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ARTICLES 

Presidents Column 

By Jean Claude Weber, CIA President

After another year of intensive travelling all around the world to participate in, or to help organise/stage many ballooning events, I realise, once again, that the most successful events are not necessarily FAI/CIA, or even NAC  sanctioned. Nothing new so far.

It seems that the only events that wish to have a sanction are those that absolutely need one, like World- or Continental Championships. Most the rest do not really see an interest in obtaining a sanction, because (I was told by an event organiser) the sanction does not really “add value” to the events. Is this really so? I am afraid these organisers have never been made to realise that in the long run the “added value” will simply be the fact that they will still be allowed to organise their event. As event organisers (for any activity, not limited to air sports) have learnt to their own dismay, financial and regulative limitations, imposed by our ever so “caring” authorities, are very difficult to get out of the way if you do not have some very good reasons. One of the best reasons is obviously that our activities are “sporting” activities and that we operate within the frame of the international sports movement, with the support of the IOC and International Sports Federations. This is an argument not easily ignored by those in power, and it is certainly more effective than arguments invoking economic reasons. Up to now, I have not met a politician lobbying to close a soccer field or a tennis court, but I have met some who have really pushed to close airfields and to prevent our events from happening. I do not say that I believe that we will be allowed anything in the name of “sport”, but I am convinced that it will be a lot more difficult for anybody to fight a “sporting” event than a “Fiesta” event.

The reason why I bring this up at all is simply because I see a vital need for all of us to defend our air sports persons interests by encouraging ballooning event organisers to have their events sanctioned by FAI/CIA or their NAC. This will make them a lot more “defendable” in the future. If to achieve this we must change our sanctioning processes or our Sporting Code, so be it. Let’s face it, if we do not help ourselves, nobody else will. It is our Commission’s responsibility, and each individual delegate’s, to work not only to contribute on “how” we can enjoy our sport, but more important, to contribute to make sure that we can enjoy it at all. It would be fantastic if we could, in the near future, have at least one FAI/CIA sanctioned event in every CIA delegate’s home country. Realistic goal or dream? In the mean time, I would like to congratulate and thank all event organisers who chose to “add value” to their event by having a sanctioned event.

Our Secretary is actively preparing our next Plenary meeting in Dmitrov, and you will find some detailed information in this Newsletter. Dmitrov is a nice place to have our meeting, and Yuri and the local balloonists are going to great length to welcome us. I hope that we will meet there in great numbers and that we will have a good and productive meeting. As you will see from the Agenda (to be published by the end of December), some very interesting and important developments will have to be discussed in Dmitrov.

JC Weber



_________________________________________

FAI General Conference 2005

Report By The CIA President

The FAI was founded in Paris in 1905, on the 14th October. It was therefore inevitable that the Centenary Conference had to take place in Paris on the same date 100 years later. The French National Aero Club, organiser of the Conference, made every effort to make it happen in style, and organised several ceremonies at the Senate, the Hôtel de Ville and the Le Bourget Museum.

The working sessions of the GC Conference took two days and the time between meetings was put to good use to discuss ballooning and its major concerns with NACs and other delegates. Of the 30 points on the agenda, the following relevant issues are to be reported:

President’s report

During the discussion of the President’s report, members’ rights were extensively discussed. Your president reminded the delegates that not only have the members rights, but that they also have obligations and that he felt that not many members realised this.

ICAO Report

Mary Anne Stevens, balloonist, competitor and president of the Canadian NAC, as well as past chairperson of the Canadian Ballooning Association, has been appointed FAI representative with ICAO in Montreal. I believe FAI could not have chosen a more dedicated and competent person.

Finances

FAI finances are stable and sound, but lack new revenue which is exclusively limited to member subscriptions. As usual, several FAI members questioned the wisdom to leave  the ASC to manage their own finances. Again as usual, the ASC presidents strongly opposed any move to leave the financial management of their respective Commission to the FAI Executive Board.

Statutes and By-Laws

The General Conference adopted a new statute recognising the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS) in Lausanne as the highest authority to deal with appeals.

The GC also adopted a new By-Law to allow that the Montgolfier Diploma may be awarded to the same individual or team more than once, but not in the same category.

Your president was re-elected president of the FAI Statutes Working Group.

On-Line-Competition

Based on a report from the FAI OLC Working Group, the GC decided to charge the FAI EB to continue its integration efforts with Rainer Rose’s OLC system.

2006 General Conference

The next GC will take place in Santiago de Chile in October 2006.

The full GC minutes will be made available on the FAI website.

Prior to the General Conference, your president participated in the CASI and the Air Sport Commission Presidents meetings, assisted by the French CIA delegate, Martine Besnainou, also now an FAI Vice-President for France. 

1. CASI

During the year the CASI secretary had produced a considerable amount of papers, all dealing with “suggested” General Section changes and presented to the CASI with the meeting agenda. Many of his proposals were of trivial nature and did not seem to directly affect Section One but, unable to check each and every proposal for implications, I chose to oppose the “package” because of a manifest lack of available study- and discussion time. The meeting followed my proposal to shelve this issue.

The future structure and mission of CASI was discussed and the meeting heard some very interesting statements from different quarters. As CASI has ten NAC appointed members and 10 ASC delegated members, it is obvious that their views and interest do not always match. This discussion was an effort to re-focus CASI on its basic mission to deal with the more general promotion and development of air sports and to leave the mostly technical aspects of its present work to the specialised Air Sport Commissions, where more expertise and experience can be found and put to better use than in CASI. The President proposed, and the meeting decided, to create a Working Group to re-define CASI’s profile and mission. I would like to encourage CIA delegates to contact their respective NAC CASI delegates in this respect. (Australia, Czech Republic, France, Germany, Poland, Russia, Sweden, Switzerland, Spain and the USA).

CASI adopted CIACA’s (amateur built) proposal for a new Sporting Code Section 13 – Solar powered aeroplanes. CIACA being a technical commission with no sporting powers, the new Sporting Code will stay under CASI’s responsibility but will be maintained by CIACA.

CASI also adopted a CIACA proposal to specifically identify (where possible) amateur-built aircraft in all FAI records documentation, except for aero-models. This initiative does not try to establish a new records category or to change existing records, it is simply a matter of information for CIACA. 

CASI adopted a General Section modification to clarify para. 8.1.3.6.4 – Change of Representation:

After a person has represented a country in a First Category event, that person must not represent another country in a First Category event during the entire two calendar years (1 January to 31 December) following the calendar year in which the person represented the preceding country.

GS para 6.8.4 was also modified to allow “telephone” notice for preliminary record claims, in addition to “written” notice.

The FAI Secretary General had proposed, for clarification purposes, new wording re. GS 3.7.2  and 8.1.3.6 - Competitors rights of representation. This document was not discussed during the meeting and no decisions were made. However, the CASI secretary felt that the document had been implicitly adopted and that therefore new wording (highly contentious) could be implemented immediately. I vehemently opposed this view in the second CASI meeting (after the GC) and obtained a moratorium until the end of this year to study the document and to propose changes.

The outgoing president (Sandy Pimenof, Finland) and secretary (Ian Strachan, UK) were not re-elected, and the CASI Bureau for 2005/2006 consists of Henry Lindholm (Sweden) president, Art Greenfield (USA) and Tor Johannessen (Norway) vice-presidents, and Thierry Villey (France) secretary.

