FÉDÉRATION AÉRONAUTIQUE INTERNATIONALE



FAI AEROMODELLING COMMISSION (CIAM)



PLENARY MEETING TO BE HELD AT 6 rue  GALILEE/ 14 rue JEAN REY

ON  THE 20th and 21st MARCH 1997 AT 09.00 HOURS



AGENDA



1.	MINUTES OF THE MARCH 1996 PLENARY MEETING AND THE DECEMBER 1996 BUREAU MEETING.  

For approval.



2.	REPORTS



A.	1996 General Conference, by the FAI Secretary General.



B.	1996 World Championships, by Jury Chairmen.



C.	Subcommittees, by CIAM Technical Secretary, A Aarts.



D.	Trophies, by CIAM Secretary, C Greenwood.



E.	World Cups  -  Free Flight by F/F Subcommittee Chairman, I Kaynes.

Control line by C/L Subcommittee Chairman, Dr L Jackson .

Space Models, by Space Model Subcommittee Acting Chairman, S Pelagic.



F.	World Air Games Trial Competitions - President 



G.	World Air Games



H.	CIAM FLYER, by the Editor, J Siles.



I.	Information and Education , by the Education subcommittee Chairman, M Colling.



3.	GENERAL  ITEMS



A.	VOTING PROCEDURE for Plenary Meetings.



B.	JUDGE, JURY, SUBCOMMITTEE LISTS, for approval.



C.	FAI - CIAM MEDALS AND DIPLOMAS, consideration of nominations:



Aeromodelling Gold Medal



Peter Cappleman	United Kingdom

Huang Yongliang	China

Radoslav Cízek	Czech Republic



Alphonse Penaud Diploma



Ing. Vladamír Handlík	Czech Republic



Antonov Diploma



Jack North 	United Kingdom

Ing. Stefan Gasparín	Czech Republic



Citations for  awards are at Annexes A1 to A6.



D.	AEROMODELLING FUND - Budget



E.	1997 SPORTING CODE - Sections 4, 4a, 4b, 4c, 4d and 4e , report by CIAM Technical Secretary.



F.	1997 SUPPLEMENTARY TO THE SPORTING CODE, report by the CIAM Technical Secretary.



4.	SPORTING CODE PROPOSALS



Notes:



1.	Page and paragraph references are to:



a)	the 1997 issue  of Section 4, 4a, 4b, 4c, 4d and 4f of the Sporting Code with the 1993 (amended to 1997)  page reference shown in brackets; and



b)	the 1997 Supplementary with the 1993 page reference shown in brackets.  



2.	Proposed changes to existing text and new text are shown in italics.  Existing text to be deleted is struck through..



A)	SECTION 4a - CIAM INTERNAL



I)	Switzerland A.12.  SC Page 10 (8) - Effective Date of Rule Changes.  Amend to read:



A.12.	EFFECTIVE DATE OF RULE CHANGES



For all classes, rule changes from the current Sporting Code will become effective only when the following Sporting Code is issued. The only exceptions will be for real safety matters and for absolutely indispensable rule clarifications; also changes affecting noise. Changes to model specifications involving  model size and/or power limits and the introduction of new  manoeuvre schedules shall receive separate consideration in each case, allowing for World Championship schedules.  These rule changes should become effective the first of a non-world championship year for the event(s) affected.



In the case of Class F4B and Class F4C, model specifications or other major rule changes shall remain effective and cannot be changed within a period of four years following the publication of each new edition of the Sporting Code.



Proposals for rule changes in Class F4B and F4C must be adopted by the CIAM Plenary session at least one year prior to publication of any new edition of the Sporting Code.



The guideline to be applied for proposed exceptions is whether necessity is involved rather than desirability or mere rule improvement. Technical rule changes affecting model, engine or equipment for flying must be accompanied by supporting data.



Within  seven weeks after the Plenary meeting, the FAI will submit an Amendment List with accepted proposals which will be effective immediately or per 1 January of next year.



Reason:  Experience of World and European Championships for these classes over recent years confirms that the research, volume of work and standards of construction are extremely high.  All participants would agree that a period of four years is required for adequate preparation to the demanding standards.  A “Rule-Freeze” of four years is thus desirable in order for any competitor to have adequate time to produce an entry to changed specifications and to meet National Team Qualification trials.



Problems which arose from the 1996 Plenary Session concerning rule changes (Ref: proposal for 6.1.11.) and which should now be valid for the 1997 edition of the Sporting Code clearly indicate that a one year period of undisturbed preparation is highly recommended for a new edition.



II)	United Kingdom B 12.2. Sporting Code Page 21 (18) - International Team Classification.  Amend B 12.2.a).  to read:



a)	In each class a diploma will be awarded by the FAI to each member (including the team manager) of the best team of those teams placing 1st, 2nd and 3rd  and a Challenge Trophy will be awarded to the winning team for their NAC to accept custody until the following championship.



Reason:  With the advent of colour photocopying machines, such certificates are no longer expensive to produce.  Model flyers should, as of right, have something to show the world as a result of their skill and effort.



This is especially so as the FAI make it clear in the Sporting Code rules that the team event at Championships has at least equal if not greater status than individual results.

�

III)	United Kingdom B.14.1. SC Page 21 ( 19) - Protests.  Amend to read:



B.14.1.	All protests must be presented in writing to the Contest Director at the competition and must be accompanied by the deposit of a fee. The amount of this fee shall be stated in the local rules  the equivalent of not more than 10% of the stated obligatory entry fee for a competitor. The deposit is returned only if the protest is upheld. 

Reason:	Protest fees can vary in amount from event to event and are set by the organisers as a local rule.  The fee is often not known until the competitors have arrived for a championship.  This proposal will, if approved, set the maximum level of the protest fee.  It will allow the maximum level of the fee to be controlled by the CIAM in the future.  The maximum amount will be known to all beforehand and, by the inclusion of the word “equivalent”, will allow the use of local currency.  The current maximum obligatory entry fee is CHF 300, thus this proposal would set the maximum level of the protest fee at CHF 30 at the present time.  



B.	SECTION 4b - GENERAL RULES FOR INTERNATIONAL CONTESTS



I)	CIAM 2nd Vice President - B.3.4.a) . SC Page 15 (13). - (Age Classification for the Contest).  Amend sub-para. a)  to read:



a)	World or Continental Championships may be organised specifically for juniors. At these Junior Championships, all competitors and all helpers, team members, mechanics or assistants must all be juniors. The team managers or their duly registered assistants and organising officials are the only seniors allowed in the starting area.

Reason:  In the case of simultaneous championships, seniors and juniors, the Team Manager cannot be present in two places at the same time, thus delaying the start of either the senior or the junior.



II)	United Kingdom B 12.2. Sporting Code Page 21 (18) - International Team Classification.  Amend B 12.2.a).  to read:

a)	In each class a diploma will be awarded by the FAI to each member (including the team manager) of the best team of those teams placing 1st, 2nd and 3rd  and a Challenge Trophy will be awarded to the winning team for their NAC to accept custody until the following championship.

Reason:  With the advent of colour photocopying machines, such certificates are no longer expensive to produce.  Model flyers should, as of right, have something to show the world as a result of their skill and effort.



This is especially so as the FAI make it clear in the Sporting Code rules that the team event at Championships has at least equal if not greater status than individual results.



III)	United Kingdom B.14.1. SC Page 21 ( 19) - Protests.  Amend to read:

B.14.1.	All protests must be presented in writing to the Contest Director at the competition and must be accompanied by the deposit of a fee. The amount of this fee shall be stated in the local rules  the equivalent of not more than 10% of the stated obligatory entry fee for a competitor. The deposit is returned only if the protest is upheld. 

Reason:	Protest fees can vary in amount from event to event and are set by the organisers as a local rule.  The fee is often not known until the competitors have arrived for a championship.  This proposal will, if approved, set the maximum level of the protest fee.  It will allow the maximum level of the fee to be controlled by the CIAM in the future.  The maximum amount will be known to all beforehand and, by the inclusion of the word “equivalent”, will allow the use of local currency.  The current maximum obligatory entry fee is CHF 300, thus this proposal would set the maximum level of the protest fee at CHF 30 at the present time.  



