CIA PLENARY AGENDA APPENDIX 5

THE CIA RECORDS REVIEW SUB-COMMITTEE
Karl Stefan, Chairman.

Phone&Fax (USA) 970-223-9107

Email: <stefan@verinet.com>

16 December 2001

AGENDA FOR RECORDS REVIEW SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING

06 MARCH 2002, 14:00 - 18:00

Reval Hotel Latvija, Riga, Latvia

(1) Minutes of meeting 2001, Discussion, implementation.

 (Annex A)

(2) Review of records processed during the year.



 See attached spreadsheet, (Annex I).

(3) Badges. (Annex B) 

(a)
Badges awarded in 2001.

(b)
Complete list of Badges awarded to date with performances. 

(c)
CIA procedures for badges.


Responsibilities for Records Subcom and PR Subcom.

(d)
Awareness of Badge program.

(e)  Fees charged by NAC's for Badges

(4) Notable Flight Register, Hans Akerstedt (Annex C)  

    (a)Notable flights lists

    (b)Performance flights

    (c)Notable certificates

(5) Record Claim fees. (Annex D)

(6) Record Claim procedures. (Annex E) 

(a)
Open discussion.

(b)
Time limits for Record Claims

(7) Flight Instrumentation.  Open discussion


How can CIA help balloon pilots and observers who

wish to understand and utilize advanced instrumentation.

(8) Record Observer Qualification: (Annex F)

What countries have national record observer

Qualification programs.  Open discussion.

(9) Heavy lifting gas: (Annex G)


A heavy lifting gas, such as methane, may provide an advantage in altitude record flights when gas equivalence rules are applied.

(7) Budget for 2002. (Annex H)

(8) Subcommittee membership proposed for the coming year:



Karl Stefan, Hans Akerstedt, Don Cameron, 



Sabu Ichiyoshi, Norman Pritchard, Kevin Uliassi.

(9)
Any other items?

ANNEX A - Minutes meeting 01 March 2000

CIA RECORDS REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE

MINUTES FOR MEETING, 28 February 2001

In Bern, Switzerland

Present: Karl Stefan (Chairman), Hans Akerstedt, Don Cameron, Sabu Ichiyoshi.

Apologies: Norman Pritchard,  Kevin Uliassi

1)
Minutes of March 2000 were approved.

2)
At last meeting three changes to the Sporting Code were recommended.  The Chairman of the Rules Subcommittee confirmed that two of these changes, elastic balloons and airship altitudes are now in effect, and the third, Equivalence of Gases, will take effect at the next printing of the Sporting Code. 

3)
The Records processed during the year were reviewed and accepted.

4)
BADGES: Two Silver Sporting Badges were issued during the year to the U.K. pilots, Derek Maltby and Neal Parry. The Sporting Badge program supposedly offers an incentive to pilots to increase their ballooning skills; however, it is not an effective program. As a remedy, more publicity for the program is suggested.  The following actions, to be coordinated with the appropriate FAI and CIA offices, are recommended:

a)
List of all badge holders on the FAI website.

b)
List of all badge holders in each issue of the CIA Newsletter.

c)
Diamond badge winners listed in Register of Notable Flights.

d)
“1 meter drop” competitors be recognized at the event award ceremony and be issued a “One-Meter” drop certificate by the CIA.

e)
Lists of Badge holders be distributed to other Ballooning media.

Other suggestions included eliminating the Badge requirement for a competition one-meter bag drop since many balloonists are not interested in competition.  However, such action would dilute the objectives of the badge program.  Therefore, we think proper publicity is the best way to stimulate interest.

5)
REGISTER OF NOTABLE FLIGHTS:

Hans Akerstedt has made considerable progress in assembling information on notable flights, and we have reached the point where an official status and definition of the Register should be established.  

***For this purpose, Appendix A to these minutes is proposed as a Chapter for the CIA Internal Regulations.

Appendix B is a sample of recent additions to the Register.

6)
RECORD CLAIM TIME EXTENSIONS:

a) The Sporting Code General Section, Paragraph 6.8.2 specifies that the claim file must be received by the FAI Secretariat within 120 days of the attempt. There is no provision for a time extension.  ***It is proposed that a recommendation be made to CASI to add words to the effect that an extension of time for exceptional circumstances may be granted by the President of the Air Sport Commission concerned.

b) The Sporting Code General Section, Paragraph 6.8.4 specifies that a preliminary claim for a World Record must be received by the FAI within 7 days of flight completion, but in exceptional circumstances the President of CASI may grant an extension.  The subcommittee believes that the President of the CIA would be better qualified to make this decision in the cases of balloon or airship record claims. ***It is proposed that a recommendation be made to CASI that in Paragraph 6.8.4, the words “President of CASI” be changed to “President of the Air Sport Commission concerned”.