The full CASI minutes are available at http://www.fai.org/casi/meetings/
2. Air Sport Commission Presidents meeting
This rather informal meeting, chaired by the FAI president, discussed the following relevant issues:

a) 
On-Line-Competition

FAI has signed a Declaration of Intent with the company of Rainer Rose (OLC) in Germany in order to combine efforts to rapidly be in a position to offer on-line-competitions to FAI air sports. (note: CIA has a WG presently working with OLC, trying to have an on-line-competition scheme ready for the CIA Plenary in March next year)

b) 
FAI Organiser Agreement

It was agreed by all that FAI Organiser Agreements must have been signed by the concerned parties BEFORE a sanction can be granted by the concerned Air Sport Commission. This to prevent organisers trying to re-negotiate the terms of the OA when they have obtained the sanction.

c) 
(World) Air Games

It was agreed that, in absence of a consistent FAI effort to get the Air Games project going again, in the mean time ASCs should make every effort to encourage organisation of “mixed” regional air sports events.

______________________________________

Aluminium Propane Tanks

Reuse of the aluminium gas tanks of the manufacturer Worthington for the operation of hot-air balloons

(Document received on November 8, 2005 from DFSV CIA delegate Uwe Schneider)

During a discussion about the gas tanks of hot-air balloons and their road transport held at the beginning of 2004, the German Ministry of Transport explained to the German Free Balloon Sports Association (DFSV) that the aluminium gas tanks were not covered by any exemption provision with regard to road transport. With the transfer of the law on pressure tanks to European regulations, national special provisions which have been valid so far could not be applied anymore either.

To eliminate this legally questionable condition, the Technical Control Association was commissioned to carry out a design check of the aluminium gas tanks according to the regulation 99/36/EC. The standard DIN/EN 12 862 : 2000 was taken as basis.

With the certificate 01 202 322/W-040129-T, the Technical Control Association has determined with Europe-wide validity that   the gas tanks correspond to the required European directive, and each single item can be marked with the Pi-sign by each recognized European testing station during the next recurring examination. A copy of the certificate has to be presented in this connection.

The approval of the gas tanks in the aviation is not affected by this.

The gas tanks correspond to the European regulations then, and may be transported without restrictions on roads, provided that the ADR regulations are observed during the transport. This is not valid for all gas tanks made of chrome nickel steel which were manufactured prior to 1 July 2004. All gas tanks delivered after 1 July 2004 correspond to the regulation 99/36/EC. Special provisions apply to the use of gas tanks made of chrome nickel steel or titanium which were delivered prior to 1 July 2004. The gas tank manufacturers have to be asked about such special provisions.

The DFSV has incurred costs to the amount of approximately 10,000 Euro for these examinations of the aluminium gas tanks.

____________________________
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Observer-Less Competitions

A Giant Leap Forward Or A Retrograde Step?

By Lindsay Muir

This article started off as a report for the UK ballooning magazine (Aerostat) on the European Hot Air Balloon Championship recently held in Hungary but it turned into one pilot’s critical view of the observer-less, logger-only method of running a balloon competition.  It is not a criticism of how the Hungarians organised the event (which was generally very good) or a blow by blow account of how the British team faired (which wasn’t bad either).  Having written the article I thought it worth publicising it to other pilots, crewmembers, observers, official etc. as my concern is that the move to an observer-less competition is being made without any debate by those actively involved in our sport. I know that there are a number of pilots who are unhappy with the way things are going but I am not sure that their voice is being properly heard. While a debriefing session after an event does get some views aired, despite being a native English speaker I can still find it difficult to formulate a good response to a question. If you have a very poor grasp of English and relying on a translator I am sure that by the time you have worked out what the question was and come up with a reply the meeting has moved on to another topic.  Others have to rush off home and don’t have time to attend the meetings and I am sure that there is another group who do not feel that their opinions are worth making.  The general feeling appears to be that the move away from using observers is inevitable, I not sure that this is the case and I hope that this article will stimulate a debate.  If I am proved wrong I will shut up and find a new sport, if I am right at I will feel I have saved my sport.

The 2005 European Hot Air Balloon Championship was held in Debrecen, Hungary during the last week of May.  It was the first major international hot air balloon championship for years to be held without observers.  The event was to be scored using markers (within a 50-100m scoring radius) or loggers (outside this area).  It was to be a testing ground for future observer-less competitions.

It’s worth at this point explaining the how new way of competition flying is different from the old (tried and tested) way.  In the olden days you had an observer with each team who, as well as measuring markers, noted down whether or not you had driven across a crop field, crashed into another balloon or the ground and generally made sure you were behaving yourself.  On top of all this, they could be quite useful in the air as they were mainly into self-preservation and could be relied upon to warn you of imminent and life-threatening collisions.  You only got one of them at a time and you were expected to bring them back intact.  The idea of the tasks was to fly to a goal, target or point of reference and to drop a marker to record where you were.  The marker was important as, if you lost it you had no score on that task and possibly not on the next one either.  Dropping the marker is a skill which can be learnt; it can be released from 4000 ft and achieve a result of under 50m.  Obviously dropping a marker from as low as possible will give you a better chance of hitting the cross but in some conditions, if you chose to drop from height, it puts you in a better position for the next goal.  In my early days I was told that the most important thing was to drop the marker in the scoring area and/or where you can find it.  This is where the crew comes in; not only were they there to launch you into the air and retrieve you after the flight but they were essential as marker monitors.  Dropping a marker gives you instant feedback as to how well or bad you have done.  Dropping one badly one needs to be got over immediately so that you can concentrate on the next task.  Following a marker down to the ground from 2000 ft plus, whilst still flying the balloon and thinking about the next task requires practice and tests the general skills of the pilot.

In the new order of competition flying you get a Tupperware observer or two (GPS loggers) and a marker.  Loggers are very “1984” (George Orwell).  All they do is record things very accurately; they do not talk to you, offer you Polo mints, watch out for other balloons, help carry the balloon out of fields or push recalcitrant vehicles, they do not lend you balloons or give you a bed for the night.  With the new order of things you also get a marker but, and he’s the rub, in this competition your marker was only scored by the measuring team if it was within 100 or so metres of the target.  If it was outside that, you got a result but it was scored three dimensionally.  So, if one pilot dropped his marker from 4000 ft and got it inside the scoring area at 100m that was his result.  However, if another pilot also dropped his marker from 4000 ft but outside the area at 101m from the target, his result was about 1200m!  As a consequence of this you could end up with a whole pack of balloons dropping like a stone around the scoring area to get a good result while the rest of them are screaming back up again to fly on to the next target – safe or what!  This is in fact what happened in the very first flight – it was scary and I’ve done some scary things in the past.  It has been suggested that we should all be flying with parachutes – what would happen to the balloon when you bale out, will your parachute open in time from 500 feet for you to walk away with your body, mind and soul intact?

Using loggers means that new tasks can be introduced such as the box and the star (tell me, why do we need new tasks, we don’t use half the ones we’ve got at the moment).  Let’s take the star first.  This is just a Judge Declared Goal with an altitude.  So, instead of everyone looking where they are going, i.e. forward and towards the ground, they have their eyes glued to their instruments!  There is a potential problem with using a logger to score this task as they are only accurate to +/- 10 metres.  So there is the possibility of grouping results together and hence not being able to score pilots accurately.   While I did not do this task in anger in Hungary, I did have a practice at it and I thought it was incredibly dull.  You get an enormous amount of instant positive feedback from dropping a marker.  Flying at some imaginary point in the sky gave me the same sort of thrill as watching paint dry.  The idea of the box is to fly as far as possible within a given area in the sky.  This task had more potential than the star and we did have a go at one during the event (task 7).  My verdict on the box, - a rather non-committal, it was rather like “the curate’s egg” i.e. good in parts.

