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Agenda 


of the Annual Meeting of the
FAI Aeromodelling Commission


To be held in Lausanne, Switzerland

On 24  and 25 March  2006


AGENDA OF THE PLENARY MEETING

to be held at the Olympic Museum  -  Lausanne (Switzerland)

on March 24 (Friday) and 25 (Saturday) 2006, at 9.10 hours

*********

1)
PLENARY MEETING SCHEDULE AND TECHNICAL MEETINGS. 
According to the rules, and after confirmation at the 2005 CIAM December Bureau Meeting by the relevant Subcommittee Chairmen, the following Technical Meetings will be held: Free Flight, F3J, F4, F5, Space, Education. The Technical Meetings will take place on Friday morning.

2)
DECLARATION OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.

According to the FAI Code of Ethics (ANNEX 1).
3)
DEPARTED FRIENDS.

4)
MINUTES OF THE MARCH 2005 BUREAU AND PLENARY MEETINGS, AND OF THE DECEMBER 2005 BUREAU MEETING.

4.1  For Approval.

4.2. Matters arising.
5)
NOMINATION OF BUREAU OFFICERS AND SUBCOMMITTEE

          CHAIRMEN.

6)
  REPORTS.

A.
2005 FAI General Conference and FAI Centenary, by the FAI Secretary General, Max Bishop.

  B. 
2005 CASI Meeting, by CIAM and CASI President, Sandy Pimenoff.

  C.
2005 World Championships, by Jury Chairmen (ANNEX 2).

· F1A, F1B, F1C in Argentina: Pierre Chaussebourg

· F1E Seniors and Juniors in Slovakia: Andras Ree

· F3A in France: Bob Skinner

· F3B in Finland: Sandy Pimenoff

· F3C in Spain: Horace Hagen

· F3D in France: Bob Brown

           D.
2005 Subcommittees and CIAM Technical Secretary reports (ANNEX 3).
· CIAM Technical Secretary, by Jo Halman;

· Free Flight, by Ian Kaynes;

· Control Line, by Laird Jackson;

· R/C Aerobatics, by Bob Skinner;

· R/C Gliders, by Tomas Bartovsky;

· R/C Helicopters, by Horace Hagen;

· R/C Pylon, by Bob Brown;

· Scale, by Narve Jensen;

· R/C Electric, by Emil Giezendanner;

· Space Models, by Srdjan Pelagic;

· Education, by Gerhard Woebbeking.

            E. 
2005 World Cups, by World Cup Coordinators (ANNEX 4).
· Free Flight, by  Ian Kaynes;

· Control Line, by Jean Paul Perret;

· Thermal Soaring and Duration Gliders, by Tomas Bartovsky;

· R/C Electric, by Emil Giezendanner.

· Space Models, by Marian Jorik.

F. 2005 World Cups and past aeromodelling Gold Medal winners prizegiving ceremonies.

	INVITATION TO THE  2005 WORLD CUPS 

AND PAST AEROMODELLING GOLD MEDAL WINNERS 

 PRIZEGIVING CEREMONIES

The past aeromodelling Gold Medal winners and 2005 World Cups awards for classes F1A, F1A junior, F1B, F1C, F1E, F1E junior, F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D, F3B, F3J, F5B, F5D, S4B, S6B, S7, S8E/P and S9B will be held on Friday, March 24, at 16.30 hours in the Auditorium of the Olympic Museum. 

The Gold Medal winners are: 1988 Peter Freebrey (UK); 1989 Howard R. Khun (USA); 1990 not awarded; 1991 Pierre Chaussebourg (Fra); 1992 Karlis Plocins (Lat); 1993 Otakar Saffek (Cze); 1994 Vernon Hunt (UK); 1995 Pawel Wlodarczyk (Pol) ; 1996 Huang Yongliang (China); 1997 Ian Kaynes (UK); 1998 A.L. Tony Aarts (Ned); 1999 Radoslav Cizek (Cze); 2000 Helmut K. Ziegler (Svi); 2001 Srdjan Pelagic (Yug); 2002 Frank Zaic (USA); 2003 Tomas Bartovsky (Cze); 2004 Laurie Barr (UK). 



G.
2005 Trophy Report, by CIAM Secretary, Luca Gialanella (ANNEX 5).
           H.
Sporting Code Section 4, by CIAM Technical Secretary, Jo Halman.

7)    GENERAL ITEMS.

A. Voting Procedure. Statement by CIAM President, Sandy Pimenoff.

B. Judges and Subcommittees Lists.

C. FAI-CIAM Medals and Diplomas, consideration of nominations (ANNEX 6):

(a) FAI Aeromodelling Gold Medal
· Matti JYLLILA (Finland)
· Miroslav SULC (Slovakia)

(b) Alphonse Penaud Diploma
· Christopher CALLOW (Australia) 
· Radojica KATANIC (Serbia and Montenegro)

· Tetsuo ONDA (Japan)

· Christophe PAYSANT LE ROUX (France)

· Marian POPESCU (Romania)

(c) Antonov Diploma

· Bernard HUNT (United Kingdom)

-     Daniel PETCU (Romania)

(d) Frank Ehling Diploma
· George ARGHIR (Romania)

-    Andrija DUCAK (Serbia and Montenegro)

(e) Andrei Tupolev Diploma

-    Christopher CALLOW (Australia)

-    Dorin TORODOC (Romania)

(f) Andrei Tupolev Medal

-    Hiroki ITO (Japan)

D. Aeromodelling Fund  -  Budget 2007, by CIAM Treasurer, Andras Ree.

E.          World Air Games, by CIAM President, Sandy Pimenoff.

F.
CIAM Flyer, by the Editor, Emil Giezendanner.

8)   SPORTING CODE PROPOSALS.
The Agenda contains all proposals received by the FAI Office according to rules A.6 and A.7. Those proposals not eligible to be voted on at the 2006 Plenary Meeting (rule A.12 applies) are presented for information and discussion in the <Deferred Section> at the end of the Agenda. The new text is shown underlined.

BUREAU PROPOSALS

VOLUMES F1, F2, F3A, F3BJ, F3C, F3D, F4, F5, SPACE MODELS

       a)
            “Rule Freeze For This Volume" statement 

Add a new paragraph at the end:

Provisional classes are not subject to this restriction.

Reason: To clarify which rules are subject to the restriction.

VOLUME ABR

General Rules for CIAM Activities

Section 4A - CIAM Internal Regulations

     a)
A.12.
Effective Date of Rule Changes

Modify A.12 as follows, move second paragraph to the end and delete the chart:


In all classes, the four year rule a period of two years for no changes to model aircraft / space model specifications, manoeuvre schedules and competition rules will be strictly enforced, but in step with the World Championship cycle of each category class. The classes with World Championships in even years will use 2000 as a starting point: the rules decided on in 2000 will be in force in 01, 02, 03, and 04. Any amendments decided on in 04 will be implemented starting in 05, a year before the World Championships in 06, and remain in effect 06, 07, 08, after which a new four year cycle begins. For classes with World Championships in odd years 2001 will be the starting point. The rules may then be amended the next time in 05, to come into effect 06, in the year before the following of a World Championship, and so on any change will become effective the next January.


The only exceptions allowed to the four year rule freeze procedure above are genuine and urgent safety matters, indispensable rule clarifications and noise rulings.


Under normal circumstances, in step with the four year cycle of rule change procedure, a Technical Meeting will may be held at the Plenary meeting during each year there is a World Championship in that class. category (see chart of the World Championships below).  In case of emergency, safety proposals or issues considered urgent by the Subcommittee Chairman, the Chairman is entitled to schedule an interim meeting. 


All proposals are first to be carefully scrutinised by the Chairmen of the relevant subcommittees who will check them for validity before presenting them to the Bureau. It will be the Chairman’s duty to point out any ambiguities or lack of conformity with CIAM requirements in the proposal, as well as any effects it may have on other regulations. Apart from the exceptions stated above below, proposals will only be accepted on Plenary agendas in years for which Technical Meetings are entitled to be held. This shall apply to official classes only.



The chart illustrating the four year rule cycle appears on the following page.

Reason: To be more proactive to necessary change in line with the agreed CIAM policy generated at the Bureau seminar in December 2005 and to clarify and simplify the procedure.
                    b)
           A.14.
Change from Provisional to Official Rules
Add a new paragraph at A.14.2:

A.14.2
Where there is great demand for a class, the Plenary Meeting may decide to waive the conditions contained in paragraph A.14.1 and adopt the provisional rules as official rules, effective from the following January.

Reason: To maintain the momentum and increase interest in the class and to speed up the change from provisional to official status.

                    c)

A.15.
Eligibility for World and Continental Championships

Amend A.15.1. and add a new Paragraph at a.15.2
A.15.1.
Before they can be considered by the CIAM for use in world and continental championships, there must be a minimum period of two years from the time the rules were made official during which at least two international contests were held, each with a minimum of five FAI member nations participating.  Also, reports from the chairman of the jury in each contest must be sent to the appropriate subcommittee chairman for the latter’s recommendation to the CIAM.