7)
SUBCOMMITTEE GENERAL COMMENTS

The subcommittee notes a great variation in World Record Observer qualifications which becomes evident in our Record reviewing process.  It is recommended that Ballooning Federations set up qualification requirements for World Record Observers which would include technical competence, ballooning experience, and knowledge of pertinent regulations.

* * END * *

Note: *** = Formal proposal to the CIA Plenary meeting.

END OF ANNEX A

Annex B - BADGES
(a) Badges awarded in 2001


The Records Review Subcommittee has responsibility to maintain a register of badge recipients and their performances.  Norman Pritchard is the volunteer “registrar”.


He reports that during the year 2001, Badges were awarded as follows:

  BROEDERS Henk
     

Netherlands    Gold + 1 diamond 

  DE BRUIJN Mathijs
     
Netherlands    Gold

  ELLIS Lawrie

     
UK             Silver

  HEMPLEMAN-ADAMS David 
UK
         Gold + 3 diamonds 

  MACHOLC Ed

     
UK
         Silver

Congratulations to these pilots on their achievements. 

A complete listing of pilots who have earned badges along with their performances is given in Para (b) below.

(b) LIST OF BADGE HOLDERS

    PILOT

NAT  DISTANCE  DURATION  ALTITUDE  PRECISION  LEVEL
DATE  




 
           km       hrs min  
     metres            metres   


ALLAN Richard

UK
      320.00         6   35
       3,150
   0.60   Silver
1995

BAREFORD David
UK 
      320.70         6   12               9,700
   0.38   G + 1D    1995

BAYLY Rob

UK
      411.40         7   30
       6,428
   0.89   Gold
1996

BROEDERS Henk            NED
      668.00         9   00              7,857               0.78   G + 1D    2001 

BUSSEY William E
USA
   1,440.00       29   14
       7,589
   0.52   G + 2D
1995

CHAPMAN Ed

USA
      621.10       19    12
     10,084
   0.95   G + 2D
1997

COMSTOCK Bruce P
USA
      794.00       24    07
       9,393
   0.46   G + 3D
1995

COURT David

UK
      132.60         3    37
       3,201
   7.72   Silver
1997

DE BRUIJN Mathijs
NET
      316.00         6    14
       6,837
   0.28   Gold
2001 


DONNELLY Tom
UK
      449.00       14    30
       5,943
   7.88   Silver
1997

DONNET Jean

FRA
      285.50         6    37
       6,354
   9.50   Silver
1997

DUPPA-MILLER Chris
UK
      320.00         7    15             6,750                0.13   Gold 
1997

EKSTEDT Lars

SWE
      104.20         6    15
       3,282
   6.75   Silver
1998

ELLIS Lawrie

UK
      165.76         6    01
       3,001
   1.41   Silver
2001


EVANS Andrew
 
UK
      111.80         3    15
       3,261
   7.30   Silver
1997

GLYDON Piers

UK
      107.20         5    05
       3,595
   0.49   Silver
1993

GUERIN Jean-Marc
FRA
      112.40         4    47
       3,740
   0.47   Silver
1997

HEMPLEMAN-ADAMS
UK
      563.43     132    22
       9,104
   0.68   G + 3D
2001 



David

HICKS Nigel

UK
      118.00         6    15
       3,353
   9.73   Silver
1998

LEVIN David         
USA
      964.20       45    36
     10,191
   0.92   G + 3D
1996

MACHOLC Ed

UK
      155.40         3    10
       3,147
   4.70   Silver
2001 

MALTBY Derek

UK
      416.10         7    00
       3,180
   9.98   Silver
2000

MEULEMAN Freddy
BEL
      280.00         5    50
       5,850
   6.45   Silver
1995

MOLNAR Csaba

HUN
      232.50         7    33
       5,550
   1.78   Silver
1997

MUIR Lindsay

UK
      447.12       19    07
       9,470
   0.65   G + 1D
1998

PARRY Neal

UK
      123.00         6    35
       3,001
   1.79   Silver
2000

POWELL Ross

UK
      135.00         3    48
       3,001
   1.48   Silver
1998

SAUBER Claude

LUX
      340.00
n/a
       8,750
   0.02   Gold
1996

SORENSEN Henning
DEN
      156.80        4     37
       5,696
   1.04   Silver
1995

SPELLWARD Paul
UK
      107.50        6     47
       6,728
   0.31   Silver
1993  

STARKBAUM Josef
AUT
   1,832.00       59.   33
     13,670
   0.60   G + 3D
1995

SULLIVAN Mark
USA
   1,280.00       65    15
       9,022
   0.56   G + 3D
1996

TARAN Yuri

RUS
      108.00         6    10
       3,100
   6.66   Silver
1998

WILLIAMS Crispin
UK
      333.80       12    29
       9,300
   0.86   G + 1D
1998           

END OF LIST
(c) Badge procedures.

