical and fairness aspect in competition ( The PG competition Sub committee is involved)

A certain number of questions have to be answered before thinking of introducing this concept.

The present definition commonly agreed of Serial class is a certified paraglider AFNOR Performance or DHV 2/3

What about the class definition when the new CEN norm is implemented

There are a certain number of points that have to be investigated:

1°) Since it concerns certified gliders we have at the registration to control that all the gliders are in the test configuration. After the Experience made in the PWC competitions during 2 years, it appeared that this work has to be performed by professionals  who are familiar with the measurement of the lines and speed systems.

A repair company has been asked and the answer is that they have at their disposal the line plans and   speed system of all the certified gliders available on the market. So it is feasible but there is a cost . The company reckon 30 minutes per glider.

2°) Is the measurement of the lines and speed system sufficient to make sure that the gliders meets the certification configuration taking account of the necessary tolerances in measurement and the possibility for a manufacturer to modify the profile itself without any mean for the controlling experts to notice any thing unless the glider is tested in flight by the test organisation which issued the certificate. If we think of testing only a few  gliders it will create some additional costs, the tests will  have to be done after the event thus creating delay for publishing the results and in addition It is not sure that the pilots will accept to give their glider for testing purposes. Remember we made a try in HG and it felt because the pilots refused their gliders to be tested.

3° If  it is decided to appoint experts for measuring the gliders lines and speed system we should need to establish a list of acceptable experts to CIVL and impose their decision as indisputable.

4° Shall we ban all gliders more preferment than  a certain type of glider that has to be defined. ( serial class or competition gliders) or do we want to run open class in parallel of serial class. 

5°) If it is envisaged to run a Serial Class Championship there are 2 possibilities either to have 2 separate championships Open and Serial  or to have only one championship with open class and serial class mixed and 2 separate rankings. There is actually a third option consisting in running only Serial class Cat 1 Championships.


5.1 Two separate championships means that the serial class championship organiser has to run a championship with the same standards as an open Championship but with additional costs.  In addition we don’t know what is going to be the attendance in this kind of championship since not many NACs could afford sending a team in 2 different championships.


5.2 One single championship with 2 different rankings. In that case with the limitation of 150 pilots and the team size associated to the nation ranking how will be the allocation of Serial class pilots v/s Open class pilots for a the various team sizes 2+1, 2+2, 3+2, 4+2 and 5+2. What number of female pilots will be allowed to compete in each class.

The extra cost will be the cost of controlling the serial class gliders that depends on the number of serial class included in the championship and as well the increase of medals.


5.3 What about continental championships and Cat 2 competitions

An additional question is what are going to be the selection criteria for the serial class pilots in both cases.

6°) How can we be sure that the manufacturers who actually will compete for a champion title will not push the limit of the serial class to something that will become dangerous and anyway competition serial class glider, loosing so the benefit of the serial class principle with regards to safety.

Perhaps the first step would be to prohibit prototype in competition and accept only certified gliders which of course will need anyway the verification costs to be born by the organisers.

No new rule may be implemented before 2006 because this implies additional costs for the organisers who have been working with the present rules including the 2005 season.

LOCAL REGULATIONS 
PORTUGAL

Local Regulations

World Paragliding Championship 2003
11th to 27th July
Montalegre 
PORTUGAL

FEDERAÇÃO PORTUGUESA DE VOO LIVRE
CÂMARA MUNICIPAL DE MONTALEGRE
PAPAVENTOS – CLUBE DE DESPORTOS DE MONTANHA

THE EVENT WILL BE ORGANIZED BY:

· FPVL - Federação Portuguesa de Voo Livre

Bairro da Encarnação, 25

1800 Lisboa

Tel./Fax: +351.21.8522885

fpvoolivre@mail.telepac.pt
· CMM - Câmara Municipal de Montalegre

· Papaventos – Clube de Desportos de Montanha

In cooperation with:
· AeCP-Aero Clube de Portugal

· FAI – International Aeronautic Federation
· CIVL – Comission Internacional de Vol Libre
· IND – Sports National Institute
· INEM – National Institute of Medical Emergency
· FAP - Portuguese Air Force
· Municipalities of Alto Tâmega and Barroso
· ANA – Airports and Air Navigation
These Local Regulations are to be used in conjunction with the General Section and Section 7 of the FAI Sporting Code. Reference numbers for Section 7 used in this text should be cross-checked with the latest edition of Section 7.