Using loggers means that there are some tasks you cannot do; particularly a Fly On.  The Fly On is a great task for pulling back a poor flight.  It involves lots of thought and decision making while you are still approaching a different goal. By excluding the Fly On from the list of available tasks you are excluding one of the best tasks for testing a pilot’s abilities.  The Fly On requires you to be able multi-task (perhaps that’s why, as a woman, I’m usually quite good at this task).  You have to fly the balloon to one goal whilst making decisions about a further task: you also have to work out the grid reference of the follow-on goal and write it correctly on the correct coloured marker you are about to drop, all while still watching out for other balloons.  I am sure many people moan about this task BUT it is like asking someone to pat their head and rub their stomach at the same time as reciting a poem and riding a unicycle – i.e. it genuinely tests a pilot’s flying skills to the limit.  Pilot Declared Goals can be done using loggers but only by using goals provided by the director.  By providing the pilot with a small list of goals you are again severely limiting the pilots of decision making.  The whole thing has been dumbed-down.

Back to the competition for real, which started with a triple Hesitation Waltz (tasks 1, 2, and 3).  The Hesitation Waltz requires little pre-flight decision; simple tasks to warm up on.  However, a look at the forecast weather indicated that to get good results on all tasks required you to fly at a height of at least 3000 ft (remember, if you miss the 100m scoring area you need to be near the ground to get a good result).  In reality you needed to fly at around 5000 ft to get to the goals.  After a plummet to the ground after the 2nd target, the 3rd could be reached by staying low.  This was a fairly scary flight to do and to watch, as there were a lot of balloons making rapid ascents and descents.  The next Hesitation Waltz (task 13) we did was a few days later when the forecast was for light and variable winds.  This task started off as being a double Pilot Declared Goal with a list of 9 targets to chose from.  This got dropped back to a single Hesitation Waltz where we could fly to any of the targets.  This flight started off with a lot of hanging around in the air (so to speak) while we waited for something to develop.  Scoring with loggers meant that if you did not get within 100m of one target you got a score but could hang on to the marker in case you later got close to another target.  There is no doubt that some pilots accomplished a degree of skilful flying during the flight e.g. Mike Howard with a very impressive 15cm drop.  However, I am sure that there was also a more lot of luck involved than would have happened if pilots had to decide when to drop a marker.

The Hare & Hounds task was rather overused during the event (perhaps the director was also bored and just wanted a flight).  The first time it popped up was the first evening flight (task 4) which in all honesty I can’t remember much about except that the retrieve was “interesting”!  It reared it ugly head again a few days later when Mathijs De Bruijn set a triple Hare & Hounds (tasks 10, 11, 12) in light and variable winds (he dropped the Land Run task!).  This was a morning flight set from the airfield to the south of Debrecen.  I was a little surprised to see that the Hare balloon was cold inflating before the last team had made it on to the airfield!  The first task went OK with nearly half the pack scoring under 20 m (cracking result of 1.5 m from Marcus Green to win the task) but as the Hare had a good 10-15 minutes head start on the earliest balloons things went downhill after that.  The average distance from the second target was nearly 500 m by which time a large number of balloons had either run out of time or gas or both and could not make the final target. .  Once again, there were a number of balloons going up and down rather fast.  One shot past me on its way up (I was at about 5000 ft), close enough for me to have touched his envelope with my hand.  Needless to say my language following this incident did not set a good example to my 10-year old daughter.    At least the crew at last had something to do as they set off to follow the Hare to radio back it’s landing positions to up pilots.  Given the state of the roads it’s a miracle that found the Hare’s second landing site at all.

Flight number 3 resulted in rather a lot of unrest, although I though the Land Run task was well set.  This should be taken as a complement as I have 4 protests in my career and half have involved the Land Run task.  The director had a originally set a quadruple task but decided to drop the 1st and 3rd tasks to leave a Judge Declared Goal (task 5) and Land Run (task 6).  The idea of the Land Run task is to make as big a triangle as possible within given parameters (after much thought and discussion amongst the crew they decided that it should be an equilateral triangle).  The trouble with this flight was that after taking off from the common launch field we all went south instead of north-east towards the JDG.  After a comment from one of Mike’s crew on the progress of a very high balloon, Crispin and I climbed to nearly 9000 ft and found a wind heading in the right direction.  As we had climbed early and quickly in the flight we had time to manoeuvre to the first target before starting the Land Run task.  Others, not so lucky, had already passed easting 4000 (the start of the Land Run task) before they knew what was happening.  Many pilots complained that the start of the second task was put far too close to the first target.  The Land Run task was only scored with the loggers.  However, if we had used markers we could have declared our own to start this task (and not where the software made it) and could have had a second go at the first goal before proceeding with the next task.

The final flight was a bit of a pain (Fly In – the only one of the competition, Hesitation Waltz – what again? followed by a Judge Declared Goal).  Unusually enough for the Fly In we drove to a potential launch site, inflated the balloon and took off (without driving several times around the countryside only to come back to the place we first thought of).  First task OK, second task was either stay at ground level and miss the target by some distance or climb up and miss it by some distance (remember the hypotenuse scoring).  The final target required you to once again climb back up to several thousand feet.  Most balloons landed on the airfield where the final target was set and it was extraordinary to have taken off, flown three tasks and landed by 06:15 in the morning.

Game over and Uwe Schneider (Germany) was declared European Champion 2005 having pipped Zoltan Nemeth (Hungary) into second place at the very last moment.  Josef Llado Costa (Spain – these Ultra Magic balloons really are very good) taking 3rd place.  Despite having no team co-ordinator the Brits worked very well together and were ALL in the top half of the field.

At the end of the competition there was a debriefing session and I was surprised to see how many pilots turned up to this one (many, many more than did following the worlds in 2004).  There appeared to be a lot of unease about the “new order” of competition flying.  While the pilots overwhelmingly voted that loggers are the way forward I’m not quite sure that people, who’s first language is not English, might not have misinterpreted the question and think that loggers are inevitably the way things are going to go.  Undoubtedly loggers have made things easier; you no longer have to spend hours taping a marker 500 metres out of a scrubby field measuring as far as you can east followed by as far as you can north (but wasn’t it fun!); you no longer have to take bearing of churches and other notable points on the map when there is nothing to measure to; you no longer have to scratch your head in the middle of an impenetrable forest where you can see nothing but the trees in any direction while trying to work out how the hell you are going to measure this one; you can prove that someone was indeed in an PZ and penalise them appropriately.  I’m sure some people think that I’m a Luddite but we appear to be going down the way of technology because we can rather than because we want to.  The comment at one briefing was that the task has to be run that way because that’s the way the scoring program works!  Who are we running the competition for; the programmer or the pilot?

The trouble is that now the fun and the risk taking (risk as in “going for broke” and not in dangerous flying) has gone out of the competition. Using a logger to score some other tasks means that the pilot does not need to make so many decisions prior to and during the flight.  Take for example a flight we did at the last Grand Prix in Ludlow (using markers to score).  The tasks were Minimum Distance (MIN Dist), Hesitation Waltz (HW), Pilot Declared Goal (PDG), Maximum Distance Double Drop (MXDD).  There was a lot of thought to be done before the flight in choosing the PDG so that it made a score in the MXDD achievable – bearing in mind the forecast wind did not agree much with the actual wind.  With this sort of flight you also have to consider where you might be when you drop the Min Dist marker.  As it happened the tasks were set in such a way that you could use one of the HW goals as the your PDG (which many pilots did).  The scoring area for the MXDD was well chosen so that most pilots would be able to get a score if you played it safe.  Several pilots dropped 3 markers at one goal (PDG, HZ and final MXDD).  However, if you chose to go for broke and held on to your second marker you could fly out of the area and hopefully back in again about 2 km later to achieve a much better result.  Of course, if you miss flying back into the area or the marker lands outside of it you get no score but that’s your decision.  If you get it right you feel great because the gamble paid off, if you get it wrong well you’d better try harder next time.  At the end of this flight I was shattered even though the flight had lasted half as long as many in Hungary.  If this task had been scored with loggers you would not have to have taken any risk.  When you fly into the area your position is logged, when you fly out your position is logged, if you fly back in again it is once again logged and once again on your way out.  Your best position is the distance between the first entry and the last exit.  That’s it.  A bland, totally risk free result.  I find the whole thing dull – where has the brainwork gone (into the electronics), where has the positive feedback from dropping a marker (any marker) gone, where has the decision making gone (again into the electronics) where has the interaction with other people gone (observers, you either love them or hate them).