    Subcommittee responsibilities are specified in Sporting Code Section One, paragraphs 8.2.5.2 and .3, and in CIA Internal Regulations, para 6.3.3 (Records Subcom) and Para 6.3.4.6.1 (Logo WG under PR&D Subcom). The PR Subcommittee, Logo Working Group, has responsibility to administer the Sporting Badge program.  The Records Subcommittee validates claims and maintains a register of Badges issued.

A proposed procedure for subcommittee actions in the Badge program follows.

    
In general terms, the PR Subcom administers the overall program and make arrangements for design, procurement, and delivery of awards. The Records Subcom monitors the Badge system, validates Claims, and maintains a Register of Badges awarded.

  
The specific actions are as follows:     

  The PR/Logo WG oversees the Badge program, and maintains a supply of low cost badges, and a source for precious badges.

       As specified in the General Section and Section 1, an NAC approves a Badge claim and forwards it to the FAI.  For ballooning, the country's balloon federation when so delegated acts for the NAC.  Thus, in the USA the BFA would send the Claim to the FAI, in the UK it would be the BBAC.  

The FAI in turn would send it to Records Subcom Badge Registrar for CIA validation and registration. The Registrar would then notify the Pr Subcom badge person and the NAC (or Balloon Fed) that this Claim has been approved.

The NAC (or Balloon Fed) would purchase from the CIA PR/Logo WG a badge for presentation to the Pilot.

   End of Badge Procedures.

(d) Pilots awareness of Badge opportunity.

   At our last meeting we decided that interest in the Badge system could be improved by making pilots more aware of the badge opportunities, and we recommended the following actions:


1)List of all badge holders on the FAI website.  


2)List of all badge holders in each issue of the CIA            
  Newsletter.   


3)Diamond badge winners listed in Register of Notable   
  Flights.   


4)“1 meter drop” competitors be recognized at the event 
  award ceremony and be issued a “One-Meter” drop 
  certificate by the CIA. 


5)Lists of Badge holders be distributed to other 
  Ballooning media.

  These recommendations have been only partially implemented. Open for discussion.  

(e) Fees charged by NACs for granting Badges.

    These fees are not uniform among NACs, and in some countries are so high as to be a discouraging factor in pilot motivation. How can this be remedied?

* * END OF ANNEX B * *
ANNEX C - Notable flight register, by Hans Akerstedt.

a. NOTABLE FLIGHTS list.

I will make a list of what I have so far in the register.

It will only be date, pilot name, type of performance and achieved performance. I will divide the list in several sublists. All flights over a certain distance, separate for AA, AX, AM and AS. Same for duration

   All flights up to 1785.

   Significant firsts 1783 to 1900

   Significant firsts 1900-2001

   Curiosities

   Flights over significant geographical features

   And so on

   Airship flights

b. PERFORMANCE FLIGHTS 2001

List of 9 (so far) performance flights, some but not all are new records.

Nov 2000 to 21 Nov 2001.

This is for possible Montgolfier Diploma candidates.

c. NOTABLE CERTIFICATES

    A list of about 10 flights for new Notable certificates for discussion. I am not sure I can have all this ready 10 Dec but I can maybe ask Neil to add it as annexes to our agenda if you just list the items in the agenda.

END OF ANNEX C

ANNEX D: RECORD CLAIM FEES. 

Comments by Hans Akerstedt:

   Since January 2001, FAI charges 100 CHF for each claimed record. I thought this was reasonable but now we have found how FAI interprets "each".

If someone sets a good record in, say AS 5, there is a good possibility that such a record also establishes new records in AS6 to AS15. Instead of one fee, FAI will charge 11 fees (1100 CHF) for the same amount of work. If the record is only good for one size, the fee will be only 100 CHF. I think this is unfair, and I propose that we ask FAI to reconsider this policy.

Comments by Karl Stefan:

   This FAI fee is in addition to fees which may be charged by an NAC.  In most NACs the fee is reasonable, but in some countries, the USA for example, the fee is so high as to sometimes discourage a balloonist from trying. What remedies are available?

END OF ANNEX D
ANNEX E - Record Claim Procedures.

(a) Reviewer problems and procedures.


Open discussion on experiences of Reviewers which help or hinder the review process, and what can be done about it.

Discussion, reprint from previous years:  


Our objective is to determine that the Record Claimed has truly been achieved within the parameters of the FAI Sporting Code.  It is the duty of the assigned Reviewer to make this determination in a competent and expeditious manner.


When technical data is outside of a Reviewers competence, he must seek expert assistance, within the Subcommittee if possible.