1. GENERAL
1.1. The purpose of the championship is to provide a good and satisfying flying contest in order to determine the world paragliding champion and to strengthen the friendship among pilots and nations (Section 7, 5.2).

1.2. PROGRAMME
July 2003
Registration
11th and 12th
10:00 – 18:00


13th

08:00 – 13:00
Official Training
11th and 12th
1st Team Leaders Briefing 
12th

18:00
Opening Ceremony
13th

17:00
Competition Days
14th – 26th

Closing Ceremony
27th

10:00
1.3. OFFICIALS
Organisers
FPVL-Federação Portuguesa de Voo Livre


CMM-Câmara Municipal de Montalegre


Papaventos - Club de Desportos de 


Montanha

Org. Competition chairman
Vasco Raposo
Financial director
Sérgio Domingues
Technical director
Paulo Branco

Competition Director
Jorge Oliveira
Comp. Director Assessor 
José Carlos Figueiredo

Deputies:Task Setting
José Carlos Figueiredo e Silva

Boarding
(not fixed yet)

Take-Off Marshall
(not fixed yet)


Start Marshall
(not fixed yet)

Goal Marshall
(not fixed yet)

Scoring
(not fixed yet)
Meteorologist
João Pestana
Transport and Retrieval
Carlos Gonçalves
Communications
Luís Pina
Security
António Santos
Chief of Health Committee
António Gomes da Cruz
First aid
National Institute of Medical 


Emergency

Montalegre and Chaves Fire Brigade
Secretariate
Rita Candeias
Computing
Paulo Frade
Accommodation
Jaime Valdegas
Public Relations
Maria Anjos
Marketing
Helena Silva
Media/ Press
João Maria Abreu
Jury
(not fixed yet)
Stewards
(not fixed yet)
1.4. ENTRY
The Championship is open to all Member and Associated Member countries of FAI who may enter any number of paragliding pilots not exceeding the maximum number of pilots allowed for each country according to CIVL rules.
Entries must be made on the official Entry Form and include the entry fees. The entry deadline is the 30th April 2003.
1.4.1. Applications, with fees paid, not received by the entry deadline may be refused or allowed with a 10% penalty.
1.4.2. A minimum of 4 countries with a total of 8 competitors are required for the title of World Champion to be awarded (S7, 5.4.2).
1.4.3. The title of World Champion shall be awarded only if there have been at least three separate tasks (S7, 5.4.4).
1.4.4. There will be no cut during the championship (S7, 8.1).
1.5. INSURANCE
Documentary proof in English or Portuguese of insurance covering public liability risk to a value of Euros 624.000,00 must be presented to the organisers before the start of the championship, as well as a personal accident insurance covering medical assistance and repatriation. Helicopter rescue insurance is obligatory (S7, 5.15).
The organiser gives the pilots the possibility of making an insurance at the registration.
2. CHAMPIONSHIP CLASS
The championship will be held in the following Class :
Class 3 - Hang gliders having no rigid primary structure (paragliders), and who are able to demonstrate consistent ability to safely take-off and land in nil-wind conditions (S 7, 1.4.2.3).

3. GENERAL COMPETITION RULES
3.1. REGISTRATION
On arrival the team leader and members shall report to the Registration Office to have their documents checked and to receive supplementary regulations and information. The end of the official registration period is considered to be the official start of the championship. The following documents are required: (S7, 5.17)
· Pilot qualifications;
· Evidence of competitor's nationality;
· Pilot's valid FAI Sporting License;
· Receipt for payment of entry fees by the closing date;
· Satisfactory evidence of glider airworthiness and line strength certificate;
· Certificate of Insurance as detailed on paragraph 1.5;
· Declaration of exclusion of liability for the organiser;
· GPS of each competitor for registration.
The Registration office will be open :

11th and 12th
10:00 – 18:00

13th


08:00 – 13:00
The closure of registration is considered as the official start of the championship.