C.	SUPPLEMENTAL TO THE SPORTING CODE - ORGANISERS’ GUIDES



I)	UNITED KINGDOM  New,  Supplementary Page 33 (28) - Submission of Bids for a Championship Event.  Consideration  of a table recommended for  the use of NACs submitting a bid for a World or Continental Championships.



The table is not designed to be a bid form; rather it is a table of those items that should be included in a bid form.  In designing a bid form other considerations should be taken into account including language, advisory notes and layout.  The table has been based on the Sporting Code as follows:

a)	General Section 3.8.1. - Bids

b)	Sporting Code:

i)	Section 4a, Annex I:

ii)	Section 4b, Paragraphs B.6.

Reason:  To improve the current bidding system.

The Table is at Annex B. 



D.	SECTION 4c PART THREE - TECHNICAL REGULATIONS FOR FREE FLIGHT CONTESTS



D1	CLASS F1C -  MODELS WITH PISTON MOTORS



I)	Denmark  3.3.2. SC  Page 40 (38/39)  Characteristics of Models with Piston Type Motors - W/CH Formula.   Amend to read (in part):



Maximum swept volume of motor(s)	 2,5 cm3

No exhaust extensions whatsoever are allowed to the exhaust opening(s) of the motor

Minimum total weight	 300 g/cm3 swept volume of motors

Minimum loading .........................................................	 20 g/dm2

Maximum duration of motor run:	 7   5  seconds from release of model.

Rule B.3.1. of Section 4b does not apply to class F1C.



Reason:  In general, it is recognised that the model’s performance in all three classes is too high resulting in too many competitors in the flyoff, giving great difficulties for both organisers and competitors.  The main problem with model performance in F1C is that the models climb too high, causing problems with airfield size and timekeeping.

The proposal will cut model performance without having to change model specification.



The proposal is the same as Denmark put forward  for the 1996 CIAM meeting but we feel that the proposal was not treated correctly in the voting procedure at the Plenary Meeting as well as in the Technical Meeting.  We would like the proposal to be effective immediately for safety reasons.



E.	SECTION 4c PART FOUR - TECHNICAL REGULATIONS FOR CONTROL LINE CONTESTS



E1	CLASS F2A - SPEED MODELS



I)	Italy 4.1.5. SC Page 46 (45) - Length of Course.  Amend to read:



4.1.5.	Length of Course



The measured distance covered by the model must be at least one kilometre. The radius of the flight circle must be 15,92 m. ( 10 laps = 1 km).    17,70 m (9 laps = 1 km)



Reason: By  reducing the angular speed of the model, its control will be simplified and the flight shall be safer. In fact, as we saw in many international contests, in order to avoid crashes, pilots decide to pull the handle from the fork before completing the course , losing an official flight. Moreover, the modification will benefit the class.



II)	Italy 4.1.6. SC Page 46 (45) - Line Tests.   Amend the second paragraph to read:



A load test shall be applied to the assembled control handle, lines and model equal to 50  35 times the weight of the model and this test shall be applied separately to the safety strap when attached to the competitor's wrist.

In each case the pull shall be applied three (3) times, slowly increasing to maximum load and releasing rapidly. The pull test should be made on the handle grip, not near the point of attachment of the lines (see sketch ).



Reason:  Increasing the flight radius will decrease the centrifugal force.  It is therefore possible to reduce the pull test requirements from 50 to 35 times of the weight in order to avoid yielding of the flight line increasing safety.



III)	Italy 4.1.13. SC Page 48 (47) - Starting of Timing.  



a)	Amend to read:



The timing commences officially when the competitor has placed his handle in the pylon fork and the model having made  2   1  complete circuits again passes the height marker on the edge of the circuit directly opposite the timekeepers.



Reason:  Considering the actual acceleration performance reached, pilots often are not in the condition to whip models as was usual in the past.  Several times the model  anticipates the competitor and a braking manoeuvre is necessary to avoid crashes and so it is not necessary to wait two laps after the handle is placed in the fork.



�

b)	Add a new paragraph as follows:



The handle must be placed in the fork in whatever position under the condition that the handle will not lose contact with the pylon fork.



Reason:  A bad position of the handle in the fork is unfavourable only for the pilot. 



IV)	Italy 4.1.15.  SC Page 48 (47) - Cancellation of the Flight.  Amend sub-paragraph to read:



c)	continuous contact is not maintained with the pylon fork during the official flight.  Exit of the pilot from the fork that is visible to the eye is considered to be loss of fork contact. 



Reason:  Exit visible to the eye will eliminate the binocular control system, improving the time keeping process which is now  subordinate to information from the watchers using binoculars.



E2	CLASS F2B - AEROBATIC MODELS



I)	United Kingdom 4.2.12 SC Page  50 (49) - Scoring. Add  a third paragraph as follows:



Non-scoring manoeuvres are permitted after the completion of the cloverleaf and before the commencement of the landing approach for the sole purpose of stopping the engine or unwinding the lines.



Reason: It has been the custom and the practice for as long as there has been aerobatic flying that, at the end of their flight,  C/L aerobatic pilots will perform manoeuvres to help the model’s engine to cut cleanly or to unwind the lines to give better control authority for the landing manoeuvre.



Nowhere in the current FAI rules is this mentioned and, in fact, some competitors have been penalised because they have performed such manoeuvres when in 4.2.11 - Execution of Manoeuvres - it states that “ The competitor may attempt a manoeuvre only once in any one flight”.  



II)	Belgium  4A.27  SC Page 78 (1993 Supplementary page 64, para. 27) - Judges Position.   Delete the 1996 amendment, reverting to the original wording:



 4A.27). Judges Position:  The  panel of judges shall be placed  according to the pilot’s direction given prior to the start of his flight.  They shall remain in this position even if the wind changes.  Judges operate side by side  with a distance great enough to prevent distraction and short enough to make communication possible.



4A.27.	Judges operate side by side  with a distance great enough to prevent distraction and short enough to make communication possible. If substantial wind direction changes occur, judges shall adjust their positions accordingly, also during the flight.  Position changes shall be done during level flight laps only.  



Reason:  At several internationals competitions with unfavourable wind conditions, judges showed great reluctance to take the position requested by the competitor. Once installed, and even when major wind directions changes had occurred during the flight, some of the judges refused to move claiming their right to act as based on this guideline.  This contrary to the intent of the Judges’ Guide.



E3 	CLASS F2D - COMBAT MODELS



I)	Belgian  4.4.14.a)  SC Page 68 (66)  - Offences.  Delete 4.4.14.a) and re-number the remaining sub-paragraphs 



a)	if a pilot unintentionally leaves the centre circle whilst his model is airborne.



Reason:  This item came to light during the last World Championships.  According to common law procedures, one cannot commit infringements unintentionally. It  happens frequently that the centre circle is left by stepping just outside the border line in the heat of the action.  The circle marshal warns the pilot(s).  If there is no corrective taken, rule 4.4.15.I) can be applied to ensure safety.



F.	SECTION 4C PART FIVE - TECHNICAL RULES FOR RADIO CONTROLLED MODEL CONTESTS.



F1	CLASS F3A - RADIO CONTROLLED AEROBATIC MODELS



I)	Italy  5.1.2.  SC Page 85 (69) - General Characteristics of Radio Controlled Aerobatic Power Models.  Amend the fourth (second of the 1993 issue) paragraph to read: 



The maximum noise level will be 96   94  dB(A) measured at 3 m from the centre line of the model with the model placed on the ground over concrete or macadam at the flying site. With the motor running at full power measurement will be taken 90 degrees to the flight path on the right hand side and downwind from the model. The microphone will be placed on a stand 30 cm above the ground in line with the motor. No noise reflecting objects shall be nearer than 3 m to the model or microphone. The noise measurement will be made prior to each flight. If a concrete or macadam surface is not available then the measurement may be taken over bare earth or very short grass in which case the maximum noise level will be 94    92  dB(A).



Reason:  In many countries, there are problems due to noise level.  Decreasing noise limits will increase technical research. 



II)	Italy  5.1.8. SC Page 86 (70) - Marking.  Delete the existing third paragraph and replace it with wording as follows:



At the conclusion of the flight each judge will independently score the model for inflight noise level, indicating if the model is too noisy, average, or very quiet. If a majority of the judges score the model too noisy, the flight score will be penalised 5 points for each counting judge. If a majority of the judges score the model very quiet, the flight score will receive a 5 point bonus for each counting judge.