A.15.2
In cases where the conditions in A.14.1 have been waived, the rules may be considered eligible for use in world and continental championships from, and including, the year in which they became effective.
Reason: This will raise the profile of the new class and encourage international participation.

Section 4B - General Rules for International Contests

a)
B.2.4. World Championships.

 Add at the end of the paragraph:

The number of classes in one World or Continental Championship is limited to five (5) for both Seniors and Juniors. Junior & Senior classification shall be considered separately. It is the organiser's responsibility to choose which classes shall be held.

Reason: To reduce the number of medal awards and improve model characteristics.

 

b)
B.14.
Classification and Awards at World and Continental Championships

Amend B.14.1 Individual classification as shown: add a new paragraph b) and re-number the subsequent paragraphs.

a)
In each contest category at a World Championship, an FAI medal and diploma will be awarded to the competitors in the first, second and third places.

b)
In each contest category at a Continental Championship, an FAI a CIAM medal and FAI diploma will be awarded to the competitors in the first, second and third places.

c)
If there is a Challenge Trophy, this is awarded to the NAC of the winning competitor for custody until the following championship.

d)
The winner earns the title of World Champion or Continental Champion in the category.

e)
For control line where a junior may participate in a Continental or World Championship National Team, individual awards for junior competitors will be awarded to the first, second and third place juniors.

Where at least four juniors from at least four different nations participate, the winner shall earn the title of Junior World or Continental Champion in the category. 

f)
The cost for the individual medals will be borne by the organising NAC.

Reason: To ensure that the sportsmen are rewarded commensurate with the status of the competition.

c)

B.14.2
International Team Classification

Amend B.14.2 as shown, add new paragraphs c) & d) and re-number the subsequent paragraphs.

a)
The international team classification is established by adding the scores of the three team members of the team together (in the case of F2A, F2B, F2D the three best scoring members or in the case of F2C the three best scoring teams).  In the case of a team tie, the team with the lower sum of place numbers, given in order from the top, wins.  If still equal, the best individual placing decides.

b)
For World Championships gold, silver and bronze team medals, produced by the FAI to a smaller size than the standard FAI medals, will be awarded to the first, second and third place team members and team managers.  The cost is to be borne by the organising NAC.

c)
For Continental Championships gold, silver and bronze team medals, produced by CIAM, will be awarded to the first, second and third place team members and team managers.  The cost is to be borne by the organising NAC.

d)
When F2 teams consist of four competitors or, in the case of F2C, four pairs of competitors (ref B.3.5) then all the team members in first, second and  third place will be awarded medals.

e)
In each class a diploma will be awarded by the FAI to each member including the team manager of the teams in first, second and third places.

f)
If there is a Challenge Trophy, this will be awarded to the NAC of the winning team for custody until the following Championship.

Reason:
To ensure that all the sportsmen are rewarded commensurate with the status of the competition.

Section 4C 

Part Two Records




a)
2.1 World Class Records.




 Add a new paragraph 2.1.5. as follows:

  2.1.5 
Claimants shall refer to the FAI Sporting Code General Section 2.3 and Chapters 6 & 7 as well as the whole of this Part Two - Records section of Volume ABR Section 4C". 

Reason:
To ensure that claimants are aware of the rules governing record claims that are contained in other areas of the Sporting Code.

2.2. General Specifications of Model Aircraft for Record Attempts

a)
New 2.2.5. & 2.2.6. and re-number subsequent paragraphs.
2.2.5.
Controlling the Model

For radio controlled model aircraft or gliders in F3 or F5 record attempts, the pilot must be in direct control of the model aircraft via a transmitter for the whole of the flight.

2.2.6.
Sight of the Model

For radio controlled model aircraft or gliders in F3 or F5 record attempts, the model aircraft must be in the pilot's sight for the whole of the flight other than for momentary periods.

Reason:
Clarification of traditional radio control records necessitated by the new rules for autonomous flight records.

2.4. Special Rules for Distance Records in a Straight Line

a)
2.4.2.
Measurement of Distance


Amend paragraphs 3 & 4 as follows:.

Distances up to 50 kilometres will may be measured on an official map of a 
scale at least 1:100.000.



Distances up to 500 km will may be measured on an official map at least 


1.200.000 in Gauss/Krieger system.


Reason: The FAI software that is available on the FAI website is accurate at any distance.  By permitting either "official maps" or the FAI software to be used to calculate the lesser distances gives more flexibility in the calculation method.

2.10. Special Rules for Autonomous Flight Records 

a)
Add new section 2.10 Special rules for Autonomous Flight Records

and renumber continuing text (Existing 2.10 and 2.11 will become 2.11 and 2.12).



2.10 – Special rules for Autonomous Flight Records

2.10.1
Open autonomous records, flight classification F8 may be set in each of the seven classifications found in Table I.  Control of the model aircraft in flight classification F8 may be accomplished by the use of navigational aids such as Global Navigation Satellite Systems (GNSS) acting in conjunction with an on-board auto pilot system.  Direct control through the use of a pilot operated transmitter may be utilised during stages of the flight, but is not mandatory.

2.10.2
All specifications and rules found in Volume ABR, Section 4C - Model Aircraft, Part One - General Regulations for Model Aircraft & Part Two – Records, shall be adhered to with the following exceptions:

a)
The model aircraft need not be manoeuvred by direct pilot input, via a transmitter, during part or all of the flight.

b)
The model aircraft need not remain within visual contact of a pilot or official observers.

2.10.3
Record attempts involving flights originating and/or terminating in a country other than that of the claimant’s organising NAC, shall adhere to the requirements found in the Sporting Code General Section, item 6.4, Administration of Records.

2.10.4
Claimants of autonomous records that employ any direct control of the model aircraft by use of a transmitter operated by a pilot may not claim additional records for the flight in any other F3 or F5 classification.




Reason: To establish a new classification to address records set by model aircraft which are not under the direct control of a pilot manipulated transmitter for the whole of the flight and to allow that new classification to assimilate future developments in autonomous flight.

2.10. Dossier of a record attempt

a)
Re-number as 2.11. Dossier of a record attempt and amend  as follows:

2.11.1
A dossier must be submitted to the FAI ……….

(a)
Change the sub-paragraph numbering from 1-5 to a-e.

(b)
Add a new paragraph d) and re-number subsequent paragraphs to e) & f).


2.10.1.d  Certification that the record has been recognised as a national record by the claimant's NAC.


Reason: To ensure that a claimant provides certification that the record claim has been recognised as a national record by his NAC,



Note:
There will be a consequential change in Table III with a new line 2 and the other lines re-numbered.  Action by the Technical Secretary for 2007 Code.

**********

Sporting Code Proposals

VOLUME ABR 

General Rules for CIAM Activities

Section 4B – General Rules for International Contests

a) B.3.4.  Age Classification for the Contest – RUSSIA

Amend as follows:

A competitor is considered to be a junior up to and including the calendar year in which he attains the age of   18   21. All other competitors are classed as Seniors.

Reason: Modern aeromodelling became more and more complicated. At age 18, junior just start understand the modern models. Often after junior age the modellers can’t successfully compete with senior and stop aeromodelling. Increase junior age till 21 will improve the situation with maintenance of young people in aeromodelling for the future.

b)

B.13.1.  Interruption of the Contest  - GERMANY

Amend as follows:

e) For F3A, F5A, F3C, F4C, F3D and F5D contests the sun is in the manoeuvring area.

Reason: Safety. The pilots can loose control of their pylon model aircraft if they have to fly through the sun. Neither pilots nor helper and pylon judges can follow the models in these conditions completely over 10 laps. Pylon contests are often interrupted due to low sun in the morning and in the afternoon, e.g. F5D Electric World Championships 2004 York, England. If there is an additional sun-rule in classes like F3A, F5A (...) this means implicit that paragraph B.13.1.b does not cover sun influence as reason for interruption. So this international common interruption of pylon contests in the interest of safety is actually not covered by the rules

c)
B.15. Processing of Model Aircraft – FREE FLIGHT SUBCOMMITTEE



Amend  B.15.8 as follows:

B.15.8. Except for indoor and scale, each model shall carry a model identification code (letters and/or numbers) and this must be recorded on the model specification certificate.  The identification code is to appear on each part of the model aircraft (wing(s), tail, front and rear fuselage if detachable) so that the individual parts of a competitor’s different models may be separately identified (except indoor and scale).  The letters and/or numbers must be at least 10 mm high and clearly visible.  The identification code of the nominated models will be recorded on the score card.

Reason: This clarifies that NO PART of the identification code requirement applies to indoor and scale models and is the same format as B.15.10 in introducing the exceptions at the start of the paragraph. 

Clarification requested for application from January 2007.

d)
B.15. Processing of Model Aircraft – FREE FLIGHT SUBCOMMITTEE


Amend  B.15.9 as follows:

Indoor model aircraft must bear an identity colour unique to the competitor within his team.  Such colour marks must be made with ink or other essentially indelible chemical.  All model aircraft must be marked before the contest.

Indoor free flight duration models must be processed before flight to confirm that the model meets the dimensional requirements of the class. Rubber motors are to be weighed before or after the flight to confirm that these are within the specification.