It is not just me, as a pilot, who is troubled by this change in direction of the sport.  When using loggers to score tasks the crew finds it dull, as there is nothing to do but launch the balloon and wait for it to land some 2 or 3 hours later.  The officials also find it dull quote one target official – “this electronising means far more segmented jobs for the officials, leaving too little involvement in the actual global balloon flight to be able to enjoy it. One hardly gets a chance to speak to a balloonist.”  I can see that, in order to get people to officiate in the “new order” it will actually cost more than having observers in the “old method” of competition ballooning. This used to be a sociable sport.  There was a place for the person who did not want to be a pilot or could not become one but just wanted to be involved or who wanted to learn about competition ballooning before committing themselves.  Now this entire group of people is being excluded.

I have always assumed that to determine the “Champion Pilot” we have been testing many of their attributes and skills over the course of a number of flights and tasks.  Attributes are inherent in a person whereas skills can be learnt.  By moving away from allowing the pilot to make their own decisions about things such as goal choice (I am also against being given lists of goal) and when and where and how to drop a marker the pilot’s skills are not being tested.  I have no doubt that top three pilots at the last European Championships fully deserved their placing but we may not get the best at the top in the future.  There is a place for loggers in competition ballooning but they should complement observers.  It has taken 30 years to develop competition ballooning into the form it was in up to this year.  It may, at this rate, take a couple of years to destroy it completely.

__________________________________________________

Observer-Less Competitions

By Mathijs de Bruijn

I was asked to write my opinion in relation to Lindsay' Muir's article about Observer-less competitions and the European Championships 2005 in Debrecen. Lindsay mixes the two issues, and here and there construes relations between them that are actually not there in my opinion. E.g. some tasks were not successful, however not necessarily because of the loggers but in my opinion because of the weather and other things.

European championships:

The competition was held in a good flying area, with an accurate map and near perfect competition facilities. The road structure is rather limited and most secondary roads were sand tracks. This fact made area tasks like land run, min and max distance double drop etc almost impossible to set because the necessary roads for such task were just not there. Furthermore the weather was not favourable unfortunately. Most of the time a high pressure area dominated the weather giving us plenty of nice weather but slow winds, that changed direction frequently, making task setting a night mare and flying set tasks as well. Hare and Hound tasks (I would prefer to call them moveable JDGs) give the director an opportunity to set a task without having to predict the flight path and by reducing the time for wind changes between task setting (Hare) and actual flying of the competitors (Hounds) to a minimum. Nevertheless some of the flights became a 'hanging-around-party' hoping for the right drift. Anyhow, weather is not (yet) under our control and flying in the sun is at least better then flying in the rain of 'Bad Weatherdorf'.

Observer-less competition:

I do not agree with Lindsay's observation that this kind of competition is being pushed on pilots without debate or their agreement. I am proud to say that it was me that gave pilots the opportunity to express their ideas by instituting the CSC (Competitors Sub Committee). With the CSC discussion board, the CSC-list letter and the posting of all discussions from the Rules and Scoring Working Groups, all competitors have the opportunity to react. Whether they use it is up to them.

I also see some inconsistencies in Lindsay's article were she expresses views the way she wants them to be. E.g. She claims Observers are there to watch this and that and then at the same time mentions that loggers do that even better comparing it with Orwell's 1984!? Then she says; looking too much at instruments is dangerous but at the same time she extensively explains why she likes FON tasks and how she concentrates on the map, writes on markers, changes goals etc"… while still watching the sky …"

Here is how I see a comparison of Observers and loggers:

	
	Observers
	Loggers

	Objectivity
	Although Observers are appointed as impartial 'judges', competitors criticise that they are just not always that.
	One of the main advantages mentioned by competitors is the trust in impartial results and penalties when based on logger data.

	Scoring
	The whole scoring process is cumbersome, time consuming and bureaucratic. Lots of paperwork compile that nobody looks at again. 
	The down loading can be done quickly and with appropriate software, scoring is fast. Scoring is finished in far less than half the time of debriefing etc. 

	Rule compliance
	Observers supervise for land owner permission is being asked and other general behaviour rules. Observers can check GC provided they see the balloon.
	Loggers cannot check behaviour but can check PZ compliance precisely.

	Ambiance
	Observers can add to the ambiance of an event. 
	Loggers cannot, but work flawless even after the Observer party.

	Task Setting
	Some tasks are not possible at the moment e.g. FON.
	Many new tasks are possible with loggers like e.g. the box and star. Also other tasks are now easy to set like timed tasks e.g. the RTA. Many task variations are possible. The future will tell what combinations are appreciated. Care has to be taken to avoid that they become a mathematical exercise of course.

	Organisation
	In an Observer event you need a P number of Observers plus reserve and one Debriefer per 7 Observers. In a 100 competitor event around 150 officials are necessary. The stress on the organisers to get all Observers there where needed and back is high. 
	In a logger event some target teams are necessary and logger operators. In a 100 competitor event around 50 officials are necessary and later maybe less. Little organiser burden is required to get the officials where they are needed.

	Cost 
	Lodging and travel allowance for Observers mounts to high figures.
	In a logger event the budget for officials is a lot less. The savings far outweigh some extra cost like cars. Sponsored cars often cost nothing by the way.

	Accuracy
	Good results will be measured by tape. Other results by cumbersome pacing or taping to map features.
	Good results will be measured by tape. Other results by TPs (Track Points) with sufficient accuracy and mostly more precise then any measuring with the help of maps.

	Marker drop
	Markers are dropped on intersections and if missed, in the adjacent fields. There they may get lost and retrieving is necessary which may inconvenience landowners. Markers are stolen now and then. Measuring is often done on and along roads endangering Observers, crews and others.
	A Marker Scoring Area (MSA) around a target is used. The MSA is surveyed. No measuring is done on roads making it a lot safer. No markers get stolen and/or lost in a MSA.


Some subjective statements and opinions:

High marker drops:

The marker rule states: "Markers supplied by the organisers will be as a substitute for landing". A 4000ft drop can hardly qualify as "… a substitute for landing". Besides that, high dropped markers get lost and endless searching is the result. Then an ambiguous 'assessed result' is given, all making this far less objective than a TP. The 3D rule by the way was written to comply with the a.m. philosophy. In the Europeans 2005 several competitors dropped their marker from high, waited to see it fall and when outside the MSA descended quickly to try to improve their 3D result. This was then done in the area were the 'smarter' competitors, who descended before the target, were climbing. In the future this behaviour will improve then competitors now know that they have to descend before the MSA in order to get a good 3D result.

Crew work:

Some complain there is little to do for the crews. Well that is very subjective, my crew applauded it. No more running through fields, chasing away cows before they eat the marker etc.

The future:

Technical progress:

There is no doubt that competition ballooning becomes more technical (with or without Observers by the way!). This is the same for all similar sports like gliding, paragliding, sailing etc. It is like my mobile phone: I can either learn how to operate it or remain depended on the help of my grandchildren.