3.2. GLIDERS AND ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT
All gliders must be available during the registration period for an  acceptance check in the configuration in which they will be flown. The organisers have the right to inspect for class conformity and airworthiness and, if necessary, ground any glider for safety reasons at any time during the event (S7 5.14).
3.3. CONTEST NUMBERS
The numbers or letters supplied by the organisers shall be placed under the centre of the wing, top towards the leading edge (S7, 5.16).
PWC numbers are allowed and all pilots who have PWC-number on their gliders are advised to use those numbers. Those numbers shall be written in the pilots Data Form. It is not allowed to have a second number in the glider beside the official competition number.
3.4. COMPLAINTS AND PROTESTS
A complaint may be made to the meeting director or his deputy by the team leader in writing, to request a correction. It should be made with the minimum delay and it will be dealt with expeditiously.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the outcome, the team leader may make a protest in writing to the Director or his Deputy (See General Section Chapter 5).
The time limit for protests is 1 hour after publication of the provisional task results or the results of the complaint, except for the last contest task, when the time limit is 2 hours. The protest fee is Euros 75,00. It will be returned if the protest is upheld (S7, 5.4.5).
3.5. TAKE-OFF METHODS
Foot launch from hill site.
Further information will be given at team leader briefings.
4. RADIO 
Radio transmitters are permitted for communication between competitors, drivers and team leaders and between them and the organisers. Only frequencies allocated by the organisers and the law of Portugal may be used. At registration each team shall communicate the requested team frequency to the organiser.
5. CHAMPIONSHIP TASKS
5.1. A competitor will be allowed one take off to attempt the task within the stated launch period.
A failed take-off or safety problem immediately after take-off which results in a landing will not count as a launch. A second take-off is allowed only for technical and safety reasons in the official landing area or in the top landing area. The pilot must report to the Take-Off Marshall before second launch.
5.2. TASK PERIOD
Times of window open for take-off and times for the closing of the window, startgate open and closing, turn points and last landing time will be displayed in writing.
6. SCORING AND FLIGHT VERIFICATION
6.1. For scoring, the version of the CIVL approved GAP formula will be used in combination with the scoring program Race 2000.
6.2. A team score shall be determined from the total scores of the top 3 pilots calculated on each scoring day. The scores of teams with less than 3 pilots shall be the scores of the participating pilots.
6.3. GPS flight verification will be used as described in the latest version of Section 7. There may be some changes to these rules in the latest version of the local regulations before the competition starts resulting from the experiences of the next seasons. Following GPS are allowed to use for flight verification:

· Garmin: 12, 12xl, 12cx, 38, 40, 45xl, 90, 90xl, II, II+, III, III+, III Pilot
· Aircotec: Top Navigator
Steward’s report
Steward: Sarah Fenwick
Competition: Iberian Open (test Worlds) 
Location: Montalegre, Portugal
Dates: 31 July – 6 Aug 2002
1 Organisation
1.1 Overall:  A good enthusiastic team, well co-ordinated.
1.2 Quantity of officials: good
1.3 Experience of officials:  Generally good.  Key people good (i.e. meet directors, weather, task setter).  What other staff lack in experience they make up for in enthusiasm and willingness to learn.
1.4 Suitability of meetings and briefings – excellent.  
Recommendations
·  that briefings start on time, even if only to say there is a delay for xxx minutes with a reason given.  This way pilots will get in habit of being at the briefings on time.
· that someone holds keys to ALL facilities being used (e.g. briefing room)
· pilots should be given at least a 5 minute warning of all task briefings
1.5 Suitability of weather information: excellent
1.6 Suitability of facilities: excellent
1.7 Transportation: excellent
1.8 Information dissemination: adequate.  
Recommend dissemination of local social programme 
1.9 Pilot assistance: generally excellent
Recommendation
· more launch assistants and that they ask pilots who appear to need assistance, rather than waiting to be asked.
1.10 Retrieval: excellent
Recommendation
· to use same coordinates for retrieval as for flying.
1.11  Launch control for fair access and efficiency:  adequate for 80 pilots.
Recommendation
· emphasising safety of launch and checking others launch intentions in 2003 as will me more aggressive field, and launch area is limited.
·  exploring possibility of larger launch
· provision in LRs for use of ordered launch for restricted launch areas (e.g. North) with gates onto launch area and maybe use of push system.
· Dedicated launch time keeper to advise meet director/task setter when to open window etc and to keep time of periods when window closed due to unsafe conditions etc.   Reason: meet director has too many other responsibilities.
1.12 Opening and closing ceremonies.  No opening ceremony this year.
1.13 Other social events: None this year
1.14 Total number of scheduled days and number of rounds achieved: 
7 scheduled days with 3 tasks achieved.  Strong northerly winds and disputes with Spanish over use of N take-off caused days to be lost.  
Recommendations
· Imperative that the NW take-off at Chaves is available for the World Championships in 2003 and a resolution is attempted with regards to the use of the Larouco N take-off.
1.15 Media liaison: good for this level TV coverage including flying tandem with camera men
1.16 Other comments:  
Recommendations (no particular order!):
· Use check list for briefings
· Be clear about task (e.g. 2km exclusion zone on task 2)
· All groups of staff (i.e. launch, check in, etc) to be familiar with the relevant sections of Organisers Guidelines (published on FAI/CIVL website).
· All coordinates available for GPS download (west launch was missing)
· Tasks to have easy element at beginning, and harder element at end.
· Sufficient windsocks available at launch sites throughout the event.
· Toilets cleaned and checked everyday.  At least one portaloo for use at sites without toilets.
· Request pilots switch off mobile phones during briefings
· LRs – No dogs in the immediate launch area and all dogs must be under control on a lead and muzzled if necessary, and any dog mess in the take off area to be cleared up by the owner.
· Consideration of re-flight (1 only) from launches less than ‘n’ metres height difference
· FAI license check – Jury member should check before a pilot can register so that registration can only take place if the FAI license is valid.   Reason to avoid cancelling registration, calling back the pilot, etc.
· Insurance check – again before acceptance of registration for same reasons as FAI license.
· Lunch packets – registration document to have tick box for vegetarians
2. Rules
2.1 adequacy of local regulations.  Good 
Recommendation
· At 1st briefing check for proposed amendments and acceptance of the LR’s
2.2 Addendums for changes.  None this year.  
2.3 Changes important to S7, Annex 9 that you think will improve fairness and effectiveness.
2.4 Fair application of local regulations.  Yes
2.5 use of S7 and GS (how and why)
Recommendation
· These must be applied fairly to all pilots (doesn’t matter if 5th or 85th e.g. Italian pilot without sporting license)
2.6 Your need to provide rule interpretations (how and why)
Some rule interpretations needed to clarify issues.
2.7 Goal setup and operation
The goal team learned from experience!  Need to check up on current parameters used for goal line (i.e. 50m, 200m or 400m).  
Recommendation
· Goal team reflect on what went well, not so well and how they can improve the system (refer to Organisers Guidelines)
2.8 Timing regulation
worked to GPS time, but issue with differences between models of GPS.
Recommendation:
· Official time published as per a certain model of GPS (e.g. most popular or models used by organisation) so that pilots with other models can work out what the time difference is.
2.9 Scoring system (use and application)
Excellent
Recommendation:
· To research possibility of being able to down load track logs faster (i.e. 2 or more at a time). 
· Clarification in LR of scoring in event of assisting at an accident and maximum number of pilots this might apply to.
2.10 Protest handling and resolution
None
2.11 Pilot position system
GPS used.
2.12 Were pilots required to publicly display their landing location
No due to use of GPS
2.13 Other rule comments
Recommendations:
· Provision for checking ballast
· Publication of results – be careful to make sure published at stated times and that they are clearly marked whether provisional or official.
3. Safety
3.1 General meet safety
Excellent
3.2 Occurrence of accidents
One broken wrist.
3.3 Availability of medical personnel
Excellent
3.4 Use of safety officer
Excellent
3.5 Launch safety
Good see 1.11 for comments
3.6 Pilot skill relating to safety of completing all phases of the tasks (Launch, XC, landing)
Good 
3.7 Suggestions for future safety enhancements
Recommendation
· Emphasize importance of closing wing on landing.
· To avoid goal fields with a final glide over a built up area (e.g. task 3 Chaves).
· Avoiding use of launch as a turnpoint that can be reached when launch window is still open.
Kalavrita site:  by Olivier Burghelle

Report on my visit to the future site of the European Championship in Kalavrita (Greece)

I visited this site during the last round of the Greek championship that was a cat 2 FAI event. 

Although the weather forecast was bad the competition has been attended by 60 Greek pilots and 2 German pilots. Unfortunately due to unusual stormy conditions no task have been valid.