Reason: This change clarifies that the established practice for the class is a means of confirming models meet specifications. Checking models before flight is simple and avoids waiting to the end of flight if problems arise. The option of checking motors before or after flight allows simplification in the event of motor breakages during winding. The previous requirement for marking models has not been followed for considerable time.

Clarification requested for application from January 2007.

e)
ANNEX 1.1. – World Championship Events for Model Aicraft - RUSSIA

Add the following line:

5. Free Flight Junior category:

a) F1A  Gliders


b) F1B  Model aircraft with extensible motors

c) F1D  Indoor model aircraft

d) F1E Gliders with automatic steering

e) F1P Model aircraft with piston motors

f)  F1C Model aircraft with piston motors

Reason: Average age at the last World and European Championships in F1C is more than 50-55 years. Number of competitors in F1C became less and less. After F1J and F1P in junior age just a little start fly with F1C. Mostly stop aeromodelling. It is necessary to support  F1C from junior age. Including F1C  for FF Junior category for World and European Championships involves young people in F1C and maintenance number of F1C modellers in future.

VOLUME F1 – FREE FLIGHT

Section 4c  -  Model Aircraft

Part Three  -  Technical Regulations For Free Flight Contests

3.1. CLASS F1A - Gliders



a)
3.1.5. Definition of an Unsuccessful Attempt - GERMANY

Amend paragraph f) as follows:

<The duration of the flight is less than 20 seconds and the flight was not terminated by dethermalising
The duration of the flight is less than 20 seconds>.

Reason: Clarification. Dethermalising by RC does not appear to be a tactical advantage in competition. Instead the prevailing rule leads to hazardous decisions in F1C. 

3.2. CLASS F1B – Model Aircraft with extensible motors

a)
3.2.5. Definition of an Unsuccessful Attempt - GERMANY

Amend paragraph b) as follows:

<The flight duration is less than 20 seconds and the flight was not terminated by dethermalising
The duration of the flight is less than 20 seconds>.

Reason: Clarification. Dethermalising by RC does not appear to be a tactical advantage in competition. Instead the prevailing rule leads to hazardous decisions in F1C. 

3.3. CLASS F1C – Model Aircraft with piston motors

a)
3.3.5. Definition of an Unsuccessful Attempt - GERMANY

Amend paragraph c) as follows:

<The duration of the flight is less than 20 seconds and the flight was not terminated by dethermalising
The duration of the flight is less than 20 seconds>.

Reason: Clarification. Dethermalising by RC does not appear to be a tactical advantage in competition. Instead the prevailing rule leads to hazardous decisions in F1C. 

3.4. CLASS F1D – Indoor Model Aircraft

a)

3.4.3.
Number of Flights - SUBCOMMITTEE


Amend the whole paragraph as follows:

<The competitor shall be allowed 6 flights of which the best 2 flights will be taken for classification. If the organisers specify rounds for the competition then the competitor is entitled to one official flight in each round. The duration of rounds must be announced in advance>.
b)

3.4.6.
Collision Rule - SUBCOMMITTEE

Amend the whole paragraph as follows:

<In the event of a collision between two model aircraft in flight, each competitor must choose, in the time span between the incident and two minutes following the termination of his flight, either to retain the time of flight as an official time, or to have a reflight. The reflight must be flown before the next official flight. If the competition is in rounds, the reflight must be launched during the same round as the flight in which the collision occurred or during the following round>.
c)

3.4.7.
Steering - SUBCOMMITTEE

Amend the whole paragraph f) as follows:

 f)
It is the timekeeper's responsibility to observe the use of the steering equipment, and to warn the competitor if he is likely to endanger other model aircraft. If other models are fouled by the steerer, the fouled competitor has the choice of a reflight, which, if this choice is taken, is his score for that round. He must exercise his choice to the timekeepers no later than two minutes after termination of his flight. If he chooses to restart and if the competition is in rounds, the reflight must be launched during the same round as the flight in which the fouling occurred or during the following round.

Reasons:

A clarification to remove a possible anomaly between the Sporting Code and the Organisers Guide. In the Sporting Code there is no mention of rounds while the Indoor Free Flight Organisers Guide includes guidance for events run in rounds (which is now the common practice for Championships). If round times are to mean anything all flights should be within the rounds, as already noted in the organisers guide. However, flyers do not want to face the chance of an incident occurring while the model is flying after the end of the round and not then getting a reflight. For that reason and to specify precise times with regard to the schedule the reflight may also be made during the following round. The same change is made to both 3.4.6 and 3.4.7.f, for the different circumstances of collision and foul during steer. 

An additional clarification is made by adding the words "this choice" to confirm that if the competitor chooses a reflight then he looses all chance of counting the original time if he does not actually complete a reflight. The current wording is not absolutely clear what would apply if a competitor chooses a reflight but does not "take" the reflight (e.g. if he prepares for a flight but has problems and does not launch the reflight).

Clarification requested for application from January 2007

3.P. - CLASS F1P  Model Aircraft With Piston Motors (Provisional Rules)

a)
3.P.2. Characteristics of Model Aicraft with Piston Type Motors - GERMANY

Add the following sentence after “Fuel constituents are not restricted”:

Engine to be run only with the competitor wearing ear protection.

Reason: The class is dedicated to the juniors. Young ears are especially sensitive to noise and should be protected from permanent injuries. 

b)
3.P.5. Definition of an Unsuccessful Attempt - GERMANY

Amend the paragraph b) as follows:

b) “The motor run exceeds 10  7 seconds from the release of the model” 

Reason: 7 seconds are enough to obtain the necessary performance but make trimming easier and increase safety.

3.Q. CLASS F1Q Electric Power Model Aircraft (Provisional Rules)

a) 3.Q.2. Characteristics – FRANCE

Add in paragraph 3.Q.2. the following characteristics :

Minimum projected wing surface area


32 dm²

Maximum projected wing surface area


34 dm²

Minimum total weight (including batteries)

500g

 

Amend as follows:

Maximum duration of motor run

up to 25   20 seconds

Reason: It would give a better motivation for people to define the characteristics of the F1Q models as it is the case in the other categories. Limit motor duration decreases the height of the climb and the model performances. 

ANNEX 1 – RULES FOR WORLD CUP EVENTS. Free Flight World Cup

a)

Paragraph 1. Classes - GERMANY

i)
Add  <Class F1Q> in the paragraph as to read: 

The following separate classes are recognised for World Cup competition: F1A, F1B, F1C, F1E, F1A Junior, F1E Junior and F1Q.”

Reason: Without international competitions, the class F1Q will not develop. The Free Flight World Cup is the best environment to force the necessary technical efforts.

ii) Amend the paragraph as follows:

 The following separate classes are recognised for World Cup competition: F1A, F1B, F1C, F1E, F1A Junior, F1B Junior and F1E Junior.

Reason: To increase participation of juniors in World Cups.

VOLUME F2  - CONTROL LINE

 Section 4c  -  Model Aircraft

Part Four - Technical Regulations for Control Line Contests

4.1. CLASS F2A – Speed Model Aicraft 

a)
4.1.16. Number of Timekeepers and Judges  - FRANCE

Modify the whole sub-paragraph  b) as follows:

b) A speed judge shall be responsible for observing the conduct of the pilot and the altitude of the flight. In the case of World and Continental Championships, two speed judges are required.

Reason: Clarification. It is not realistic to require for International competitions two speed judges in addition to the timekeepers. It is acceptable to limit to one the number of speed judges in International competitions and to require two speed judges only in World and Continental Championships..

4.3. CLASS F2C – Team Racing Model Aircraft

a)

4.3.9. Warnings-Elimination - FRANCE

Add as follows at the end of sub-paragraph g):

g) …, or with the centre line of the model aircraft inside the flight circle, or does not keep the model aircraft in contact with the ground by at least one point."

Delete as follows at the end of sub-paragraph t):

t)  …… and l.  

Reason: Clarification.

                 b)

4.3.12. Judges and Timekeepers - FRANCE




Change as follows the whole sub-paragraphs  b) and c):

b)
At least, two timekeepers will be allotted to each team. In the case of World and Continental Championships, the number of timekeepers must be increased to three. Each timekeeper must be equipped with a lap counter and with an electronic stopwatch registering at least 1/100th second, with a timing limit of minimum of 15 minutes. The stopwatches may be replaced or complemented by a computerized timing system of equal or better accuracy.

c)
 The time retained is the average of the registered time, made up to the next upper 1/10th second. A maximum tolerance of 0,18 seconds is allowed between watches. Any single watch exceeding this tolerance shall not be counted in the average.

In the case of two timekeepers, if the two stopwatch times differ by more than 0.3 seconds or if one timekeeper reports that he made a mistake, the team then  has the choice of keeping the less good (or remaining) stopwatch time, or to be allowed a reflight.

In the case of three timekeepers,

i) If one of the stopwatch times differs from the closer of the other two by more than 0.3 seconds, or the timekeeper reports that he made a mistake, the average time shall be calculated from the other two stopwatch times.

ii) If two stopwatch times differ by more than 0.3 seconds from the middle one, or two officials report a mistake, the team then has the choice of keeping the middle (or remaining) stopwatch time, or to be allowed a reflight.