Future:

I can see no future unfortunately for balloon competitions with Observers in their traditional function. The future will be competitions with loggers only in my opinion. There is a great potential for improvement of loggers. First of all they need to (and will) become more reliable. Secondly we will soon have a device in the basket that is fed by a 'Blue Tooth' or remote GPS. The device will have a key pad to punch in whatever we want e.g. FON goals, simulated marker drops etc. Ideally the device remains with the pilot and he will only give the officials a memory card with all the flight details. Measures to avoid tampering need to be developed of course. In other similar sports they have changed the rules radical and the competitor is required to return in a functional track; No track, No result! putting the onus completely with the pilot (and why not!). The rules will refine as will the spectrum of tasks. I for my part do not want to give up on marker drops and will strive to have a certain percentage of marker drop tasks in most flights.

Hybrid competitions:

There is some discussion here and there about hybrid competitions in which Observers AND Loggers are used. I just competed in one and I don't believe in them! In one 5-part-task-flight, we drove 150km although (or maybe because) the Observer flew in my basket! Out to the FIN area, following me on the ground, back to all the marker drops and then back again to the competition centre arriving there after noon. Some pilots dropped markers from 3000ft often loosing them. No problem I have the logger they argued. One even dropped his marker above clouds to loose it of course and the Observer, flying in the basket, correctly stated this in his report. His GPS track with a construed 'marker drop path' was taken, all this being lots better than those, like myself, who descended and dropped their markers in findable places. I will only participate in pure traditional Observer events or pure logger events but not in hybrid events. The intention is good, but one ends up not having the best of both worlds but the problems of both worlds.

Good outlook:

I just returned from an extremely successful competition in Poland, the Wloclawek Cup, a FAI sporting event www.debruijn.de\results\2005\wloc2005\BSWLOC05.HTM. With the weather on our side, we completed 19 tasks in three days and six flights. All scores were up in half an hour after the last logger returned. The competition staff consisted of a team of motivated young people and it was a pleasure to work with them. Some new tasks were flown and except one task the pilots all liked the competition very much. I think we will see more of these types of events. No frills, low budget, pure competition fun and lots of spare time to enjoy other things. No goody bags with expensive vests but a nice sailing trip on a nearby lake topped this meeting of.

___________________________________________________
News From Europe Air Sports

By Hans Åkerstedt
Mode S transponders

This is a refined version of the old Mode A/C transponders which dates back from old WWII technology. The Mode S system is more reliable, gives more information and can handle more aircraft at the same time. Actually the old type transponders will saturate the system when more than about 100 are transmitting. Needless to say, the units are also more expensive.

Mode S will initially be deployed in the airspace of Belgium, France, Germany, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Switzerland and the United Kingdom. It is expected that other European States will upgrade to Mode S at a later stage.

All aircraft flying VFR in designated airspace are required to carry and operate Mode S Elementary Surveillance airborne equipment by 31 March 2005 with Transition Period for the completion of retrofits by 31 March 2008, subject to individual State agreements.

At the following website you will find links to AICs for the countries mentioned above describing the rules in force in the respective areas. Look under “Documentation and AIC”.

http://www.eurocontrol.int/mode_s/

In Germany Mode S is compulsory for new aircraft from 2005-03-31 and from 2008-03-31 also for old aircraft for VFR flights as follows:

- in airspace classes C, D and TMZ (Transponder Mandatory Zones)

- with powered aircraft above 5000ft MSL or 3500ft GND whichever is higher

- All VFR flights at night in controlled airspace

For IFR flights it will be compulsory for all aircraft from 2007-03-31. For new aircraft it has been compulsory for IFR flights since 2004.

In principle the rules are similar in all above countries but in the UK they are discussing even more strict regulations.

Here is a link to German LBA with a good summary in English about Mode-S

http://www.lba.de/englisch/technical/avionik/modes.htm

EAS has tried and is still trying to limit the damage.

EAS policy is that transponders shall not be compulsory for non-powered aircraft.

EAS can accept it for flights above certain altitudes and to get access to TMAs and class C and D airspace.

A further problem is the establishment of new TMAs at formerly low use airports.

In the UK, Coventry and RAF Finningley, Yorkshire are such examples and there are many more in Germany and other countries thanks to the low-cost airlines. We have to make sure that they do not take more airspace than necessary. There are 700 000 PPL holders in Europe but only 7000 airline pilots.

There are some Mode-S equipment available but it is a matter of taste if they are affordable. In many European countries all costs for ballooning have escalated. Insurance up 2-300%, annual CofA renewal up 400%, license renewal up 300%, all in the last 2 years is not unusual. Those who are still flying may be those who are financially independent.

Available Mode S transponders

There are basically two types of equipment. The main difference is signal output and therefore a big difference in battery requirement.

Normally the required signal power is about 150W but for LAST (Light Aviation SSR Transponder) the requirement is 70 W. They are approved for up to 15 000 ft and max 175 kts true airspeed and seems to be the best option for balloons and gliders.

Available LAST units.

Filser TRT-600 LAST

Price: 2200 EUR. Additionally EUR 660 for carrying case with battery and antenna.

http://www.filser.de/index/?dat=e_ger_trt600

The Filser TRT-600 is the only approved LAST so far.

There is also the Filser TRH 100 LAST. This is a handheld unit for EUR 1950,

Garrecht VT01

Price: About 2100 EUR without carrying case, battery and antenna.

This is a two part unit with a transmitter part and a control panel.

http://www.volkslogger.de/e/english/index.html

Standard units

Becker BXP 6401-2-(01) is a normal Mode S transponder with 150W output.

Cost: 2300 EUR. Add antenna, rechargeable battery, charger, altitude encoder ....

http://www.becker-avionics.com/product/files/bxp_6401_2_01.pdf

Garmin GTX330 in an aluminium case with charger, battery, encoder and antenna can be yours for only 6728 EUR.

Garmin GTX330 for ballooning:

http://www.friebe.aero/Transceivers__Transponders/5,2,19,129,285,2865,0,2.html


Driving license in the European Union

The plan is to harmonize the many variations in regulations and format for driving licenses in the EU. One conflict area seems to be the obligatory exchange of the old driving licenses against common new ones. The advantage would be that the police in all countries can easier recognize a license but the cost and trouble for all citizens would be high. Another subject for different opinions is the issue of medical examinations for renewal of licenses above a certain age. There is a strong opposition in some countries where there is no such requirement at present.

After the first reading of the European Parliament at the end of February, meetings between the European Commission, the European Parliament and the Council have taken place in order to enable an early compromise and to speed up the procedure. Evidently the problem is that there is no agreement within the Council. In June, the Council ( the 25 transport ministers) met in Luxembourg and one point on their agenda was the Driving License Directive. 
The subject of trailers which EAS is following closely has also been discussed vividly. Here there seems to be a tendency that the Council could accept the European Parliament’s position. But now the whole process is kind of open until the Council reaches a Common Position. It is not clear, yet, if this will be a priority of the British Presidency which began 1 July.
A
the Commission’s proposal tightens the current regulations of class B by restricting the trailers’ weight to 750 kg and not allowing any longer a vehicle-trailer combination of 3500 kg overall maximum weight. To tow heavier trailers you would need a new driving license B+E

B
the European Parliament’s position after the first reading allows a vehicle-trailer combination of 3500 kg overall maximum weight (as currently allowed) and further more a maximum authorized mass of 4250 kg if the driver has taken part in a driver training

C
The Luxemburg’s Presidency has apparently drafted the following compromise: a maximum authorized mass of 4250 kg with allowing a trailer of 750 kg. As soon as the trailer weighs more than 750 kg the driver has to do a driver training or an exam (choice of the member states)

EAS is supporting alternate B in cooperation with the trailer manufacturers and the European Gliding Union.