At the conclusion of the flight each judge will independently consider if the inflight noise level of the model is too noisy.  If a majority of the judges consider the model too noisy the flight score will be penalised 50 points.



Reason:  Often performances are affected by personal considerations about noise and other reasons.  

Noise is too much a personal criteria and cannot affect final standings. To noisy models must be penalised to drive the research of an acceptable noise.  



F2	CLASS F3B - THERMAL SOARING GLIDERS



I)	Belgium  5.3.1.6.f)  SC Page 96 ( 80) - Cancellation of Flight or Disqualification.   Amend to read;



f)	In case of launching by an electrical powered winch, the upwind turnaround device and any associated hardware must be fixed safely to the ground. The flight is cancelled and no further attempt is permitted if  the turnaround, the pulley or any device set up to protect or guide the line comes loose from its mounting support or the turn around device is torn out of the ground.



Reason:  Safety:  It occurred repeatedly during the last competition season that the devices put in place around the turn around pulleys to protect the lines from being contacted with other lines have been torn away by incoming parachutes.  This is dangerous for the people in the vicinity of the turnaround pulleys.  



II)	United Kingdom 5.3.2. SC Page 99 (83) - Launching.  Delete the existing 5.3.2.2.c) and replace it with the following:



c)	The towline (which must be of non-metallic material except for linkages) must be equipped with a pennant having a minimum area of 5 dm2.  A parachute ( 5 dm2 minimum area) may be substituted for the pennant provided it is not attached to the model and remains inactive until the release of the cable.



c)	The towline shall be made of monofilament throughout its length and shall meet the following requirements:



a)	The allowable extension of the towline shall be defined by an extension test carried out in-situ with the winch, turn-around pulley and towline set up in the operating condition as described in paragraph 5.3.2.2.



The end of the towline which is normally attached to the model shall be extended in the direction of the turn-around pulley towards the winch.  The towline shall be extended to provide a line tension of 5 kgf, 10 kgf and a maximum line tension not exceeding 15 kgf followed by release of extension of the towline to provide a line tension of 10 kgf and 5 kgf.



The difference in extension corresponding to the measured line tensions of 5 kgf and 10 kgf shall be recorded.  The average difference in extension measured during extension and release of extension shall not exceed 12,5 metres.



The total length of the towline shall be allowed to stabilise each time the tension is measured.  The extension  shall be applied with the end of the towline at a height of approximately one metre above the ground.  The towline shall be in a relaxed state for at least five minutes before the test is carried out.



b)	The minimum diameter of the towline shall be 1,25 mm.



c)	The towline  shall be equipped with a pennant having a minimum area of 5 dm2.  A parachute ( 5 dm2 minimum area) may be substituted for the pennant provided it is not attached to the model and remains inactive until the release of the cable.



Reasons:



Convenience.



The present rule allows for competitors to use  polyamide towlines of diameter less than 1,25 mm which may break after a few  launches.  If this occurs it is normal for the contest to be disrupted whilst the broken towline is cleared.



Environment and cost



The polyamide towline cannot be repaired  successfully by knotting.  The cost of replacement is significant and the disposal of waste material is ultimately harmful to the environment.



Clarification



The proposed rule allows for the use of popular types  of polyamide towline of diameter greater than 1.25 mm.



III)	Germany  5.3.2.3.  SC Page 99/100 (83) - Task A.  Amend 5.3.2.3.b), c),  and d) (in part)  as follows:



b)	One point will be awarded for each full second from the time the model is free flying to the time the model comes to rest, up to a maximum of 420  600 points (i.e. 7  10 minutes maximum), for each full second of flight within the working time; no points will be awarded for flight time in excess of working time. The free flying of the model commences when the model is released from the towline.



c)	One point will be deducted for each full second flown in excess of 420 600  seconds (7 10  minutes).



d)	 ............................

	No landing bonus will be awarded if the flight time exceeds 450  630 seconds ( 7,5  10,5 minutes).

..........................



Reason:  Due to models with a lower take-off mass and to a more advanced highstart technique, about 90% of the models reach the maximum of 7 minutes.  Therefore, there is no more sufficient differentiation by the results of Task A.



Task A is, at the moment, a waste of time for the organiser.  To make Task A mote interesting again, it is necessary to level up the flight time to 10 minutes.  With this increased flight time it is not possible to max at weather conditions without thermals.



 III)	GERMANY 5.3.2.4. SC  Page 100 (84) - Task B - Distance.  Add a new  subparagraph 5.3.2.4.f) as follows and renumber the existing f) as g).



f)	During Task B the judged flight shall take place to one side of the safety line, whilst all judges, timekeepers, pilots and visitors shall remain on the other  side of the safety line.  The side which is to be flown shall be indicated by the organiser taking into account the direction of the sun.



If a model crosses the safety line sighted by means of an optical aid, the pilot is asked by the official observer to fly back to the safety area; if this demand is ignored by the pilot the flight is annulled.



g)	A classification based on decreasing ........



Reason: Safety.  Out of safety reasons it is also necessary that the flights during Task B (not only during Task C) take place over an area where there are no people.

During Task B with good weather conditions the models are flown at a high wing loading that means high speeds comparable to Task C.



During Task B up to six models are flying at one time; that means there is an additional risk of a mid-air collision with a  following crash of the model(s).



In many countries, it is forbidden by law to fly over people; in the case of an accident the organiser of a competition could have large problems with the court of justice and also with insurance.



IV)	Germany 5.3.2.5. SC Page 100/101 (85) - Task C - Speed.  Amend subparagraph 5.3.2.5.h) to read:



h)	During Task C the judged flight shall take place to one side of the safety line, whilst all judges, timekeepers, pilots and visitors shall remain on the other  side of the safety line.  The side which is to be flown shall be indicated by the organiser taking into account the direction of the sun. The flight is annulled if, when sighted by means of an optical aid, the safety line is crossed by any part of the model. 



Reason: Safety clarification.



F3	CLASS F3D - PYLON RACING MODELS



I)	AUSTRALIA  5.2.12.12  SC Page 93 (77) - (Operation of the Race) -  Amend the first paragraph of 5.2.12.12. to read:



Each competitor may have only one helper in each race and the helper may release the model at the start and give the pilot verbal information regarding the flying course of his model and official signals. Radio communication with the pilot shall be prohibited.  The designation “competitor"  may refer to an individual or team entry of no more than two persons. Any award will be made jointly to team members.



Reasons:  



To ensure that the caller remains near his pilot - safety

Radio communication with a pilot could permit a third person, remote from the course but in line with No. 1 pylon, to signal the pilot. 



F4.	CLASS F3J - THERMAL DURATION GLIDERS



I)	United Kingdom 5.6.1.3. SC Page 120 (105) - Characteristics of Radio Controlled Gliders.   Amend 5.6.1.3.d) to read: 



d)   The competitor may use two three models in the contest.  



Reason:  Large models having  moderate manoeuvrability are often flown together in close proximity resulting in mid-air collisions.  Recent contests have demonstrated that two models are not sufficient in contests comprising six or seven rounds.  



II)	Switzerland  5.6.1.4.b)  SC Page 96 (106)   Competitors and Helpers.  Amend to read:  



b)	Each competitor is allowed three helpers (including the team manager when applicable).  A  maximum of two helpers are permitted for towing during the launch as described in 5.6.8.2. if the line is not fixed to the ground.  Only one helper is allowed for towing during the launch if the line is fixed to the ground. 



Reason:  The present wording permits two helpers acting commonly on one pulley.  This method has proved to be potentially dangerous in strong winds due to the very high forces that can occur.  This proposal eliminates this potentially dangerous situation.



III)	United Kingdom  5.6.2.2, 5.6.2.4. (new) and 5.6.9.2. (four proposals as a linked group)  SC Pages 121 and 123 (106 and 108) -. Flying Site and Landing.



a)	Amend 5.6.2.2. by deleting the last sentence:

The flying site shall include a number of landing spots at least 15 m apart. The spots shall be arranged crosswind and there shall be one landing spot for each competitor in a group. A line known as the launch-line will be marked  16 m  23 m  upwind of, and parallel to the landing spots, this line will be considered to be of infinite length.



b)	Add a new  paragraph with drawing to 5.2.2.2. as follows:

A rectangular safety area downwind of the launch line shall be marked out (see figure 1). The side parallel to the launch line shall be downwind of the launch line.  The length of the rectangular safety area is set according to the number of and the distance between landing spots.  At the Contest Director’s discretion, the length of the safety area may be extended to the competitors’ enclosure (for example, ready box, transmitter control).