When a choice is given to a team, his decision must be taken without delay and is irrevocable.

Reasons: Clarification.

- Three timekeepers for each team is not realistic (and never applied) in International competitions: two timekeepers are sufficient for those competitions.

- Clarification of the fact that each timekeeper must be equipped with a lap counter (mechanical or electronic). 

- Clarification of the alinea c) : the actual maximum tolerance of 0.18 seconds is too small and it is necessary to define what to do when a difference (higher than the maximum tolerance) between stopwatch times is noticed, in the case of two or three timekeepers.

*******

VOLUME F3A – RADIO CONTROL AEROBATICS

ANNEX 5L. 

CLASS F3M – Large RC Aerobatics Power Model Aircraft (Provisional Rules)

5.L.1.3  General Characteristics of a Large R/C Aerobatic Power Model Aircraft - FRANCE

Amend as follows:

              For Power source limitations, Noise rule, and Radio Equipment: See 5.1.2” 

            For Power source limitations, and Radio Equipment: See 5.1.2“

The maximum noise level will be 94 dB(A) measured at 7 m from the centre line of the model aircraft with the model aircraft 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 aircraft. 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 7 m to the model aircraft 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 92 dB(A). In the event a model aircraft fails the noise test, no indication shall be given to the pilot, and/or his team, or the judges and both the transmitter and the model aircraft shall be impounded by the flight line official immediately following the flight. No modification or adjustment to the model aircraft shall be permitted (other than refueling). The model aircraft shall be retested by a second noise steward using a second noise meter and in the event that the model aircraft fails the retest, the score for the preceding flight shall be zero.

The flight time will be interrupted while the noise check at the flying site is being made. The competitor shall not be delayed more than 30 seconds for the noise check.

Reason: F3A noise limitations are not applicable to F3M. Measurement method must be altered to reflect the reality: to get reasonable results,  measurements should be done at 6 meters instead of 3.

5.L.1.3  General Characteristics of a Large R/C Aerobatic Power Model Aircraft - FRANCE

Change paragraph d) as follows:

               d) <All dimensions may be checked. A tolerance of 10% is allowed

Dimensions described on the following drawing can be measured. A              Tolerance is allowed as followed :

            D is the full size measure in cm, s is scale, d is model measure in cm :

           (D x s)*0.9 -0.5 <= d <= (D x s)*0.9 + 0.5

            Inplace insert document cap232fai.jpg (ANNEX 7)

Reason: Model definiton rules have to be precised to avoid wrong interpretation and objections during contests. The 10% tolerance is kept but a +/-0.5 cm tolerance is added (to keep a tolerance on null size measurements). Annex(es) : fai_cap_232.jpg

5.L.1.9  Marking - FRANCE

Amend the paragraph as follows: 

             Vertical height should not exceed 60    70  degrees.”

Reason: Flight area has been historicaly increased (left and right) from 60 (F3a) to 70° (F3M) in order to fly closer, so should be the vertical limit.

5.L.1.14 Schedule of manoeuvres - FRANCE

Add at the end of the paragraph b):  

Known and unknown schedules must use patterns according to the full size FAI Aresti catalogue.

Reason: F3M should be close of real planes FAI aerobatics in terms of patterns. Using this method will clarify what can be found in unknown schedules.

5.L.1.3  General Characteristics of a Large R/C Aerobatic Power Model Aircraft - FRANCE

             New known schedules. See ANNEX 8.

 Reason: the height of the actual schedule is too important and difficult for judging.

ANNEX 5M 

CLASS F3P – Indoor Aerobatics Powered Model Aircraft (Provisional Rules)

a)
5.M.1.8  Marking - GERMANY


Amend in the second paragraph: 

<AeroMusicals are judged….  in marks of 0.5 increments   in whole number increments…..>

Reason: Adopting F3A marking system for AeroMusicals.

Schedule F3P

a)
Manoeuvre A09 - FRANCE

Replacing the «Top Hat with two ¼ Rolls » manœuvre 

with

<1/4 roll, half square, ¼ roll manoeuvre>.

Reason: Clarification. When performing the “Top hat with two ¼ rolls” manoeuvre, the model aircraft often touch the hall superstructures (especially the basket installations).

Schedule F3P - Aeromusicals

a)
AM.01 Take-off Sequence - FRANCE
Delete:     in parallel to the security line

Reason: To increase possibilities of presentation.

b)
AM.02 Flying Style - GERMANY

Delete:     Utilisation of flight performance scope

Replace by: Utilisation of flight performance scope / difficulty of manoeuvres

Delete:    Variety of manoeuvres

Replace by:  Variety of manoeuvres / new manoeuvres

Reason: Clarification, precision of differences in judging criterias.
c)
AM.02 Artistic Quality - GERMANY

Delete:   Continuity of schedule

Replace by:  Reflection of the music’s mood / show effects

Reason: Clarification, precision of differences in judging criterias.

 

d)
AM.02 Overall Impression - GERMANY

Add second subcriterion:  Continuity of schedule

Delete:    Positioning

Replace by:         Positioning / Security

Reason: Clarification, precision of differences in judging criterias.

e)
AM.02 Freestyle  - GERMANY

Adding K-Factors to judging criterias

Flying Style

- Precision of manoeuvres                                                                      : K2
- Utilisation of flight performance scope / difficulty of manoeuvres     : K2

- Variety of manoeuvres / new manoeuvres                                           : K2

Artistic Quality

- Synchronisation to music                                                                       : K3

- Reflection of the music’s mood / show effects                                      : K2

- Sequence of quiet and dynamic phases                                                  : K1
Overall Impression

- Utilisation of manoeuvring area                                                            : K2

- Continuity of schedule                                                                           : K2

-Positioning/security                                                                       
        : K2
Reason: Clarification, precision of differences in judging criterias.

f)
AM.02 Freestyle  - GERMANY
Amend  Judges Notes as follows:

- Flying Style

…in the sense of F3A. :Add:  Difficult manoeuvres are marked higher

…circles etc.: Add: New or extraordinary manoeuvres are marked higher

- Artistic Quality

…and end with it.: Add: The mood of the selected music should be reflected in the maneuvers and the presentation. Show effects can support this.

- Overall Impression

…is desired.: Add: The presentation should fill the manoeuvring area and form an uninterrupted unit with fluent transitions between the individual  elements. Various thrill effects are requested.

Reason: Clarification, precision of differences in judging criterias.

g)
AM.03 Landing Sequence  - GERMANY
Delete the complete text of the paragraphe and replace by:

The termination of the flight in any kind of way.

Reason: To increase possibilities of presentation

VOLUME F3B – F3J  

F3B THERMAL SOARING

F3J THERMAL DURATION GLIDERS
Part Five – Technical Regulations for Radio Control Contests

5.I.  CLASS F3I – RC AERO-TOW GLIDERS (Provisional Rules)

a)         5.I.2.2. Technical Control and Processing  – BELGIUM

            Replace the whole paragraph, as follows: 

Each competitor shall present a model specification certificate (see      2.3.5. and 2.3.6. section 4c) for each model entered in a competition. All models shall be processed in accordance with B.13, section ABR.

The models shall be weighed and measured before the beginning of the contest. Further weight control can be made during the course of the competition (up to 20 % of the participants). It is the director of the competition who decides at random which models have to undergo control.

Reason: Clarification and contest requirement, as the models shall remain within the limit of weight imposed by 5.I.1.4

b)         5.I.2.3. Organisation of Starts  – BELGIUM

After the fourth paragraph stating <The starting order is determined before the beginning of the flights>, add the following:

The starting order will be the same for the speed and duration tasks.

Reason: Clarification. Some organisers tended to change the order with is unnecessary and cumbersome for the pilots

c)         5.I.2.4. Launching  – BELGIUM

            Replace the whole paragraph  g) as follows: 

g) For the speed task, the model shall cross the start plane between ten second and two minutes after release

Reason: Correction. The intent of a lower limit of 10 seconds is to prevent over speed release of the glider at close distance from the start plane. The mention of 10 sec. is missing in the code.
d)         5.I.2.5. Definition of a Reflight  – BELGIUM

            Replace the whole paragraph, as follows: 

The flight is considered as a reflight and may be reflown if:

a) The glider collides with another model. Should the flight continue in a normal manner, the competitor may demand that the flight in progress be accepted as official, or alternatively to repeat his flight

b) the flight has not been judged by the timekeepers

c) the towing is interrupted by some event beyond the control of the competitor

d) the release occurs above the allowed altitude

If the flight has to be interrupted by the contest organization, the group will be given another attempt;  the better of the two results will be taken into account for the official score of the group  

Reason: Correction. The current wording does not appropriately distinguish between the causes for reflight and attempt. To be considered in conjunction with proposed amendment to 5.I.2.6

e)         5.I.2.6. Number of Attempts – BELGIUM

            Replace the whole paragraph, as follows: 

For each task, if the first attempt is not conclusive, the competitor is entitled a second and unique attempt. 