2005-10-02 Hans Åkerstedt

AWARDS AND ACHIEVEMENTS

Nominations For Awards Given Through The CIA

Full details of all FAI/CIA awards available to CIA Members are to be found in the CIA Internal Regulations and the FAI By-Laws. Nominations should be submitted to the FAI Office to arrive not later than 31st December 2005
THE SANTOS-DUMONT GOLD AIRSHIP MEDAL

THE FAI MONTGOLFIER DIPLOMAS (one each for Hot Air, Gas, Rozier, Service to the Sport)

THE FAI DIPLOMA FOR OUTSTANDING AIRMANSHIP

THE SABIHA GöKCEN MEDAL
(New FAI Award reserved for the woman who performs the most outstanding achievement in any air sport in the previous year)

THE CIA INTERNATIONAL BALLOON AND AIRSHIP HALL OF FAME

_________________________________________
Notable Achievements Issue 2005, Corrections

[image: image1.jpg]



Notable Achievements Update

Additions since printing 1st March 2005

1858
First documented Hot Air Balloon competition. Duel between Eugène Godard, FRA, and Mr Steiner, USA. Godard wins with 373 km (232 miles)



High Flyers, p45

1899-06-12
First modern ballooning competition. Coupe des Aéronautes. Organised by the newspaper “France-Automobile”.
High Flyers, p49

1902, all year
First women ballooning competition, Women’s Aeronauts Challenge. 15 women participated. Distance flights from Paris. Winner: Miss Magdeleine Savalle. Balloon “Eden”. Landed 1902-07-01 at Neuf-Brisach, Alsace. 408 km, almost 15 hours.
High Flyers, p80
1905-10-12
First International Aeronautical Conference. Paris. Aero Clubs of Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom and USA.



High Flyers, p57
1905-10-14
Founding of FAI
High Flyers, p57
1909
First women aero club founded by Mrs Surcouf. Aero Club “La Stella”.



High Flyers, p83
1909-05-31
Dirigible world distance record. Zeppelin LZ5. 909 km.
High Flyers, p71
1909-08-23
Dirigible world altitude record. Clement Bayard airship. 1530 m.



High Flyers, p71
1909
Dirigible world duration record. Airship Lebaudy “La République”. 7 hours 13 minutes.
High Flyers, p71
1926-10-19
FAI General Conference, Rome decides that aero-clubs shall not refuse women to set records.
High Flyers, p85
1939-05-15
First woman ballooning record. A.T Kondratyeva, USSR. Balloon: AA-3, “SSR-BP-31”. 335 m3 hydrogen. 481.10 km, 22h 40min.



FAI records, High Flyers, p87.

1965-09-20
CIA, FAI International Ballooning Commission, set up.
High Flyers, p137
1992-10-10
David N Levin, USA. First pilot who wins all “Big Three”


1985-07-20. Winner Hot Air Balloon World Championships


1992-09-23. Winner Coupe Gordon Bennett


1992-10-10. Winner Gas Balloon World Championships


CIA Notable list

2005-03-11
Philippe de Cock, BEL. Awarded 7th CIA Gold Badge with 3 diamonds


CIA Badge files

Hans Åkerstedt, 2005-10-01

CIA SANCTIONED CHAMPIONSHIPS
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Hot Air Balloons

	49th Gordon Bennett
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Gas Balloons


Photo acknowledgements: Mélanie Roux Devillas, Albuquerque International Fiesta, 
Benoit Simeons and Bob Berben Web page:   www.europeanballoon.be/en/GB%202005.htm
CIA Sanctioned 2005 Event Results

Category One

14th European Hot Air Balloon Championship  Debrecen, Hungary (May 22 – 29)
	1
	SCHNEIDER, Uwe (GER)
	5
	ZEBERLI, Stefan (SUI)
	8
	AGUIRRE, Angel (ESP)

	2
	NEMETH, Zoltan  (HUN)
	6
	BROEDERS,  Henk (NED)
	9
	VEGH, Sandor (HUN)

	3
	LLADO COSTA, Josep  (ESP)
	7
	KOSTIUSKEVICI, Rimas(LTU)
	10
	MERINSKY, Pavel (CZE)

	4
	KOHL Adolf (GER)
	
	
	
	


49th Coupe Aeronautique Gordon Bennett, Albuquerque, NM, USA (26 Aug - 4 Sept)
	1
	Simeons, Benoit/Berben, Bob (BEL)
	6
	 Hoehl, Josef/Handl, Stefan (GER)

	2
	Eimers, Willie/Seel, Ulrich(GER)
	7
	 Stürzlinger, Gerald/Fürstner, Johann (AUT)

	3
	Stoll, Christian/Mattenberger, Walter (SUI)
	8
	 Burman, Leo/Francoeur/Danielle (CAN)

	4
	Van Havre, Ronny/Van Geyte, Luc (BEL)
	9
	 Krebs, Max/Vollenweider, Walter (SUI)

	5
	Clayton, John/Suskin, Dan (USA)
	10
	 Donnelly, Tom/Butter, Colin (GBR)


2005 Mobilux Trophy, 2nd round of the 2005 World Honda Grand Prix, Echternach, Luxembourg (27 - 31 July)

	1
	Schneider, Uwe (GER)
	5
	Howard, Mike (GBR)
	8
	Strasmann, David (GER)

	2
	Gabriel, Neil (GBR)
	6
	De Cock, Phillippe (BEL)
	9
	Dankerl, Peter (GER)

	3
	Pieper, Markus (GER)
	7
	Llado-Costa, Carles (ESP)
	10
	Klomp, Georges (LUX)

	4
	Betzen, Nico (LUX)
	
	
	
	


13e  Coupe D'Europe de Montgolfieres 16th  Ladies World Cup, Mainfonds/Blanzac, Charente, France (4 - 7 Aug) 
	1
	Ivens, G (BEL)
	5
	Bolze, S. (FRA)
	8
	Matejczuk, J. (POL)

	2
	Heleu J-P. (FRA)
	6
	Nemeth, Z. (HUN)
	9
	Klymenko, V. (UKR)

	3
	Roux Devillas, O (FRA)
	7
	Mangin, P. (FRA)
	10
	Mezzolo, A. (FRA)

	4
	Crozier, D. (FRA)
	
	
	
	


2005 Motegi Hot Air Balloon International Championship (22 - 28 Nov)
(Final round of 2005 World Honda Grande Prix & Final round of 2005 Japan Honda Grand Prix)    

No results at time of publication 

CIA Sporting Events

9th Cup of Prominent Russian Aeronauts, Velikie Luki, Russia (4 - 12 June)

	1
	Donner N.
	5
	Vinogradov A.
	8
	Statkevich S.

	2
	Medvedskiy A.
	6
	Denisenko A.
	9
	Tsarik K.

	3
	de Bruijn M.
	7
	Vertiprakhov A.
	10
	Bogdanov V.