Reviewers are encouraged to use the program "cbfai" for various calculations.  This program works extremely well. Don Cameron is to be commended for its development.


Observers may be contacted directly for clarifications, additional data, etc. The National Aero Club involved is generally very concerned and also may be of help, so keep them informed of such contacts.


Questions or problems that have doubtful resolution should be referred to the Chairman for Subcommittee opinion.

 
The Report of approval to the FAI should be in the format below.  An Email copy should be sent to FAI as soon as the Report is completed, although the FAI will not finalize the Record until the hard copy with signature is received by mail.  FAI address is:

 
Federation Aeronautique Internationale


Avenue Mon Repos 24


1005 LAUSANNE



Switzerland

Email <sec@fai.org> Tel: 41-21-345-1070  Fax: 41-21-345-1077


FORMAT FOR RECORD REVIEWER REPORT: basically as follows:

Date:-------


TO: FAI Record Claims Coordinator

The following record claim has been examined and approval is recommended:

FAI Claim #:
####


Pilot:

Name



Country:

Xxxx



Sport License: 
#####/Date


Subclass/Size:    XX-##


Aerostat mod:
Manufacturer/model


Volume:

Cubic meters 


Flight Date:
day(##) month(spell) year(####)

Record type:
Distance or Duration or Altitude      or Around-the-World


Performance:
Km(#####.##)   Hr/Min       M(####)

Brief comments added here on quality of data and noteworthy items.






Signature       Date






Printed name

More lengthy and detailed comments about items that may be of future value in the permanent record are encouraged and should be on separate sheets. 

(b) Time limits for Record Claim submission.

   General Section, paragraphs 6.8.1, 6.8.2, and 6.8.4 specify time limits for certain aspects of the record claim procedures.  In paras 6.8.1 and 6.8.4 time extensions may be granted by the President of CASI.  In Para 6.8.2 there is no provision for time extension.

(1)
  In all three paragraphs, would it be more appropriate for the President of the Air Sport Commission concerned to have authority to grant an extension of time if he determines that an extension is appropriate?

(2)   In Japan Record Claims must be filed within 30 days.  Would it be appropriate to recommend that the Japan NAC recognize the FAI time limit of 90 days? 

(3)  Comments by Don Cameron:

In the UK we have no time limit at all for national records. This allowed us to admit the flight of Coxwell and

Glaisher of 5 September 1862. The proof that the flight had been made was satisfactory so why not recognise it?

In general it is good to encourage prompt submission only because evidence becomes less convincing as it gets

older, but the limits should not be rigid. If we refuse to recognize a flight when the rest of the world knows

it is true, then we will appear foolish. There would be two separate categories: FAI records and real records.

Of course it should be the CIA and not CASI and permission should be refused only if the President suspects that the delay casts doubt on the verifiability of the record.

END OF ANNEX E

ANNEX F, Observer qualification

Comments by Don Cameron:


In the UK we have a record observer qualification which requires a short course and experience of either competition observing or acting as an assistant record observer.

Comments by Karl Stefan:


This area is in need of improvement, and needs attention from the CIA.  The NAC is responsible for appointing an observer, and very often has great difficulty in finding someone with technical qualifications and time available to wait for suitable weather for launch. Discussion is in order.


* * END OF ANNEX F * *

ANNEX G - Heavy lifting gas.

Comment from Kevis Uliassi:


Is it possible to review the gas equivalence rules as they apply to altitude record attempts?  As the rule is now written, it seems to me that it gives a significant advantage to a heavier lifting gas, due to the greater lightening effect of superheat on a heavier gas.

Comment from Greg Winker: 

  Having different gas equivalence rules for the different records (altitude, distance and duration) does not seem warranted.  As we know, helium and hydrogen, to a lesser extent, have been theorized to give different performances for duration flights.  And heavier gases, while theoretically advantageous for altitude flights, would be 

disadvantageous for duration flights.  If the goal is to level the playing field for all record attempts (rather than just pick on altitude flights), then there are two choices: a) do away with gas equivalency rules and go to a standard volume similar to the other categories, or 2) specify a single gas as the only one that can be used for record attempts.  With proper respect to history, I think both of these options are unwarranted.  Pilots should be encouraged to look for any potential advantage they can, while complying with the spirit of the rules.  Developing new ideas, contributing to the science of aerostation, is what records flights are all about.

END OF ANNEX G

ANNEX H - Budget for 2002, Records Review Subcommittee.


Expenses have been minimal, but should be set the same as last year’s budget. (US$)



             Communication   Miscellaneous         Total


Chairman

100             50                150


Other Members    
100             50                150


               
------          ------            -----


Total

  
200             100               300

END OF ANNEX H
ANNEX I - List of records processed during the year.



 See attached spreadsheet

* * END OF AGENDA * *