The flight may be repeated if:

a) The glider is not ready to take of after the two minutes preparation time

b) The towing has to be interrupted because of competitor’s fault

c) For the duration task, the group is entitled a new time slice (10 minutes or 7 minutes 30 seconds) if the models were not all released within the allocated time. The contest director may ask for immediate repetition of the flight or may postpone the reflight to the end of the task.

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: Correction. The current wording does not appropriately distinguish between the causes for reflight and attempt. To be considered in conjunction with proposal of amendment of 5.I.2.5

f)         5.I.3. Scoring  – BELGIUM

At the end of paragraph b) , add the following :

b) Duration task:……..The landing direction must be the same as the take-off direction imposed at the beginning of the task, except if the sporting director decides to change the direction during the flight. In any case, the landing will be carried in a direction parallel to the widest dimension of the landing zone. 

Reason: Clarification. The present text is not precise about the direction of the landing.

5.K.1. CLASS F3K – RC Hand Launch Gliders (Provisional Rules)
                      a)          5.K.1. General - GERMANY
            Change at the end of the paragraph:

….If junior and senior classes are scored separately, the limit is 15  18 years of age for juniors

Reason: The junior´s age is to be handled as in F3B, F3J, with a lower age of 18 years, the total number of junior competitors will be decreased dramatically.

                           b)      5.K.8.5 Task E - FRANCE 

Amend as follows:

All competitors of a group must launch their model aircraft simultaneously, within 3 seconds after the signal of the organiser. Maximum measured flight time is 3 minutes. This procedure of mass launch is repeated up to 3 flights in total during a 10 minutes working time.  Each flight time of the 3 attempts of each competitor is to be added up and will be normalised to obtain the final score for this task.

            Reason: Clarification.

                           c)      5.K.8.16 Task P - FRANCE 

Change the paragraph as follows:

Task P: (A one, two, three and four minute flight, any order)

Each pilot has unlimited number of flights. Each time flight must be validated

Minimum working time - 10 minutes.

First flight : 61s, the 1 minute time flight is valdated

=60 s

Second flight : 190s, the 3 time flight is validated 

=180s

Third flight : 85s, the time is not validated


=0s

Fourth flight : 250s the 4 minute time flight is validated
=240s







Total


=480s

           Reason: Clarification.

VOLUME F3C  -  HELICOPTERS

Annex 5D – F3C Manoeuvre Descriptions

a)
Schedule B. Manoeuvre B8 (Pull up with 360° inverted pirouette) - SUBCOMMITTEE                                          

            Amend as follows:

 
Present text: During the following vertical descent the model performs 
a full roll and 90º pullout back to the same altitude and heading as at 
start of the manoeuvre.

        
New text: After the following vertical descent the model performs 
a 90º pullout back to the same altitude and heading as at start of 
the manoeuvre. 


Reason: Safety – During further tests of the new manoeuvre 
schedules it was discovered that the full roll during the descent 
presents a dangerous 
situation when the model fails to attain 
sufficient altitude and pulls out facing the crowd line.

VOLUME F3D  -  R/C PYLON RACING

Part Five – Technical Regulations for Radio Controlled Contests

a)
5.2.6.3. Landing Gear - FRANCE
Add the following sentence after "the minimum diameter of the main wheels shall be  57 mm":

<The competitor must give the organiser the possibility to check that measurement>.

At the end of the paragraph, add a new sentence:

<Retracting gears are allowed>.

Reason: Clarification. Many pilots use retracting gears of fitted wheels where it is not possible to measure the diameter.
b)
5.2.11. Organisation for Radio Controlled Pylon Racing Contests - SUBCOMMITTEE


Amend as  follows:

For transmitter and frequency control see Section 4b, Para. B.8.

All officials on the racecourse and all competitors must wear a crash helmet with a chin strap. The helmet must be able to withstand the impact of a flying pylon model aircraft. Heats shall be arranged in accordance with the radio frequencies in use to permit simultaneous flights. Each competitor has to introduce two different frequencies, distant of a minimum of 20 kHz , which he must be able to use on all the model aircraft entered in the contest.

Reason: Clarification. No helmet is able to withstand the impact of a flying model.

c)
5.2.12. Operation of the Race - FRANCE
Add this sentence at the end of 5.2.12.10

 <The main wheels of each model aircraft landing gear must remain behind the starting line until the starting signal>.
Reason: Clarification. The position of the model aircrafts at the moment of the start is not specified in the existing rules.

d)
5.2.12. Operation of the Race - FRANCE
Amend the first sentence of paragraph 5.2.12.12. as follows:

5.2.12.12: In each race, the caller must release the model aircraft at the start and give the pilot verbal information regarding the flying course of his model aircraft and official signals. Electronic communication with the pilot shall be prohibited.

Reason: Clarifications  according to 5.2.2.1. : 

- Last paragraph 5.2.2.1. where is written : 'All pilots must be accompanied by a caller/mechanic for reasons of safety". Let's give this person the same name in all the rules. The word "caller" seams to be the most appropriate.

- Paragraph 5.2.12.12. : each competitor may have only one helper

And paragraph  5.2.1. : all pilots must be accompanied by a caller/mechanic for safety/reasons

e)
5.2.12. Operation of the Race - FRANCE
Amend the last two sentences of the first paragraph as follows:

Delete the sentence
"The "competitor" may refer to an individual or a team entry of no more than two persons. Any award will be made jointly to team members"

Reason: This is what has been decided some years ago and which has been applied at the last 2005 F3D World Championship in France, but it is written nowhere.

f)
5.2.13. Scoring - FRANCE
Amend 5.2.13.1. as follows:

Delete in the last paragraph c) "round the competitor's corrected time to the nearest 1/10th of a second.

Reason:  Clarification. 5.2.13.2. : Electronic stopwatches giving the 1/100 of a second are used, and taking the registered time may avoid possible calculation errors. (First paragraph 5.2.13.1.). 5.2.13.1. : According to the previous proposal in 5.2.13.2 if it is passed.

g)
5.2.13. Scoring - FRANCE
Amend 5.2.13.2. as follows:

Change the end of the sentence after : "The competitor's score…" to read : 

<The competitor's score is his corrected time in seconds and hundreds of a second>.

Reason:  Clarification. 5.2.13.2. : Electronic stopwatches giving the 1/100 of a second are used, and taking the registered time may avoid possible calculation errors. (First paragraph 5.2.13.1.). 5.2.13.1. : According to the previous proposal in 5.2.13.2 if it is passed.

h)
5.2.13. Scoring - SUBCOMMITTEE


Change the paragraph 5.2.13.3. as follows:

5.2.13.3. The winner of the event is the competitor who has accumulated the lowest score after the conclusion of all heats. If four or more rounds are flown, each competitor's worst score shall be discarded. If nine or more rounds are flown, each competitor's worst (highest) two scores shall be discarded. If twelve or more rounds are flown, each competitor’s worst (highest) three scores shall be discarded.

Reason: This would create a more equitable scoring system.

i)
New paragraph 5.2.13.5 Team Classification  - FRANC E

Add the following paragraph :

5.2.13.5. :Team classification

To establish the national team scores for the team classification, add the individual scores of the members of the team. Teams are ranked according to the lowest numerical score to highest, with complete three competitors teams ahead of two competitors teams which in turn are ranked ahead one competitor teams. In a case of a team tie, the team with the lower sum of place numbers, given in order from the top, wins. If still equal, the best individual placing decides.

Reason: Clarification. At the moment, nothing is mentioned concerning the international team classification.

 l)
New paragraph 5.2.13.6 Awards  - FRANC E

Add a new paragraph

5.2.13.6 Awards :

 "At the prize giving, a medal and a diploma will be awarded to the pilots and a diploma to the callers classified First, second and third, as well as a medal and a diploma to the pilots and team managers, and a diploma to the callers of the teams classified first, second and third.

The Organizers may award further prizes at their discretion."

Reason: This is what has been decided some years ago and which has been applied at the last 2005 F3D World Championship in France, but it is written nowhere.

**********

VOLUME F4  -  FLYING SCALE MODEL AIRCRAFT

Part Six – Technical Regulations for Scale Contests

6.1. General Rules and Standards for Static Judging

a)
6.1.4. Judges - NORWAY

Add this paragraph at the end:

For World Championships the panel of judges in F4B should be composed of judges from at least two continents. The panel of judges in F4C should be composed of judges from at least three continents.

Reason: To ensure that the organisers not only use economic reasons for electing judges, but that we also get a good distribution of judges from countries that usually participate in the Championships.

6.3. CLASS F4C – RC Flying Scale Model Aircraft

a)
6.3.7. Optional Demonstrations -  UNITED KINGDOM



Amend 5th paragraph as follows:

Options A (Chandelle), N (Overshoot), R (Flight in triangular circuit),  S (Flight in rectangular circuit), T (Flight in a straight line at constant height) and W (Wing Over) are intended for subjects with little or no aerobatic capability. These are aircraft designed with limited manoeuvrability where the original prototypes of which were restricted by the manufacturer or licensing government agency. 
Examples are:

Pioneer and early aircraft (pre 1915)

Purpose designed reconnaissance and bomber aircraft (note: this does not include fighter aircraft later adapted for reconnaissance duties or fighter/bombers where the designer intended an aerobatic capability)

Touring aircraft

Passenger and cargo aircraft

Military transports

(See also Judges’Guide references  6C.3.7. Optional Demonstrations 

and 6C.3.6.11. Realism in Flight / Choice of Options.