������Launch Line							Safety Area (shaded)



���������Not to scale

								15 m radius landing spots



c)	5.6.2.5. (new). Add a new  paragraph as follows:



5.6.2.5. Safety Rules



a)	No part of the model must land or come to rest within the safety area.



b)	The model must not be flown at low level (below 3 metres) over the safety area.



c)	Every single action against the safety rules will be penalised by a deduction of 100 points from the competitor’s final score.  Penalties shall be listed on the score sheet of the round in which the infringement(s) occurred.



d)	5.6.9.2.  Amend to read:



Officials (timekeepers) must remain upwind of the launch line within the safety area during the landing process.  The pilot and one helper are allowed inside the 15 m radius circle.



Reason:  Current practice of allowing the next group to prepare prior to the end of the current group’s working  time results in many people in the area of launching and landing.    These four rules will allow a safe area for competitors to make safe preparations and for officials and helpers to remain during the task.



IV)	United Kingdom  5.6.3.1.  SC Page 121 (106) - Contest Flights.  Amend 5.6.3.1.d). to read:



d)	The official flight for a round is the last flight attempt performed during the working time. 



Reason:  Two attempts are allowed in each official flight. 



V)	Belgium  5.6.4. SC  Page 121 ( 106)  Reflights.  .



a)	Delete subparagraph 5.6.4.a) and renumber the subsequent subparagraphs.



a)	his model in flight collides with another model in flight, or with a model in the process of being launched.



	Reasons: 

Reflights should be kept to a strict minimum because they always give reasons for discussions and manipulations.

Unsafe conditions must be excluded as much as possible.  If the extra minute working time change is passed, a lot of problems arising from mass launches will disappear.

In other classes of sport (for example, F1 car racing) no second chances are given to crashed pilots.

Second chances are not needed in F3J as the final score already takes care of incidents “beyond the control of the pilot”  by  dropping one round for the final classification.



b)	replace the existing subparagraph 5.6.4.c) with the following:



c)	his flight was hindered or aborted by an unexpected event, not within his control.   only by:



1.	double use of a frequency by error of the contest direction (both affected pilots get a reflight);



2.	double use of a frequency by negligence of a competitor (only the competitor who was entitled to use that frequency can claim a reflight).



Reason: The term unexpected event is much too vague.  CDs are faced with all kind of “events” that can happen on the field for which reflights can be asked for.  The contest must remain thermal flight, not tactical procedures.



c)	Replace the existing final paragraph of 5.6.4. with the following:



In the case of additional attempts during a round for the reason of reflights, the better of the two results will be the official score, except for the pilots who are allocated the new attempt.  For those, the result of the repetition flight is the official flight.  Note that in the case the competitor continues to launch  or does relaunch after clearing of the hindering condition(s), he is deemed to have waived his right to a new working time. 





In case of additional attempts during a round for the reason of reflights, the better of the two results, before being normalised to 1000 points, will be the official score for all competitors, except for pilots who have been allocated a new attempt,  For those pilots, the result of the repetition flight is the official flight. Note is made that if the competitor continues to launch or does a relaunch after the clearing of the hindering condition(s), he is deemed to have waived his right to a new working time.



Reason:  The computation of the best score of the group can be completed only after the end of the reflight.  It is only at that time that the group reaches the end of its opportunity to score.  At that time and for each group in a round, 1000 points can only be granted twice for strictly equivalent flights and not for instances where one competitor got the best score of the first flight and the second one got the best for the reflight.  The present situation means giving a second chance to the pilots involved in a group granted a reflight. 



VI)	Belgium  5.6.6.2.  SC Page 122 (107)  - Flying in Groups. 



a)	 Amend 5.6.6.2.b). to read:



b)	The working time allowed to each competitor in a group shall be of exactly ten (10) minutes duration 

11 (eleven) minutes duration while the flight time shall be exactly 10 (ten) minutes. 



Reason:  The present rule favours models that can be launched at very high speed, as soon as possible after the start signal of the flight time.  Mass launches of 12 to 15 models are frequently hectic or even dangerous.  The amendment will enable all kind of models, including the lightest ones, to be put to altitude in a safe manner.  The amendment will significantly increase the safety during the launching phase of the flight, without noticeable effect on the simultaneous character of the flights accomplished by each group of pilots.



b)	Amend 5.6.6.2.d) to read:



d)	Audible and visual signals must be given when eight (8) minutes of the group's working time has elapsed.

two (2) minutes before the end of the working time.



Reason:  Rephrasing is needed if the preceding proposal is accepted.  This wording gives room for possible future changes of the working time.



VII)	Czech Republic  5.6.8.3.  SC Page 123 (108) - Launching.  Amend to read:



Tow persons are allowed no mechanical aids, other than hand operated pulleys, to facilitate towing but may use a handreel (hand winch) to recover the towline after launching is complete.



Reason:  Several accidents connected with pulleys have happened during the past few years.  The pilots struggle for even faster launches and  this leads to overloading of the lines, pulleys and anchorings.





VIII) Several 5.6.11. SC  Page 124 (109) - Final Classification.



a)	Belgium  5.6.11.2..  Amend to read:



The working time for each competitor who qualifies for the fly-off rounds will be of fifteen (15)  sixteen (16)  minutes duration.   The flight time of a fly-off is fifteen (15) minutes.  As before, audible and visual warnings will be given at the start of the group   each  working time, at exactly thirteen (13) minutes and at exactly fifteen (15) minutes. two (2)  minutes before the end of this time and at the end of this time.



Reason:  To comply with rule change 5.6.6.2.b) and d). if adopted. 





 b)	United Kingdom 5.6.11.4.   Add the following paragraph:



In the event that two or more competitors have the same aggregate fly off score, final positions of those competitors shall be determined by their respective position in the qualifying rounds; the higher positioned competitor being awarded the higher final position.



Reason:  Clarification.  

�

F5	CLASS F5B -  ELECTRIC POWERED MOTOR GLIDERS



I)	France 5.5.4.1.  SC Page 113 (101) - Definition.  Change the third sentence to read:



The weight of the power source including insulation, cables and connectors shall not exceed 1,1 kg.  600 g.



The total projected surface area of the model shall not be less than 36 dm2.



Reason:  Reduce the power available and the cost to make the contest more manageable by the judges and increase safety.



II)	GERMANY 5.5.4.5. SC Page 113 (101) - Distance  Task of the Flight.  



Amend 5.5.4.5.a)  to read:



This task must be completed within 300  180 seconds from the moment the model is hand launched. Time of release is to be taken by one timekeeper.

This task must be carried out with at least two climbs with motor running, however, not more than ten climbs with motor running are allowed.

The pilot has to decide how  much time he will use for each climb (motor run) and how much for gliding 



AND amend 5.5.4.5.g) to read:



Every completed lap will be awarded 6  10  points. When the model fails to complete at least one lap after either of the first two climbs, 30 points will be deducted from the score of this task;



Reasons:  

SAFETY

Due to the rapid development of class F5B in 1996 (engines, models) these changes must become effective in 1997, otherwise safety can no longer be guaranteed.

Even with only 180 seconds flying time for the distance task a remarkable drop in  pilots’ performance can be seen after 90 - 120 seconds.  These breakdowns in pilot’ performance will be remarkably higher when flying for 300 seconds and could endanger the safety of competitors and helpers.

Up until now, pilots flew up to 36 laps in 180 seconds; with 300 seconds flying time, 55-60 laps  will be flown. Demonstrations were flown in Freystadt by Rudi Fruedenthaler and others. By changing only the propeller he flew 55 laps and completed the 300 seconds of the duration task. So the safety risk flying fast laps for 300 seconds will increase by almost 100%.  With  an average of 35-40 pilots with 45 - 55 laps each, helpers and signalmen at gates “A” and “B” will not anymore be able to do their duties correctly, without mistakes.

Since the August 1996 World Championships, only two laps  are flown after each motor ON, the engine is used only to accelerate - not to climb.  At base “B”  pilots turn their models at low altitude and high speed towards the signalmen.  Safe corrections after pilot errors are hard to do - so the safety risk is remarkably higher.