	4
	Vinogradov S.
	
	
	
	


7th Polish Balloon Cup of Wlocklawek's President & Anwil's President, Wlocklawek, Poland (17 - 21 Aug)

	1
	Jagodzik, Zbigniew (POL)
	5
	Walawski, T POL)
	8
	Rovelli C. (ITL)

	2
	Filus, W (POL)
	6
	Prawicka, Ewa (POL)
	9
	Mikolajczyk. K (POL)

	3
	Prawicki B. (POL)
	7
	Jaskolski, Adam (POL)
	10
	Gyula F. (HUN)

	4
	Nowakowski, Bartosz (POL)
	
	
	
	


4th International Cup of Moscow Region Governor, Dmitrov City, Moscow Region, Russia (22 - 30 Aug)
	1
	Latipov V
	5
	Denisenko A
	8
	Per'kov Y

	2
	Najdorf M
	6
	Holod P
	9
	Gorbachev D

	3
	Vinogradov S
	7
	Statkevich S
	10
	Vinogradov A

	4
	Medvedskij A
	
	
	
	


Future Competitions

The CIA Event Planning and Advisory Service would like to encourage Delegates to work with their NAC’s and event organizers in their countries to consider hosting ballooning and airship championships.  When you look ahead, there are a number of competitive events sanctions that are available.  EPAS would especially encourage hot air airship competitions since they have not been held for a number of years, and they can put on a good display for spectators. It may take several years to propose and organize a major competition so it is never to early to start to work with EPAS.

    Alex Nagorski,  EPAS Chair
Championships Open For Proposal

	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009

	World Hot Air Airship
	North American Hot Air
	World Hot Air Airship
	North American Hot Air

	World Rozier
	South American Hot Air
	World Rozier
	South American Hot Air

	
	European Hot Air Airship
	
	European Hot Air

	
	World Gas
	
	European Hot Air Airship

	
	
	
	World Gas


Note: 
The CIA Plenary decided in March 2002 to amend the CIA Events Calendar to change the World Gas Balloon 


Championships to odd numbered years.
CIA Jurors’ List 2005

The 2005 list of approved Jurors below is to be used when making nominations for Juries for 2006 Sanctioned Events

	SENIOR LEVEL JURORS
	BX
	INTERMEDIATE LEVEL JURORS
	BX
	ENTRY LEVEL JURORS
	BX
	ENTRY LEVEL JURORS
	BX

	Don CAMERON  (GBR)
	X
	Alan BLOUNT  (USA)
	 
	Adam BARROW  (AUS)
	 
	Jean LE MARCHAND  (FRA)
	 

	Gary BRITTON  (USA)
	 
	Bruce COMSTOCK  (USA)
	 
	Martine BESNAINOU  (FRA)
	 
	David LEVIN  (USA)
	 

	Jakob BURKHARD  (SUI)
	X
	Tom DONNELLY  (GBR)
	X
	Pat BRAKE  (USA)
	 
	Tom-Dragan MIKLOUSIC (CRO)
	 

	Masashi KAKUDA  (JPN)
	X
	Thomas FINK (GER)
	 
	Sid CUTTER  (USA)
	 
	Derry MOORE  (GBR)
	 

	Garry LOCKYER  (CAN)
	X
	Daniel GALBRAITH  (AUS)
	 
	John DAVIS  (USA)
	 
	Lindsay MUIR  (GBR)
	 

	Alex NAGORSKI  (CAN)
	X
	Wolfgang GRUBER  (AUT)
	X
	Johann FÜRSTNER  (AUT)
	 
	Ferenc NÁDHÁZI  (HUN)
	 

	Les PURFIELD  (GBR)
	X
	Dominik HAGGENEY  (GER)
	X
	Luc van GEYTE (BEL)
	 
	Anita NOGUERA  (ESP)
	X

	Jean SAX  (BEL)
	X
	Gerrit HEIRMAN  (BEL)
	X
	David GLEED  (CAN)
	 
	Mako OIWA  (JPN) 
	 

	Tom SHEPPARD  (USA)
	X
	Cees van HELDEN  (NED)
	
	John GRUBBSTRÖM  (SWE)
	 
	Dávid PAÁL  (HUN)
	 

	Arno SIEGER  (GER)
	X
	Sandor HIDAS  (HUN)
	X
	Alexander GRUBER  (AUT)
	 
	Rudy PAENEN  (BEL)
	X

	Jacques SOUKUP  (GBR)
	X
	Arnost HÖNIG  (CZE)
	X
	Salvator HAIM  (BRA)
	 
	Gren PUTLAND  (AUS)
	 

	Debbie SPAETH  (USA)
	X
	Sabu ICHIYOSHI  (JPN)
	 
	Torben HANSEN (DEN)
	 
	David RAPP  (USA)
	X

	Victor THORNE  (GBR)
	X
	Risto JALAVA   (FIN)
	 
	Hanne HOHMANN (GER)
	 
	Stella ROUX DEVILLAS (FRA)
	 

	Jean Claude WEBER  (LUX)
	X
	Helmut KOCAR  (AUT)
	X
	Vladimir KARNAUKOV (UKR)
	 
	Danny SHERRILL  (USA)
	 

	Hans ÅKERSTEDT  (SWE)
	X
	Koji OTA  (JPN)
	 
	Gary KING  (USA)
	 
	Darryl STUART  (AUS)
	 

	
	
	Zoltán PÁLHEGYI  (HUN)
	X
	Patrick KEARLEY  (GBR)
	X
	Mike WALLACE  (USA)
	 

	 
	
	Brita PETERSEN  (GER)
	X
	Cathy KNUCHEL  (CAN)
	 
	Claude WEBER  (LUX)
	 

	 
	
	Alain POULET  (FRA)
	 
	
	 
	
	 

	 
	 
	Bengt STENER  (SWE)
	 
	 
	 
	
	 

	 
	 
	Mary Anne STEVENS  (CAN)
	X
	
	 
	
	 

	 
	 
	Mark SULLIVAN  (USA)
	 
	
	 
	
	 

	15
	14
	21
	10
	 
	 
	34
	4

	The above are qualified to serve as Jury President or Member at any type of event
	The above are qualified to serve as Jury President at any type of event except World Championships, and as Jury Member at any type of event
	The above are qualified to serve as Jury Member at any type of event except World Championships

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


2006 CIA CONFERENCE 

Members For 2005-2006 of FAI Ballooning Commission (CIA)


President
Mr. Jean-Claude WEBER
jwe@pt.lu

President of Honour
Mr. André de SAINT SAUVEUR  (France)

President of Honour
Mr. Horst HASSOLD  (Germany)

President of Honour
Mr. Jacques W. SOUKUP  (UK)
jacquessoukup@aol.com

President of Honour
Mr. Karl STEFAN  (USA)
stefank@frii.com

1st Vice-President
Mr. Hans ÅKERSTEDT  (Sweden)
hasse.akerstedt@telia.com

2nd Vice-President
Mr. Mark SULLIVAN  (USA)
marksullivan@gasballooning.org

3rd Vice-President
Mr. Uwe SCHNEIDER  (Germany)
u.schneider@dfsv.de

Secretary
Mr. Alex NAGORSKI  (Canada)
alex.nagorski@ualberta.ca

Algeria
Delegate
Mr. Abdelhaimd BENKHLIFA

Australia
Delegate
Mr. Sean KAVANAGH
sean@kavanaghballoons.com.au

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Gary PASK
gary@veldeman.com.au

Austria
Delegate
Dir. Wolfgang GRUBER
wolfgang.gruber@aeroclub-salzburg.at

Alternate Delegate
Capt. Josef STARKBAUM
j.starkbaum@gmx.at

Belgium
Delegate
Mr. Rudy PAENEN                          rudy.paenen@balloonfederation.be

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Jean SAX
jean.sax@telenet.be

Brazil
Delegate
Mr. Bruno SWARTZ
bruno@airshow.com.br

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Salvator Licco HAIM
haim@sociedadealfa.com.br

Bulgaria
Delegate
Ms. Orlina A. STOILKOVA
orlinabg@techno-link.com

Canada
Delegate
Mr. Alex NAGORSKI
alex.nagorski@ualberta.ca

Alternate Delegate
Mrs. Mary Anne STEVENS
mstevens@magma.ca

China (People's Republic of)
Delegate
Mr. Gongyu WU
asfc_b_f@sina.com

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Xi WU

Croatia
Delegate
Mr. Tom Dragan MIKLOUSIC
info@baloni.hr

Czech Republic
Delegate
Mr. Michael SUCHÝ
sales@kubicekballoons.cz

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Pavel MERINSKÝ
pavel.merinsky@balloon.cz