Note that all options carry a K factor of  6.

Reasons:  Rule clarification.


1.  The criteria detailing those aircraft eligible for “non-aerobatic” status is presently listed only in the Judges’ Guide section of the F4C rules.

2. It is essential that this information be also included in the main rules section as these are fundamental requirements when determining optional demonstrations which are an essential part of F4C competition.   Paragraph 6.3.7. “Optional Demonstrations” should therefore be the appropriate main reference.

3. Given the above, the appropriate cross reference within the Judges’ Guide must become 6C.3.7 “Optional Demonstrations”, not the existing 6C.3.6.11 “Realism in Flight”.

4. The list of “non-aerobatic” aircraft types is broadened to specifically included machines from the early days of aviation and purpose built reconnaissance aircraft; these have always been implied and accepted since the introduction of the F4C class, but not actually listed.

5. Some of the proposed deleted text in the present 6C.3.6.11 relates to aspects that were eventually not adopted in the present Sporting Code and contradict or duplicate the recently introduced final paragraph of this section.

ANNEX 6C – Judges’ Guide – F4C Radio Control - Flight

a)
6C.3.7. Optional Demonstrations -  UNITED KINGDOM


Amend 4th paragraph as follows:
Whilst a competitor may choose any of the optional manoeuvres listed, the following six manoeuvres, Options A (Chandelle), N (Overshoot), R (Flight in triangular circuit),    S (Flight in rectangular circuit), T (Flight in a straight line at constant height) and W (Wing Over) are intended for aircraft for which the original prototype had little or no aerobatic capability. 

These are aircraft designed with limited manoeuvrability where the original prototypes of which were restricted by the manufacturer or licensing government agency. 

Examples are:

Pioneer and early aircraft (pre 1915)

Purpose designed reconnaissance and bomber aircraft (note: this does not include fighter aircraft later adapted for reconnaissance duties or fighter/bombers where the designer intended an aerobatic capability)

Touring aircraft

Passenger and cargo aircraft

Military transports
(See also 6C.3.6.11. Realism in flight / choice of options).

A - ............Chandelle

N - ............Overshoot

R - ............Flight in triangular circuit

S - ............Flight in rectangular circuit

T - ............Flight in a straight line at constant height

W - ............Wingover 60°

Reasons:  Rule clarification.


1.  The criteria detailing those aircraft eligible for “non-aerobatic” status is presently listed only in the Judges’ Guide section of the F4C rules.

2. It is essential that this information be also included in the main rules section as these are fundamental requirements when determining optional demonstrations which are an essential part of F4C competition.   Paragraph 6.3.7. “Optional Demonstrations” should therefore be the appropriate main reference.

3. Given the above, the appropriate cross reference within the Judges’ Guide must become 6C.3.7 “Optional Demonstrations”, not the existing 6C.3.6.11 “Realism in Flight”.

4. The list of “non-aerobatic” aircraft types is broadened to specifically included machines from the early days of aviation and purpose built reconnaissance aircraft; these have always been implied and accepted since the introduction of the F4C class, but not actually listed.

5. Some of the proposed deleted text in the present 6C.3.6.11 relates to aspects that were eventually not adopted in the present Sporting Code and contradict or duplicate the recently introduced final paragraph of this section.

b)
6C.3.6.11. Realism in Flight -  UNITED KINGDOM

Amend as follows:
Choice of options.................................................................... K = 12

This final item should be discussed by all judges ………….. The judges should attempt to arrive at an agreed score for this item.

The optional manoeuvres chosen should demonstrate the best possible flight profile of the original prototype as if it were performing a full size air display.

Some original prototypes would have little or no aerobatic capability. These are aircraft designed with limited manoeuvrability where the original prototypes of which were restricted by the manufacturer or licensing government agency. Examples are touring aircraft, passenger and cargo aircraft and heavy military transports and bombers. The optional manoeuvres listed below are included under 6.3.7. to cater for such subjects. These aircraft should still be considered for high marks in this section if the performance of the original prototype genuinely limits them to such manoeuvres. Conversely, if aircraft with greater manoeuvrability and performance choose these options when the original prototype would be capable of much more, then low marks should be awarded in this section.

A.........- Chandelle

N.........- Overshoot

R.........- Flight in triangular circuit

S.........- Flight in rectangular circuit

T .........- Flight in a straight line at constant height

W........- Wingover 

Judges should award a full 10 marks to those competitors who choose all 5 optional manoeuvres that are appropriate to the prototype, whether these be aerobatic or not. Should any of the optional manoeuvres be considered inappropriate (see 6.3.7 / 6C.3.7.)  they should deduct 2 marks for each and every manoeuvre that is considered to be so.
Reasons:  Rule clarification.


1.  The criteria detailing those aircraft eligible for “non-aerobatic” status is presently listed only in the Judges’ Guide section of the F4C rules.

2. It is essential that this information be also included in the main rules section as these are fundamental requirements when determining optional demonstrations which are an essential part of F4C competition.   Paragraph 6.3.7. “Optional Demonstrations” should therefore be the appropriate main reference.

3. Given the above, the appropriate cross reference within the Judges’ Guide must become 6C.3.7 “Optional Demonstrations”, not the existing 6C.3.6.11 “Realism in Flight”.

4. The list of “non-aerobatic” aircraft types is broadened to specifically included machines from the early days of aviation and purpose built reconnaissance aircraft; these have always been implied and accepted since the introduction of the F4C class, but not actually listed.

5. Some of the proposed deleted text in the present 6C.3.6.11 relates to aspects that were eventually not adopted in the present Sporting Code and contradict or duplicate the recently introduced final paragraph of this section.

c)
6C.3.6.11. Realism in Flight -  NORWAY

Replace the paragraph (page 71) starting with: Judges should award …….. with the following paragraph:

Judges should take into account the overall appeal and presentation of the chosen options, awarding higher marks in this section for more ambitious manoeuvres. It is expected that most competitors should score quite highly in this section, provided appropriate flying options are chosen. A default mark of “7” is recommended leaving a possible additional “3” marks for manoeuvres that fully demonstrates all aspects of the prototype’s performance envelope.

Reason: The present paragraph  is contradictory to the paragraph on the previous page (70) stating: The optional manoeuvres chosen should demonstrate the best possible flight profile of the original prototype as if it were performing a full size air display. 

Further this paragraph is understood by the competitors and team managers to give an automatic “10” score if the airplane just is capable of doing the manoeuvre, regardless of the quality of the performance and the composition of the display. At the recent European Championship this was demonstrated to the full extent. All who completed a flight got a score of “10” in this section. We were also informed that some considered it to be an automatic “10” just when the chosen manoeuvres had been written on the score sheet but not even needed to be flown if the flight ended short for any reason..

VOLUME F5  -  R.C. ELECTRIC POWERED

MODEL AIRCRAFT

SECTION 4C - MODEL AIRCRAFT - F5, ELECTRIC POWERED

Part Five - Technical Regulations for Radio Controlled Contests

5.5.3. CLASS F5A – Electric Powered Aerobatics Model Aircraft

a)
5.5.3.1. General - SUBCOMMITTEE

 

Amend as follows:

a)  Definition

These rules for contests with electric powered aerobatic model aircraft will use the advantages and peculiarities of the electric powered propulsion.  Those contests could take place near settlements p. e. on sport fields and recreation areas or in halls, hangars and other buildings. 

General rules 5.5.1 and Contest rules 5.5.2 are applicable except otherwise stated.

 

b)   Model aircraft specifications

Maximum weight       Outdoor: 3.0 kg

     


  Indoor:    0.3 kg 

Reason: Suggestion for the rise of the attractiveness from F5A with smaller, lighter and cheaper aerobatic model aircrafts especially also for juniors.

 

 

 

 b)
5.5.3.2.  Organization of F5A Contests - SUBCOMMITTEE

 


Amend as follows:

b)         Number of Flights

Competitors will have at least three preliminary flights with the same schedule.  If more than two flights are flown, the lowest score will be discarded. The top ten on or the first third of the competitors of ranking list, which ever is less, after the three preliminary rounds, will fly in addition one final. The final round consists of one music compulsory freestyle flight.

d) 
Course Layout

The course layout depends on the size of contest site and consists of a box of 110 by 75 by 75 m  150 x 150 x 150 meter maximum and 100 x 100 x 100 meter minimum  .  The  competitor while flying must stay in the middle of base b of the box on the spectators side.  Judges must seat 3 to 5 meters behind the competitor.  Base b is also the safety line.  The landing field is 25 to 50 m 50 to 100 m long, 5 8 to 10 m wide and parallel to base b. The course layout in halls and hangars goes by the possibilities of the building.