Note:  This proposal is to be seen as only one -  the distance task for 180 seconds and not more than ten climbs.

 

III)	Belgium 5.4.4.6.  SC Page 114 ( 102) - Duration and Landing Task of the Flight.  Add a new subparagraph 5.4.4.6.h) as follows:



h).	No fixed or retractable device (that is, bolt, hook, tape, etc.) is allowed to slow down the model on the ground during landing.



Reason:  Safety. The same provision is part of the rules for other glider classes (F3B, F3J).



G	SECTION 4C  PART SIX - TECHNICAL RULES FOR FLYING SCALE CONTESTS



G1	CLASS  F4C - RADIO CONTROLLED FLYING SCALE MODELS



I)	Switzerland 6.1.11.  SC Page 167/168 (139/140) - Complexity Bonus.  The decision of the Technical Meeting and the CIAM Scale Subcommittee as presented at the 1996 Plenary Session to delete all of rule 6.1.11., coupled with the acceptance of the change from 7 kg to 10 kg maximum weight under rule 6.3.1. shall be upheld although not confirmed in the Minutes, this to be effective for the 1998 World Championships.  



6.1.11. 	Complexity Bonus



In order to compensate radio controlled models of complex prototypes for their inherent disadvantages in flight, the following bonuses shall be awarded in the form of a percentage of the total flight score with a maximum accumulation of 6%.



WINGS  	 % BONUS

Aircraft with scale undercambered wing section (prototypes with 

modern laminar flow undercambered wing sections are  not

eligible for this bonus)  	3



ENGINES

Two engines with a Thrustline/Wingspan*  Factor of at least 0,15 .	3

Three or more engines	2

         

* Thrustline/Wingspan factor is defined as follows:

Distance between thrustlines of outermost engines divided by wingspan.



GENERAL

Flown before the end of 1911 .	2

Model with wing warping control (as on prototype) 	1



Notes:  In order to qualify for the multiple engine bonus, the power ratio of the engines must be as per prototype, and all engines must operate and be running at takeoff until airborne.



Judges shall decide upon the appropriate % bonus(es) to be applied to the flight score of each model during the static scoring procedure.



Complexity bonus percentages can only be awarded if the competitor has reproduced on the model the items listed.



A model may not claim more than one bonus under each heading.



Reason:  A minor formal error which was created by the overloaded Agenda of the technical meeting in Paris 1996, should not lead to continued use of the contentious Complexity Bonus system for a further four years.  The decisions taken by the Scale Subcommittee and the technical meeting were published and welcomed world wide, long before the issue of the Minutes and any future reprint of the Sporting Code.  In consequence, models are in preparation for these rule changes.  In all fairness, the slip in protocol should be considered and the proposal adopted formally. 



IV)	Italy 6.3.7.  and 6C.3.7.  SC Pages 173 and  189 ( 145 and 161)  - Optional Demonstrations.  Add  an optional demonstration as 6.3.7.x. (page 173) and 6C.3.7. X  (page 189)



x)	Jet Penetration



X.   Jet Penetration:  The model starts flying on the axis of the runway in the opposite direction of landing, at high altitude (that is, the height could be the same of the start of the 360O descending circle).  When over the vertical of the middle of the runway, the model turns 10O - 20O away from the judges’ line starting a straight and continuous descent.  When half of the height is lost, the model turns towards the runway (190O - 200O) still descending with the same rate and lines up on final approach.  Over the runway edge, at a height of about 5 metres, the model performs a 360O turn (break) away from the judges’ line levelling up and coming back for the final approach. At this point the figure is ended and the model continues for a full stop landing or for a missed approach.



Errors:

Model starts the figure too low.  There is no marked loss of altitude.  Rate of descent unsteady,  Rate of turn not constant.  Model does not line up properly on the final approach.  Model starts the “break” turn (360O) too low/too high.  Rate of turn is not constant in this 360O .  Model does not complete the “break” turn lined up with the centre line of the runway.



Reason:  The expected increasing number of models reproducing modern jet planes (that is, ducted fan or gas turbine equipped) requires a figure simulating the procedure specifically performed by jets.  This figure could possibly be performed instead of APPROACH CIRCUIT.
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A:  Figure Starts

B:  Runway Centre  (starts descent)

C:  Starts Turn

D:  Ends Turn

E:	Starts “Break” (height 5 m)

F: 	Ends “Break” (figure ends)



A full stop landing or an overshoot follows



H.	SECTION 4c PART SEVEN - RECORDS



I)	United Kingdom Table 1. SC Page 199 (171) - Classification of Records.  

a)	Add new record classes 91.a), 91b), 91c) and 91d)

	Indoor Models	F1L	Extensible Motor	



b)	Add new record classes 92a), 92b), 92c) and 92b)

Indoor Hand Launched Glider



��F1D� Extensible motors�32 - (a)  ceiling category I    less than 8 metres

       (b)  ceiling category II   8 m - 15 m

       (c)  ceiling category III  15 m - 30 m

       (d)  ceiling category IV  over 30 m��F1

Free

Flight









�Indoor Models�F1L�Extensible motor�91 - (a)  ceiling category I    less than 8 metres

       (b)  ceiling category II   8 m - 15 m

       (c)  ceiling category III  15 m - 30 m

       (d)  ceiling category IV  over 30 m����Hand

Launched

Glider�None�92 - (a)  ceiling category I    less than 8 metres

       (b)  ceiling category II   8 m - 15 m

       (c)  ceiling category III  15 m - 30 m

       (d)  ceiling category IV  over 30 m��

 c)	Adopt rules for a new  record class:



Indoor Hand Launched Glider



Definition



Aeromodels which can be flown only in an enclosed space, and which is not provided with a propulsion device and in which lift is generated by aerodynamic forces acting on surfaces remaining fixed (that is, not rotating or ornithopter type surfaces).  Models with variable geometry or area must comply with the specifications when the surfaces are in minimum and maximum extended mode.



Area of Supporting Surface(s)



The projected area of the supporting surfaces(s) for Indoor Hand Launched  Gliders must not be more than 645 cm2. The projected area of supporting or stabilising surface is the area seen when looking directly down on the surface. Supporting surface area enclosed in a fuselage shall not be considered as wing area.  Projected area of the horizontal stabilising surface(s)  in excess of 50% of the projected area of the supporting surface(s)  shall be considered as supporting surface for purposes of classification.



Construction



An indoor glider must employ major components (wing, empennage, fuselage) of solid material throughout.  Auxiliary components (that is, protectors, balance weights, etc.) may be of other materials.  No built up structure is permitted.  It may be of conventional design or of the flying wing type.



Hand Launched



A glider is hand launched when it is released or thrown into flight directly from the hand of the launcher.  The glider shall not be launched from an altitude greater than the flyer’s normal reach above the floor.



FAI special rules for duration records and ceiling height categories apply



Reason: At the present time, there is only one official Indoor World Record class, F1D Microfilm.  The addition of tother indoor classes to the list of records only would be extremely beneficial to the sport of indoor flying.



I.	SECTION 4d - SPACE MODELS



I1.	PART TWO - MODEL ROCKET SPECIFICATIONS



I)	RUSSIA  2.1 . SC Page 204 (176). -  Weight.  Amend to read:  



Gross or maximum weight, including model rocket engine or engines shall in no event exceed 0,5 kg (500 grams) except S7 shall not exceed 0,75 kg (750 kg).  1,0 kg  (1000 grams).



Reason:  To conform with changes already approved to class S7.



II)	RUSSIA 2. 4.2. SC Page 205 (177). - (Construction Requirements)    Amend the first paragraph  to read:



A model rocket must not eject its engine(s) in flight unless it/they is/are enclosed in an airframe that will descend in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 2.4.1. and, in the case of boost-gliders, engine casings not enclosed in an airframe or boost-glider engine pods, must descend with a deployed streamer with dimensions no less than 25 mm by 300 mm or a parachute with an area no less than 4 dm2.  The engine(s) of the models cannot be fastened by glue and cannot be an integral part of a model’s construction.

	

Reason.  It is a more exact execution of the requirement of a rule that a rocket model should make more than one flight from paragraph 2.4.1.  It is especially important in case of use of three models in main rounds of competitions. 