Kalavrita is located in the Peloponese 2,5 hours driving from Athens and can be reached by train or by road from Patras a harbour where there are ferryboats with several connections to Italy 

The site is mountainous with several wide valleys around 700 meters from sea level and mountains from 1 200 m to 2 350 m above sea level. The site is very promising and the map given to the pilots was showing one take off, 5 landing fields and some 32 turn points included in a triangle of 20 ks by 65 ks and 65 ks allowing many different tasks. The 20 ks basis of the triangle could be extended with some authorisations that have to be negotiated.

The valleys are wide enough to allow safe landing everywhere.

Infrastructure

Take off.

1°) The take off used was located on a mountain at 1550 m above sea level oriented roughly  E – W with one take off area oriented SSE and another one oriented NNW. (The antennae Take Off) 

The Southern take off is wide enough to accommodate 150 pilots provided some work was done to clean up the area from some bushed and stones between the access road to the power line.

The Northern take off is too small but it could be possible to create a new take off on the left side by removing the stones and bushes on a wide distance to allow 150 pilots to take off.

2°) I visited an other possibility on the Aroania mountain (2 300 m above sea level) with a natural take off oriented SW to W next to the observatory that can be reached either by car (Minibuses) or by cable car. The walking distance is reasonable (300 m) and there is no work to be done.

At the northern end of the mountain (the egg) there is a natural take off area oriented from NW to NE that could be used for 150 pilots with no work to be done; the only problem is the access: The pilots can reach the mountain shelter house by road with minibuses, but from this parking area there is a track that has to be improved to allow transport of the pilots and gliders to the take off site by a shuttle system on 1 000 / 2 000 m.

I met the director of the skiing station and the assistant of the mayor who are prepared to perform all the necessary work to improve the take off areas. Anestis was present and knows what is necessary to be done.

A meteo station will be installed on top of the Aroania mountain at some 2 200 meter above sea level.

Landing fields:

2 landing fields were next to the  antennae TO one on the North side and  one on the south side. There was several remote landings.

Headquarters:

The headquarters used for the competition were too small for a cat 1 FAI event but the local officials mentioned that there was no problem to provide a wider room to allow registration and report back of 150 pilots and to accommodate some 30 people during the team leaders briefings. 

The necessary equipment should be as usual: phone, fax, computers with internet connections, printer, copy machine of enough performance to produce all the results in a minimum of time.

Although there is a cyber café in the village it should be well appreciated if the Team leaders could have free access to internet during the competition in the headquarters.

Accommodation facilities:

As it is a village next to a skiing station, there is a wide range of accommodation facilities including hotels, houses for rental, camping site.

There are many restaurants and several shops and even a small supermarket to allow any kind of food.

During the competition lunch packets were provided.

Safety

Anestis is planning to have an helicopter on site during the competition.

In addition a doctor will be present, 2 ambulances with paramedics 

The skiing station will provide as well their rescue team with a special vehicle equipped for mountain rescue.

A small hospital is in the village to provide first intervention and a hospital can be found in Patras 60ks by road and 15 minutes by helicopter.

A big helicopter (Super Puma) mountain rescue equipped based in an airport next to Patras should be available with a 15 minutes response time

A radio repeater will be installed on top of the Aroania mountain allowing a radio coverage of all the area. A technician will be present at registration to fix the pilots’ radios to use this safety frequency.

The mobile phone coverage is very good in this area.

Retrieve:

As it has been done during the competition, the retrieve will be done by busses waiting on the main road at strategic points with smaller vehicles to collect the pilots.

Check in and GPS program:

Anestis wishes to use the check in program for control flying and the Race program for results production.

In addition he wishes to obtain the Christian Quest services to control the flights and produce the results if he is available.

Dates:

The dates are not fixed yet but it should be in June or beginning of July, the dates will be proposed to mach the best period according to the weather statistics

Test Competition:
It is planned to run a test competition in 2003 and not to overload the competition calendar, Anestis wishes to run a Paragliding World Cup event in Kalavrita instead of Konitsa at the same dates (8 – 14 June 2003). Leaving the Konitsa possibility for the future.

The core organisation team will be the same as in Konitsa some local pilots will be included..

My conclusion is that the site is very promising and knowing the good will of the Greek organisers, I strongly recommend to run this European Championship in Kalavrita provided the recommended work on the take offs was done.

The observer

Olivier Burghelle