 

Reason: The 110 by 75 by 75  m box permits us flying and carrying out competitions in football stadiums. For the attractiveness a freestyle program is integrated in addition.

   c)
5.5.3.3  Schedule of  manoeuvres - SUBCOMMITTEE

Amend as follows: 

b)  Execution of  manoeuvres

Each (centre) manoeuvre must be performed approximately between 25 and 75  50 and 120 meters in front of the competitor (indoor ca. 5 m).

 

Reason: The 110 by 75 by 75  m box permits us flying and carrying out competitions in football stadiums. For the attractiveness a freestyle program is integrated in addition.

 

 

            

d)
5.5.3.4  Judging - SUBCOMMITTEE

 


Amend as follows:

 

b)         Marking System

Each flight may be awarded by each judge with marks between 0 and 10 as follows: 

See ANNEX 9.
 

 

Reason: As a consequence of replacing the former final schedule by a freestyle program.

 

 

 

 
e)

5.5.3.5 B  Catalogue of manoeuvres - SUBCOMMITTEE

 


Amend as follows:

Add the following manoeuvre (see ANNEX 10)
	7a
	Knife edge flight circle
	K 6
	Knife edge flight eight
	K 7
	Knife edge flight looping
	K 8
	Knife edge flight horizontal or vertical eight
	K 9


 

 

Reason: To up-to-date the programme.
 

 
5.5.5. CLASS F5C – ELECTRIC POWERED HELICOPTERS
  

 a)
5.5.5.3  General Characteristics of R/C Electric Powered Helicopters

- SUBCOMMITTEE

 


Amend as follows:

5.5.5.3  General Characteristics of R/C Electric Powered Helicopters

a)  AREA:  The swept area of the lifting rotor cannot exceed 300 dm2.  For helicopters with multiple rotors whose rotor shafts are more than one rotor diameter apart the total swept area of both rotors cannot exceed 300 dm2.  For helicopters with multiple rotors whose shafts are less than one rotor diameter apart the swept area of both rotors ( counting the area of superposition only once) cannot exceed 300 dm2.

 

a) Max. rotor diameter  Outdoor: 1.10 m

                                          Indoor:   0.75 m

Reason: Suggestion for the rise of the attractiveness from F5C with smaller, lighter and cheaper helicopters especially also for juniors.

 

5.5.6 CLASS F5D  ELECTRIC  POWERED  PYLON  RACING  MODEL AIRCRAFT

 

 

a)
5.5.6.2 Technical Specifications - SUBCOMMITTEE

Amend as follows:

 (...)

b.) Battery

Battery is limited by either weight or number of cells.

Type of battery....................NiCd or NiMH

o Maximum weight…..……425 g incl. soldering, insulations, cables and connectors.

o Maximum number of only cylindrical cells....... 7; maximum size .……1/1 SubC

Definition of SubC size:

Maximum diameter: 24 mm

Maximum length (including pole): 45 mm

Reason: Clarification. „SubC“ industrial standard is not 24x45mm. The phrase can be deleted. 

b)
5.5.6.3 Safety Rules - SUBCOMMITTEE

Amend as follows:

 (...)

b) Pilot and helper have to stay inside of the pylon course from the first drop of the starter's flag until the last model of the heat has finished the race or has left the pylon course flight path.

Reason: Safety. It is mandatory that pilot and helper/caller are both inside of the pylon course during the race. If the helper is positioned far away from starting line the model is endangering the other competitors by close passing. In addition the helper himself is in danger when crossing pylon #2-#3 basis during the race to reach the caller position close to his pilot.

After the race pilot and helper are allowed to leave the pylon course for landing procedure. Sometimes this is necessary, e.g. on the FAI Electricflight World Championships 2004 (York) because of a special landing site outside of the pylon course.

********

VOLUME F6 – AIRSPORTS PROMOTION CLASSES

6.4. CLASS F6D – Hand Thrown Gliders

a)
6.4.6. Organisation of rounds – CZECH REPUBLIC

Amend the wording of subparagraph starting with “At final…” as follows:

<At final eight pilots fly in one group. All pilots with non zero score proceed to the following round. Usually the number of pilots is reduced by one at each consecutive round, so that at the last round only two pilots compete for the total winner. If at some round all pilots get zero or maximum score the round is repeated>. 

Reason: The proposed modification was tried at some air-shows and found to be more interesting for spectators than the original flying.

b)
6.4.7. Final score – CZECH REPUBLIC

Change the paragraph “6.4.7 Final score” to

6.4.7. 
Total winner

<The winner is the pilot with best result from the last round at which two pilots were flying. The third place gets the pilot who has been flying in the last but one round...>

Reason: The proposed modification was tried at some air-shows and found to be more interesting for spectators than the original flying.

c)
6.4.8. Tasks – CZECH REPUBLIC

Add a new paragraph 6.4.8.3 to the list of tasks 

6.4.8.3.
Task for final rounds

All competitors of a group must launch their model aircraft simultaneously, within 3 seconds. The signal for launching comprises from three short beeps each second and a continuous tone lasting three seconds. During continuous tone the model aircraft has to leave the hand of the pilot. Releasing the model earlier or later results in zero score for this flight. Maximum flight time is 3 minutes. 

When the first model lands or at three minutes flight time a thirty seconds interval starts. All models must land within these thirty seconds.  

Zero score gets pilot whose model landed first, who released his model before or after the three seconds interval for launching, pilot whose model landed outside the landing area or landed after the thirty seconds interval.

Reason: The proposed modification was tried at some air-shows and found to be more interesting for spectators than the original flying.

********

VOLUME SM – SPACE MODELS

Part Four - General Rules for International Contests

Annex 3 – Space Models World Cup 

a)
4. Points Allocation – SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO

Delete three underlined titles  and strikethrough text which follows  the title For S4A, S6A and S9A:

Points are to be allocated to competitors at each contest according to their placing and results as given in the following formula below :
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where:   B = points awarded to the competitor


         X = competitors score


        Max = 3 x180 = 540 – total  maximum flight time points for three flights in a class,


        A = number of competitors


        N = placing of competitor.
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where:   B = points awarded to the competitor


         X = competitors score


         Y = winners score


         A = number of competitors

                                     N = placing of competitor.

Points are awarded only to competitors completing at least one flight in the contest.

In the event of a tie for any placing, all competitors with that placing receive the number of points appropriate to that placing, rounding up the score to the nearest whole number of points.
Reason:   Proposal is to use the same formula for all Space Models World Cup Classes instead of a different formula for duration classes. Reason is for fraction X/Max, which take into account competitor’s points vs Max points for  classes S4A, S6A and S9A depends very much on weather conditions – not on skill of the competitor. Formula used for scale models and RC gliders so far, takes into account fraction X/Y i.e. relation of competitor’s points vs. winner points which gives much more objective results which are not so much subjected to weather conditions. This is very important for WCup events where we have a series of events flown in very different weather conditions.

b) 5. Classification – SUBCOMMITTEE.

 Add at the end of the paragraph:

 

<No more than two World Cup competitions per country shall be organized unless the particular country extends over three or more time zones, when two competitions per a time zone may be organized. The better score per a time zone counts>.

 

Reason: To encourage big countries like USA, Russia, China etc. to organize WCup contests and to allow their competitors to score points without travelling to very distant locations, which shall contribute to more uniform development of spacemodelling in the world.

 

Annex 4 – Space Models International Ranking 

a) 5. Points Allocation – SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO

Delete  the strikethrough text:

Points are allocated as follows:

For classes S3A, S4A, S6A and S9A:
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For classes S1B, S5C, S7 and S8E/P:
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B = points awarded to the competitor

Max = 3 x 180 = 540 – total  maximum flight time points for three flights in a class for classes S4A, S6A and S9A, but  it is 3x300=900 sec for class S3A,

X = competitors score

Y = winners score

A = number of competitors

N = placing of competitor.

K = ranking factor of a contest where for:

- World Championships
K = 2

- Continental Championships
K = 1.5

- World Cups
K = 1

- Open Internationals not World Cup
K = 0.75

Reason: Proposal is to use the same formula for all Space Models International Ranking Classes instead of a different formula for duration classes S3A, S4A, S6A and S9A:. Reason is for fraction X/Max, which take into account competitor’s points vs Max points for  classes S3A, S4A, S6A and S9A depends very much on weather conditions – not on skill of the competitor. Formula used for scale models and RC gliders so far, takes into account fraction X/Y i.e. relation of competitor’s points vs. winner points which gives much more objective results which are not so much subjected to weather conditions. This is very important for Space Models International Ranking events where we have a series of events flown in very different weather conditions.

b) 6. Classification – SUBCOMMITTEE. 
Change point b) to read:

 

b) Only one competition of the same rank for the same class may be counted from each country in Europe or per a time zone for coutries extending over three or more time zones (taking better score for any European country or a time zone in which he had scored in two competitions).
 

Reason: To encourage big countries like USA, Russia, China etc. to organize more contests apearing on the FAI Contest Calendar and to allow their competitors to score points without travelling to very distant locations, which shall contribute to more uniform development of spacemodelling in the world.

*******
9)
ELECTIONS.

10)
WORLD AND CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS.

WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS

	YEAR
	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2007
	F1A, F1B, F1C
	
	UKRAINE

	
	F1E (Seniors and Juniors)
	
	ROMANIA

	
	F3A
	
	ARGENTINA

	
	F3B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3C
	
	POLAND

	
	F3D 
	
	USA


	YEAR
	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2008
	F1A, F1B, F1P Juniors
	Serbia and Montenegro (firm)

Ukraine (firm)

Poland (firm)
	

	
	F1D (Seniors and Juniors)
	Romania (firm)

Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	

	
	F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D

(Seniors and Juniors)
	France (firm)

Poland (firm)
	

	
	F3J (Seniors and Juniors)
	South Africa (firm)

Poland (firm)

Turkey (firm)
	

	
	F4B, F4C
	South Africa (firm)
	

	
	F5B, F5D
	Offers  invited
	

	
	SPACE MODELS

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Czech Republic (firm)
	


	YEAR
	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2009
	F1A, F1B, F1C
	Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	

	
	F1E (Seniors and Juniors)
	Romania (firm)
	

	
	F3A
	Poland (firm)
	

	
	F3B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3D 
	Germany (firm)

Sweden (tentative)
	


	YEAR
	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2010
	F1A, F1B, F1P Juniors
	Offers invited
	

	
	F1D (Seniors and Juniors)
	Romania (firm)
	

	
	F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Hungary (firm)

Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	

	
	F3J (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F4B, F4C
	Poland (firm)
	

	
	F5B, F5D
	Offers  invited
	

	
	SPACE MODELS

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Poland (firm)

Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	


	YEAR
	WORLD CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2011
	F1A, F1B, F1C
	Poland (firm)
	

	
	F1E (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3A
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3D 
	Offers invited
	


CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS

	YEAR
	CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2007
	F1A, F1B, F1P Juniors
	
	SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO

	
	F1D (Seniors and Juniors)
	
	SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO

	
	F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D 

(Seniors and Juniors)
	
	SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO

	
	F3J  (Seniors and Juniors)
	
	SLOVAKIA

	
	F4B, F4C
	
	UKRAINE

	
	F5B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F5D
	
	GERMANY

	
	SPACE MODELS

(Seniors and Juniors)
	
	SLOVAKIA


	YEAR
	CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2008
	F1A, F1B, F1C
	Romania (firm)

Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	

	
	F1E (Seniors and Juniors)
	Slovakia (firm)
	

	
	F3A
	Italy (firm)

Poland (firm)

Russia (firm)
	

	
	F3B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3C
	France (firm)
	

	
	F3D
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3A Asian-Oceanic 
	Offers invited
	


	YEAR
	CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2009
	F1A, F1B, F1P Juniors
	Romania (firm)

Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	

	
	F1D (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited


	

	
	F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D 

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3J  (Seniors and Juniors)
	Poland (firm)

Turkey (tentative)
	

	
	F4B, F4C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F5B, F5D
	Offers invited
	

	
	SPACE MODELS

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Serbia and Montenegro (firm)
	


	YEAR
	CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2010
	F1A, F1B, F1C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F1E (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3A
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3B
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3D
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3A Asian-Oceanic 
	Offers invited
	


	YEAR
	CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS
	BIDS FROM
	AWARDED TO

	2011
	F1A, F1B, F1P Juniors
	Poland (firm)
	

	
	F1D (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited


	

	
	F2A, F2B, F2C, F2D 

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F3J  (Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	

	
	F4B, F4C
	Offers invited
	

	
	F5B, F5D
	Offers invited
	

	
	SPACE MODELS

(Seniors and Juniors)
	Offers invited
	


11)
ANY OTHER BUSINESS.

12)
NEXT CIAM MEETINGS.

*************

ANNEXES TO THE AGENDA OF THE 2006 PLENARY MEETING

	Annex 1
	FAI Code of Ethics

	Annex 2
	2005 World Championship Reports

	Annex 3
	2005 Subcommittees and Technical Secretary Reports

	Annex 4
	2005 World Cup Reports

	Annex 5
	2005 Trophy Report

	Annex 6 
	FAI-CIAM Medals and Diplomas: consideration of nominations

	Annex 7
	Class F3M: new dimensions, proposal from France

	Annex 8
	Class F3M: new known schedules, proposal from France

	Annex 9
	Class F5A: new marking system, proposal from F5 Subcommittee

	Annex 10
	Class F5A: new manoeuvre, proposal from F5 Subcommittee


************************

DEFERRED SECTION   -   DEFERRED SECTION  -  DEFERRED SECTION

DEFERRED SECTION
This section contains all proposals received by the FAI Office according to rules A.6 and A.7, but not eligible to be voted on at the 2006 Plenary Meeting: rule A.12 applies. They are presented here for information and discussion. 

Volume F1
3.1.2. RUSSIA

Maximum length of launching cable loaded by 5 kg …… 40 m

Reason(s) :The  current characteristics of the model are enough high. Decreasing of the start condition  permit to decrease duration of flight and to improve timekeeping because of less distance. It is very important, particularly in flyoff when it is deciding  first places.

Modern F1A model can fly without thermal activity about 5 min. If take into consideration wind speed 4 m/s (less than average in flyoff) then we get distance about 1200 m from start place to the end of flight. There are not too many fields for free flight which permit such flight without any barrier.  It is obvious the timekeeping condition is better if the  distance is less at the same other conditions.

3.2.2. RUSSIA

Minimum weight of model aircraft less motor(s) ………….205 g

Maximum weight of motor(s) lubricated……………………..25 g

Reason(s) : The  current characteristics of the model are enough high. Decreasing of the start condition  permit to decrease duration of flight and to improve timekeeping because of less distance. It is very important, particularly in flyoff when it is deciding  first places. Modern F1B model can fly without thermal activity about 7 min. If take into consideration wind speed 4 m/s (less than average in flyoff) then we get distance about 1700 m from start place to the end of flight. There are not too many fields for free flight which permit such flight without any barrier.  It is obvious the timekeeping condition is better if the  distance is less at the same other conditions.

3.3.2. RUSSIA

Maximum duration of motor run: ……………4 seconds from release of model.

Reason(s) : The  current characteristics of the model are enough high. Decreasing of the start condition  permit to decrease duration of flight and to improve timekeeping because of less distance. It is very important, particularly in flyoff when it is deciding  first places.

Modern F1C model can fly without thermal activity till 10 min. If take into consideration wind speed 4 m/s (less than average in flyoff) then we get distance about 2400 m from start place to the end of flight. There are not too many fields for free flight which permit such flight without any barrier.  It is obvious the timekeeping condition is better if the  distance is less at the same other conditions.

5.3.  CLASS F3B  -  THERMAL SOARING MODEL AIRCRAFT



a)
5.3.1.7 Cancellation of a Flight and Disqualification - GERMANY
b) deleted (see proposal 5.3.1.9. “Penalties”)

c) becomes b)

d) becomes c)

e) becomes d)

f) deleted (see proposal 5.3.1.9. “Penalties”)

g) deleted (see proposal 5.3.1.9. “Penalties”)

Reason: Clarification. This changes are necessary because some items concerning 5.3.1.7. “Cancellation of a Flight and Disqualification” are now listed in 5.3.1.9. “Penalties”.

b)
5.3.1.7. Cancellation of a Flight and Disqualification - GERMANY


Amend paragraph b) as follows:

b) The flight in progress is annulled if the model aircraft loses any part during the launch or the whole flight. The losing of ……..

Reason: Only in task A-Duration the launch is directly followed by the flight-time. In the tasks B-Distance and C-Speed the flight-time starts later, that means that there is a not defined time-gap in which the model aircraft also should not lose any part. 

c)
5.3.1.10. Safety Rules - GERMANY

The organiser must clearly mark.......

Except in the circumstances..........

.....there are penalties for the following listed infractions:

a) The pilot gets 100 points penalty if his model aircraft comes in contact with any object (earth, car, stick, plant, line, etc.) in the safety area. 

b) The pilot gets 200 points penalty if his model aircraft comes in contact with a person in the safety area.

c) The pilot gets 200 points penalty if the pulley comes loose from its mounting support or the turn around device is torn out of the ground.

d) The pilot gets 200 points penalty if any part of the winch (excluded parts of the line) are ejected during its operation.

e) The pilot gets 200 points penalty if during the timed flight in task C is sighted by means of an optical aid that any part of his model aircraft has crossed the safety line.

f) The pilot gets 100 points penalty if during the flight in progress the model aircraft loses any part during the launch or the whole flight. The losing of …….. 

The penalty (penalties) will be a deducted from the competitors final score and shall be listed on the score sheet of the round in which the penalty was given.

Reason: All safety relevant infractions should be penalized by the same kind of penalty. That means that all penalties should be considered in the final result; there should be no opportunity to discard these penalty (penalties) if more than 5 rounds are flown.

d)
5.3.2.5. Task C-Speed - GERMANY

Delete the last sentence of paragraph h).

<The flight is annulled if, when sighted …….>

Reason: This changes are necessary because this fact is now listed in 5.3.1.9. “Penalties”.
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