III)	RUSSIA  2.4.3. SC Page 205 (177) - (Construction Requirements).  Amend to read:  

Construction shall be of wood, paper, rubber, breakable plastic, or similar materials and without substantial metal parts. Models of Classes S1, S2, S3, S6, S9, S10 must have minimum diameters of 30 mm of enclosed airframe for a length of at least 50% of the overall body length. In the case of S5 minimum diameter must be 40 mm of enclosed airframe for a length of at least 20% of the overall body length. Minimum body length shall not be less than 350 mm for Classes S1, S2, S3, S6, S9 and S10 with 500 mm minimum body length for S5.  In the case of S1, the smallest body diameter cannot be less than 18 mm.  The minimum diameter of a body of 18 mm is understood as a minimum diameter back section of any stage.



Reason:  With  today’s engines and 10 mm diameter upper stages, altitudes exceeding 1000 metres are common.  Trying to track a 10 mm x 150 mm model is difficult even with the best equipment.  The additional  sentence eliminates different understanding of the previous sentence.



I2	PART FOUR -  GENERAL RULES FOR INTERNATIONAL CONTESTS



I)	RUSSIA  4.1. SC Page 207/208 (180)  - World Championship Events for Space Models. 



 a)	Amend subparagraph 4.1. e) to read:



e)	scale altitude models - S5C  S5B



Reason:  the high efficiency of today’s rocket engines and the selection of special prototypes result in altitudes that makes them extremely difficult to see and track.  By lowering the total impulse the speed decreases and visibility increase dramatically so that models can be tracked. 



b)	Amend subparagraph 4.1.h) to read:



h)  rocket glider duration models - S8E  S8D



Reason:  Contemporary achievements made in radioelectronics and engines for this class of models allows long flight time and that requires long duration of competitions and a large number of expensive, specialised and scarce engines.  The transition to the class of model with lower total impulse will create conditions for more wide spread of the technically difficult class of models and will reduce the duration of competitions.  Moreover, it will result that the most important influence on the results of the competitions will be the quality of the models piloting. Also, the 

flight altitude of the models will be reduced that will approach them to the spectators and judges and it will increase development of the competitions and judging quality. 



II)	RUSSIA  4.2. SC Page 208 (180)  - Number of Models  Amend the table to read:



The number of models eligible for entry is as follows:



Class S1A, B, C, D  ....................................................................Two (2) only

Class S2A, B, C  C, E, F .............................................................Two (2) only

Class S3A, B, C, D  ....................................................................Two (2) only  Three (3) only 		

Class S4A, B, C, D, F .................................................................Two (2) only  Three (3) only

Class S5A, B, C, D, F .................................................................One (1) only

Class S6A, B, C, D  ....................................................................Two (2) only  Three (3) only

Class S7 ......................................................................................One (1) only

Class S8A, B, C, D, E, F .............................................................Two (2) only

Class S8A, B, C 	Three (3) only

Class S8D, E, F 	Two (2) only

Class S9A, B, C, D  ....................................................................Two (2) only  Three (3) only

Class S10A, B, C, D ...................................................................Two (2) only  Three (3) only



Reasons:

Edition of the third line in accordance with paragraph 3.1.

To eliminate the danger to health and life of the competition participants during delivery of the models to the starting site.  It is especially important for the juniors who cannot estimate the threat to health and life adequately, which can arise during return of models.

To eliminate the danger to private property, which can arise during return of models.

To eliminate the organiser’s search problem for large fields with convenient approaches for the competitions.

To support more objective results of the competitions.



III)	RUSSIA 4.2.  SC Page 208 (180) - Number of Models.  Amend the final paragraph to read:



For classes S3, S4, S6, S8, S9 and S10 one (1) additional model may be processed and flown by the competitor on there being a tie for the first placer at the end of the third round.



Reason:  As for I2 I).

�

I3.	PART EIGHT - BOOST/GLIDE DURATION COMPETITION (CLASS S4)



I)	Yugoslavia  8.1.  SC Page 214 (185/186) - Definition/Description.  Amend the first paragraph to read:



This competition comprises a series of events open to any model that ascends into the air without use of lifting surfaces which sustain the entry against gravity during that portion of flight when it is being subjected to or accelerated by thrust from its model rocket engine; and that returns its glider portion to the ground in stable gliding flight supported by aerodynamic lifting surfaces which sustain the portion against gravity.  The intent of this competition is to provide a sporting competition for model rockets with gliding recovery.  Model rockets that ascend into the air in a spiralling climb under  rocket power in such a manner that they are supported during their rise by wings shall not be eligible for entry in this competition.  In this competition, a parachute recovery device on the booster portion of the model will not be considered to be a supporting aerodynamic surface but parachutes may be used to effect recovery of other portions of the entry.   In this competition, the entry must eject its engine(s) in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 2.4.1. 



Reason:  It is necessary to clarify difference between  class S4  ( as which eject their engines obligatory) and S8 ( as entries which do not eject their engines).



S4. Boost Gliders are known for decades essentially as free-flight rigid-winged entries in many countries.  It is necessary to clarify differences between classes S4 (free flight classes) and S8 (essentially radio controlled classes).



J	SECTION 4e - PROVISIONAL RULES



J1	CLASS F1K - MODELS WITH  CO2 ENGINES



I)	France  3.K.2. SC Page 245 (1993 Supplemental Page 73) - Characteristics.  Amend to read:



No prescriptions for the model and the engine other than in para. 3.K.1.

Minimum weight of the model ready to fly (CO2  can be included)..................75 g

Maximum volume of the CO2    tank(s):  3 cm3   (connecting tubes count only if their outer diameter is over 2 mm)

The number of models eligible for entry by each competitor  is three (3).

Rule B.3.1. of Section 4b does not apply to class F1K.



Reason:  The current models are too small and too difficult to build with a weight of about 20 to 40 grams and equipped with very small engines of high cost.

These models are too small and so, too difficult to be observed by timekeepers during maximum flights of two minutes.

The 75 g  models would help modellers to begin in this class with some fast possibilities of success.

“Weight of CO2  included” because this is more simple.  In case of control you  do not have to verify if there is or is not CO2  in the tank.



II)	France  3.K 3. SC Page 245 (1993 Supplemental Page 73) - Number of Flights.  Amend 3.K.3.a) to read:



a)	Each competitor is entitled to six  five official flights.



Reason:  Since this class was born in 1991, the level has increased and now  with  six flights (and the possibility of an unsuccessful attempt)  too many people get 5 maximum flights and a flyoff is needed to decide the winner. 



Sometimes all the competitors are in the flyoff.



III)	France 3.K.4.  SC Page 245 (Supplementary Page 73) - Definition of an Official Flight.   Amend 3.K.4.b). to read:



b)	The duration achieved on the second attempt.  If the second attempt is also unsuccessful under the definition of 3.K.5., then a zero this unsuccessful time is recorded for the flight. 



Reason:  If the time registered on the second attempt is less than 20 seconds, it seems logical it must be recorded as the official time for the flight and that it is not a zero recorded.



IV)	France  3.K.8.  SC Page 246 (1993 Supplementary Page 73 and 74) - Classification.  



a)	Amend subparagraph 3.K.8.a) to read:



a)	The total time of the five best flights is taken for the final classification.



Reason:  To align with the proposal at  J1.II).



b)	i)	Amend the first paragraph of 3.K.8.b) to read:



In order to decide the individual winner  or to separate the competitors when there is a tie, additional deciding flights shall be made after the last flight of the event has been completed..  The maximum time of flight in each additional round remains two minutes. 



ii)	Amend the second paragraph of 3.K.8.b) to read:



In the first deciding round, the motor must be started then the competitor must wait with running motor up to 20 seconds when the timekeepers give the sign to launch the model.  During this 20 seconds waiting time, the adjusting of the motor is not allowed even indirectly (for example, cooling the engine by spraying aerosol on the tank).  If the motor stops during the waiting time, it is an unsuccessful attempt.  The timing of the flight begins when the model is launched.  In each further additional flights, the 20 seconds waiting time shall be increased by 20 seconds over the waiting time in the previous round. 



Reason:  Although the flyoff decides the winner, some other competitors can also be tied and there is no longer the cancelled “6th flight” to separate them.



The additional text does not add to the complexity of the class which must stay simple both for adults and young modellers as well as a cheap class to practice.



V)	France 3.K.11  SC Page 246 (1993 Supplementary Page 74) - Launching.  



i)	Amend 3.K.11.b) to read:



b).	Each competitor must fill the tank, start his motor and launch the model himself.



Reason: The quantity of CO2   put  into the tank determines the quantity of energy given to the model for climbing .  The competitor must decide this himself just as competitors themselves wind their rubber motors to obtain the maximum energy.



ii)	Add a new  subparagraph 3.K.11.d) as follows:



d)	The use of systems to detect thermals is not allowed, except mechanical devices such as mylar ribbons hanging at the tope of a pole and devices giving wind direction( for example, the use of an instant thermometer is forbidden)



Devices will be at a minimum  of 30 m from the starting line, upwind.



Reason:  As for the previous proposal.  Use of electronic equipment to detect thermals add  complexity to the class and is expensive.



Finally, F1K is a two minute class and must stay simple to be popular.



J2.	F5/600 - TEN CELL ELECTRIC POWERED MOTOR GLIDER 



I)	Belgium - SC Page 260 (1993 Supplement/ Minutes of Plenary Meetings)  Revise the rules of the class as follows;



The contest is a multi-task event for RC Electric Powered Motor gliders. There are two tasks that are executed without interruption in one flight:

distance,

duration and landing.



A minimum of two flights must be flown.  The distance task must be completed within 180 seconds.  



The total projected surface area of the model shall not be less than 36 dm2   . The mass of the power source including insulation, cables and connectors, shall not exceed   be more than 600 grams and shall consist of not  more than ten cells. In case the weight is to be taken, this shall be done immediately after landing.



Reason:  The introduction of the 300 seconds distance task in F5B was a mistake, as was demonstrated and discussed during the last world championships. In the 10 cells class (provisional rule) we can still go back to the 180 seconds distance task for the year 1998.



�J3. F4F PEANUT SCALE



I)	Belgium  6.6.5.  SC Page 263/264 (1993 Supplement Page 85)  - Appearance Score.  Amend subparagraph i)  (in part) to read:



Three dimensional pilot .	 1   0 - 5

Exposed engine ..............................................	 1   0 - 5



Reason:  It is necessary to properly reward the competitor who presents a realistic pilot  and/or motor.



J4	LARGE SCALE RADIO CONTROLLED FLYING SCALE MODELS



I)	Italy  6.7.1.  SC Page 264 (1993 Supplement Page 85)  - General Characteristics.  Amend to read:



Maximum surface area 	500 dm2

Maximum weight without fuel, but  including any dummy pilot 	25 kg

Minimum weight	10,100 kg

Maximum engine size 	100 cm3

(pulse jets and reaction engines not permitted)

Maximum loading 	250 g/dm2



Reason:   For a better separation between Large Scale Class and F4C to avoid situations not absolutely clear.



J5.  CLASS F3I - AERO TOW GLIDERS



I)	France 5.I.2.4.  SC Page 258 ( 1993 Supplemental  Page 82,  3.1.2.4.) -Launching. 



a)	 Add two new  subparagraphs as follow:



j)	The towrope is twenty five metres long with a fusible ring (nylon bow) at each termination.



k)	The towrope must be materialised with a sighting device (a red stripe).



Reason:  Clarification - to apply as soon as possible.



1.	A definition of the towrope is needed.

2.	The release is more visible.



b)	Amend 5.I.2.4.c) to read:



The tow plane shall conform to the General Characteristics of Aeromodel of the 1st category  (see 1.2 Section 4c) except that the maximum flying weight shall be 10 12  kg and that the maximum swept volume of the motor shall be 35  50  cc.



Reason:	The intent of the new rule is to admit petrol-fuelled motors for contests and championships.

the relative power of these motors increase safety during towing.

they are easier and cheaper to use.

they are more silent.



II)	France 5.I.2. SC Page 259 (Supplemental Page 83, 3.1.2.) - Penalty.



a)	Add  a new paragraph 5.1.2.6.e) as follows:



e)	If the contest director asks for the flight to be repeated because of a competitor’s fault,  the group will fly again and the better of the two results will be the official score for the other competitors of the group.



Reason:  Clarification, as soon as possible.  The general rules do not specify the score for the other competitors when the flight is repeated because of a competitor’s fault.



	b)   Add a new paragraph to 5.I.2.7. as follows:

Penalty:  If, for the duration task, the glider loses in flight any part, the flight time is penalised with a 200 points penalty.



If, during the recorded time of the speed task, the glider loses any part, 200 points are deducted from the partial score of the speed task.



c)	 Delete the existing subparagraph 5.I.2.8.c). (Supplemental Page 83. 3.1.2.8.)    Renumber the remaining subparagraphs



c)	during the speed task, the glider loses in flight any part (except after the crossing of the finish plane and during landing).



Reason: Clarification - to apply as soon as possible. 



1.	The speed task takes place during the recorded time.

2.	Penalties of speed task and duration task were too different. 

 

III) France 5.1.3.  SC Page 260 (Supplemental Page 83, 3.1.3.) - Final Score.  Amend the last paragraph of  5.1.3.c)  “Final score” :  



Final score:  The final classification   score  for each competitor is compiled by adding the partial scores of  for    each round.  In order to establish the final score, one   the lowest  round may be dropped if three rounds or more have been flown.. If five rounds or more have been flown, two rounds may be dropped.  If eight  nine or  more rounds have been flown, three rounds may be dropped.

In order to decide the winner when there is a tie among the three first competitors, a duration task is repeated a whole round will be flown for these competitors.



Reasons:  It is not right to drop more than 30% of  the rounds,  and

	The two tasks cannot be separated.



K.  RULES FOR WORLD CUP EVENTS



I)	FREE FLIGHT WORLD CUP



a)	Bureau   10 SC Page 268 (75 (amended)) - Jury.  Amend to read:  



10. Jury

	A Jury of three responsible people shall be nominated by the CIAM Free Flight Sub-committee to rule on any protest concerning the World  Cup during a year. Any protest must be submitted in writing to the Free Flight Sub-committee Chairman and must be accompanied by a fee of 80 CHF (Swiss Francs).  In the event of the Jury upholding the protest, the fee will be returned.



	The subjects open for consideration by the World Cup Jury are the selection and maintenance of the list of events eligible for the World Cup, the allocation of  World Cup points, calculation of the results and presentation of awards.  The World Cup Jury has no power over the organisation or results of any individual Open International event which may be included in the World Cup programme,  Individual events are covered by the FAI Jury according to Section 4b of the Sporting Code.



Reason:  To clarify the functions and powers of the World Cup Jury.  During 1996, a protest was submitted under the auspices of World Cup which involved a single open international event.  A protest had already been made to the FAI Jury at that event.  It is not desirable that the World Cup Jury is seen as providing an additional level of competition control. The course of action on a disagreement with the decision of the FAI Jury at a Sporting event is defined in the General Section of the Sporting Code. 



II)	ELECTRIC FLIGHT WORLD CUP (NEW)



a)	Electric Subcommittee New Rules for Electric Flight World Cup.  Add the following:



1.	GENERAL RULES



1.1.	The General Rules for FAI World Cup with all the principle points concerning the responsibility and the organisation of World Cup are written in the FAI Sporting Code, Section 4b,  B.2.5. 



1.2	The Open International Contest that could be nominated by the F5 Subcommittee as a World Cup contest are described in the FAI Sporting Code Section 4a (A.9) and 4b (B.2.1.).



2.	PROCEDURE FOR NOMINATION OF WORLD CUP CONTESTS



2.1.	The Electric Flight World Cup will be organised in classes F5B (gliders) and F5D (pylon racing models) during the years in which there are no World Championships.



2.2.	Requests for open international contests that are planned as World Cup contests must be checked by the Subcommittee Chairman before they will be published in the FAI International Contest Calendar.



2.3.	Contests that are not published in the Contest Calendar could not be World Cup contests.



2.4.	The Subcommittee Chairman collects results of each competition, produces and distributes the World Cup positions.



2.5.	Both World Cups will be awarded at the CIAM Plenary meeting to winners or delegates of their NACs.



3.	CLASSIFICATION



3.1.	During a year, a maximum of four (4) contests will be counted.  If a competitor flies in more than four contests, his four (4) best results will be allocated.



3.2.	Not more than two (2) contests could be counted in the same country.



3.3.	Points awarded at a World Cup Contest



1st place	100 points

2nd place	  75 points

3rd  place	  60 points

4th place	  50 points

5th place	  49 points

6th place	  48 points

	   etc.



54 points - R  = World cup points

		     (R = individual ranking). 



Reason:  To have more international F5- contests with an increasing number of competitors.  

	

5.	GENERAL.



	A.	Trophies.   United Kingdom



Rename the “BRITISH SCALE TROPHY”, awarded to the individual F4C World Champion, the “DENNIS THUMPSTON BRITISH SCALE TROPHY”



Reason: To honour the memory of the late Dennis Thumpston FSMAE in recognition of the long service to the CIAM Scale Subcommittee and as Judge or Jury member at every Scale World and European Championship from 1970 to 1994.



The existing Trophy is engraved;



BRITISH SCALE TROPHY 

Presented to the FAI for the Individual World Championship

by the R/C Hobby Industry of Great Britain



This proposal is for an additional line to be engraved, reading:- DENNIS THUMPSTON to be centred over the words BRITISH SCALE TROPHY.



The trustees of the funds used to purchase this trophy 26 years ago were Henry J Nicholls FSMAE and Ron Moulton FSMAE, the latter having initiated the proposal. Of the original 24 subscribers, only two remain trading under the same management.  There are no objections to the additional name being engraved on the trophy.



6	ELECTIONS



7.	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS, CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS

�

a)	World Championships 	



	Year	Event(s)			Bids From		Awarded To	



1997	F1A, F1B, F1C					Czech Republic

	F1E						Czech Republic

	F3A						Poland

	F3B						World Air Games

	F3C						World Air Games

	F3D						Czech Republic



1998	F1A, F1B, F1C. (Junior)				Romania

F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D 	Ukraine

F4B, F4C	South Africa

F5B, F5D	China (tentative)		decision deferred

	Germany (firm)

Space Models	Romania

F3J	United Kingdom



1999	F1A, F1B, F1C		Israel (firm)

Romania (firm)

Yugoslavia

Portugal (firm)

USA (firm)

F1E	Slovakia (firm)

F3A	USA (firm)

	United Kingdom (tentative)

F3C	Poland (firm)

China

USA

F3B	South Africa



2000	F1A, F1B, F1C, (junior)	Czech  Republic

F2A, F2B, F2C F2D	France (firm)  *

Czech Republic (firm)

F4B, F4C	Italy

Australia (tentative)

Sweden

F5B, F5D	Poland (tentative)

Space Models	Slovak Republic



	* France asks that the Czech Republic and any other NAC wishing to bid for the F2A, F2B, F2C and F2D World Championships in 2000 present their submissions to this March 1997 Plenary meeting so that a decision can be made at this meeting.



b)	Continental (European) Championships	



	Year	Event(s)			Bids From		Awarded To				



	1997	F1A, F1B, F1J  (Jnr)				World Air Games

		F1D						Romania

		F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D				Spain

		F3J						Slovakia

		F4D, F4C					Romania

		Space Models					World Air Games

		



	Year	Event(s)			Bids From		Awarded To

	

	1998	F1E						Poland

F1A, F1B, F1C	Portugal

	Yugoslavia		decision deferred

F3C				Austria



1999	F1A, F1B, F1C (junior)	Israel

	F4B, F4C		Czech Republic (firm)			



8.	CONTEST CALENDAR



10.	ANY OTHER BUSINESS



11.	NEXT CIAM MEETINGS



-  	Bureau  1997

-	Bureau	1998

-	Plenary  1998



ANNEXES:	A1 to A		Nominations for FAI Awards

		B		Table for NACs Bidding for World or Continental Championships









�											ANNEX B TO

THE   AGENDA OF

THE 1997 CIAM PLENARY

MEETING



SUBMITTING A BID FOR A CHAMPIONSHIP EVENT



N�Item�Notes�Answer

Amounts in Swiss Francs Only��1.�Location�Describe the area and enclose a map showing the housing and the flying field.

���2.�Jury and Judges�List the FAI Jury President and members for approval.  See Rule B.4. for the composition of the Jury. Select the Judges from the CIAM approved list.�Jury:     1.

2.

3

Judges.  1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

��3 33�Events�List the events by number and description.  If a team event, state the size of a team.�Events:



��4.�Dates for each event�Inclusive dates from registration to departure.



Please use the style:



DAY/MONTH/YEAR



It may be necessary to complete this section for each event.�Entries from NACs:

Arrival/Registration:

Practice:

Opening Ceremony:

Start of Contest Flying:

End of Contest Flying:

Closing Ceremony:

Prize Giving/Banquet:

Departure:

��5.�Teams�State the total number of competitors allowed from each country and any additional personnel such as team manager, helpers, interpreters that would make up the official team approved by the NAC.�Team Members:

Team Managers:

Helpers:

Interpreters:

Others:

��6.�Awards�State what prizes will be awarded - medals, trophies, certificates - including to what places and for which events they will be given.  Note that FAI awards are given only at World Championships and at the end of a World Cup cycle.

�Event:

Awards:��7.�Launch/Flying site�Outline launching or other equipment, competitor team area, tents, first aid and other facilities available at the flying site, including refreshments and toilet facilities.

�Attach a site plan.��8.�Last date for statement of intent

�Should be set 12 months in advance of the closing date for entries.�Date:

��9.�Closing date for entries and payment of entry fees.�This is the date after which no further entries can be accepted.  Entry fees should be received by this date. Also state the preferred method of payment, the currency acceptable and the organiser’s bank, address and sort code.�Date:

Method of payment:

Currency:

Bank:

Address:

Sort Code:

��10.�Last date for payment of entry fees (if different from the closing date).��Date:��11.�Basic obligatory entry fee. �To be paid by competitors and team managers. Must include opening and closing ceremonies.

�CHF:��12.�Helpers and Official Supporters obligatory fee.

�Not more than 20% of item 11.�CHF:��13.�Banquet fee

(optional)

�Optional fee extra to any quoted above.�CHF:��14.�Sightseeing tour fee (optional)

�Describe any arrangements for sightseeing and the approximate charge.

�CHF:��15�Accommodation (1):  “Rack” room rates for chosen hotel(s)

�The “rack” rate is the normal published charge made by the hotel for rooms�Single:  CHF:

Double: CHF:

Family: CHF:��16.�Accommodation (1): Room rates charged for this championship

�Comparisons will be made  with 15 above.�Single: CHF:

Double: CHF:

Family: CHF:��17.�Are any meals included in the rates quoted above?

�If any meals are included, give details���18.�Estimated cost per day for Entry + hotel room + breakfast + evening meal

�Total cost not to exceed CHF 125/day�CHF:��19.�Accommodation (2): Cost per night of “Bed and Breakfast” (Chambre d’Hote) style accommodation

�Quote a typical range of rates for alternative “B&B” style of accommodation�CHF:��20.�Accommodation (3): Cost per unit per night for camping.

�Quote a typical range of rates for a local camp site.�Per unit (CHF):��21.�Transportation provided by the organisers:�Specify any transportation provided by the organisers from place to place and any charges made.�CHF:

from:

to:

��22.�Typical Car rental charge per day and per week.

� Quote for a four door medium size family saloon and enclose a local rental company rate card.�CHF:               /24 hour period

CHF:               / week��23.�Will a discount on the brochure prices be offered by the car rental company?

�Organisers are urged to negotiate discounts.  State the discount allowed.�Discount (%).��24.�What is the best currency for use in your country?



��Travellers cheques can be issued in a variety of currencies.��25.�What international credit cards are widely accepted in your country?



�Examples are:  Visa, Mastercard, American Express, etc.�Cards:��26.�What International Airports serve the contest site?

��Airports:��27�What ferry ports serve the site:



��Ferry Ports:��28.�What is the nearest major city to the contest site?�



�City:



��29.�Organising NAC

�Give the aeromodelling organisation responsible for the event

���30.�Event Director

Deputy Director�Give the name, address and contacts for the Event Director and his Deputy.�Director: Name:

Address:







Tel:

Fax:

E-mail:



Deputy Director: 

Name:

Address:







Tel:

Fax:

E-mail:

��31.�Correspondence�List the name and address of the person responsible to whom all correspondence concerning the championship should be addressed.�Name:

Address:









Tel:

Fax:

E-mail:

��32.�Space for any other significant information.����
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Wind direction at commencement of task



7 m



10O - 20O