Denmark
Delegate
Mr. Christoffer MUNDT
christoffer@mundt.dk

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Jorn VINTHER
jorn@vinther.mail.dk

Finland
Delegate
Mr. Esa PAKARINEN
esa.pakarinen@pp6.inet.fi

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Jukka OLLIKAINEN
jukka.ollikainen@linnanpallo.fi

France
Delegate
Ms. Martine BESNAINOU
martine.besnainou@wanadoo.fr

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Eric DECELLIERES
eric.decellieres@free.fr

Germany
Delegate
Mr. Uwe SCHNEIDER
u.schneider@dfsv.de

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Thomas FINK
t.fink@dfsv.de

Hong Kong, China
Delegate
Mr. Nigel BLACK
nblack@netvigator.com

Iceland
Delegate
Mr. Agúst GUDMUNDSSON
ag@tm.is

India
Delegate
Shri Vishwa Bandhu GUPTA
ballonindia@yahoo.com

Ireland
Delegate
Mr. Tom McCORMACK
tommcco@indigo.ie

Alternate Delegate
Mrs. Carol O'NEILL
smiffyon@eircom.net

Italy
Delegate
Commandant Enzo CISARO
info@aeronord.it

Alternate Delegate
Mrs. Donatella RICCI
donatella_ricci@telespazio.it

Japan
Delegate
Mr. Saburo ICHIYOSHI
sabu@aeronauts.net

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Masashi KAKUDA
mkd@cb4.so-net.ne.jp

Kenya
Delegate
Mr. Chris Noel MARSHALL
charismaxx@hotmail.com

Korea
Delegate
Mr. Gidae KIM
fkaero@chol.com

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Junho HUH
hjh6630@hanmail.net

Latvia
Delegate
Mr. Martins STIRANS
martinsh@navigator.lv

Alternate Delegate
Mrs. Kristine VEVERE
kristine@mail.bkc.lv

Lithuania
Delegate
Mr. Robertas KOMZA
rkomza@takas.lt

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Romanas MIKELEVICIUS
skyflowers@takas.lt

Luxemburg
Delegate
Mr. Claude SAUBER
csauber@binsfeld.lu

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Jean-Claude WEBER
jwe@pt.lu

Mexico
Delegate
Arq. Adrián PEÑA ROMERO
femeda@codeme.org.mx

Alternate Delegate
Lic. Enrique ROMERO RUBIO
femeda@codeme.org.mx

Netherlands
Delegate
Mr. Mathijs R. de BRUIJN
mathijs@debruijn.de

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Rutger COUCKE
Rutger@Coucke.nl

New Zealand
Delegate
Mr. Martin STACEY
mlca.stacey@xtra.co.nz

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Paul SANFT
paul.sanft@nzdf.mil.nz

Norway
Delegate
Mr. Mikael KLINGBERG
klingbe@online.no

Poland
Delegate
Mr. Jerzy CZERNIAWSKI
jczerniawski@poczta.fm

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Tomasz KUCHCINSKI
tkuchcinski@wp.pl

Portugal
Delegate
Mr. Antonio Manuel Gomes ENCARNACAO   cpbd@fpaero.pt

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Rui Manuel MENDES DIAS

Russia
Delegate
Mr. Yuri TARAN
info@aerowaltz.ru

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Stanislaw FUODOROFF
fuodoroff@pbo.ru

Serbia and Montenegro
Delegate
Mr. Sasa DOBROSAVLJEVIC
jabucilo@ptt.yu

Alternate Delegate
Mrs. Mira PASKOTA
pamira@eunet.yu

Slovak Republic
Delegate
Mr. Juraj BREZAN
brezan@zepelin.sk

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Michal SANTA
mike@ballooning.sk

Slovenia
Delegate
Mr. Branko AMBROZIC                  branko.ambrozic@sloveniacontrol.si

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Darko KRALJ
kenic@siol.net

South Africa
Delegate
Mrs. Felicity CLEGG
felicityc@absamail.co.za

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Hanke FOURIE
hanke@hifin.co.za

Spain
Delegate
Mr. Carlos LLADO COSTA
ca@ultramagic.com

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Angel AGUIRRE RIAL
angel@globuskontiki.com

Sweden
Delegate
Mr. Hans ÅKERSTEDT
hasse.akerstedt@telia.com

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Bengt STENER
bengts@algonet.se

Switzerland
Delegate
Mr. Jakob BURKARD
jburkard.arch@tiscalinet.ch

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Christian HORNI
christian.horni@chhorni.ch

Turkey
Delegate
Mr. Murat COBAN
disiliskiler@thk.org.tr

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Derya KÖKSAL
disiliskiler@thk.org.tr

UK
Delegate
Dr. David BAREFORD
d.bareford@bham.ac.uk

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Tom DONNELLY
balloonrides@blueyonder.co.uk

Ukraine
Delegate
Mr. Vladimir KARNAUKHOV
fiesta@kafa.crimea.ua

Alternate Delegate
Mr. Oleksandr NIKOLAEV
market@baloon.carrier.kiev.ua

USA
Delegate
Mr. Mark SULLIVAN                      marksullivan@gasballooning.org

Alternate Delegate
Mr. David LEVIN
davidl@reddog.net

Venezuela
Delegate
Dr. Oscar QUINTERO
oscar.quintero@empresas-polar.com

Alternate Delegate
Dr. Anibal DAO DAO
adao@heli-group.com

Representative to EAS
Mr. Hans ÅKERSTEDT
hasse.akerstedt@telia.com

Representative to EnvC
Commandant Enzo CISARO
info@aeronord.it

Representative to CIEA
Commandant Enzo CISARO
info@aeronord.it

Representative to CIMP
Dr. David BAREFORD
d.bareford@bham.ac.uk
FAI On-line Shop
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CIA Donations Scheme

[image: image8.emf]


FORM FOR USE WHEN MAKING PAYMENTS TO FAI/CIA BY CREDIT CARD

To:
Federation Aeronautique Internationale, 


Avenue Mon-Repos 24, 1005 Lausanne, 



Switzerland. 




Tel: + 41 21 345 1070, Fax +41 21 345 1077

[image: image9.emf]


From: (country)   

I/we hereby authorise you to debit my/our credit card as follows:

[image: image10.emf]


Type of card (eg: Mastercard, Visa, etc):


[image: image11.emf]




Number:
  







Expiry date:









Name on card:







Sum to be debited:         





Reason for payment:






Name:





Date:






Signature:

Points For Action
From The CIA Plenary Meeting 2005

Lausanne, Switzerland, 9th & 12th March

Numbers refer to CIA Plenary Minutes

15.
Report of the Observers Subcommittee


Change the name to the Officials Subcommittee in all documents and Web pages.  Will need to change the Internal Regulations to reflect new responsibilities. 

16.
Report of the Public Relations and Development Subcommittee


Order CIA flags for CIA sanctioned events.

17.
Report of the Events Planning and Advisory Service


Implement the new bidding process effective immediately after the 2005 Plenary meeting. 


Implement the motions accepted by the Plenary in regard to organizers promises, guarantees and their value. 

19.
Report of the Safety Subcommittee


Publish the report by Germany on Aluminium Cylinder transportation issues they resolved in 2004.

24. Report of the Structure of the CIA Special Working

Continue the discussion electronically which were started at the 2005 Plenary and Open Forum with a view of addressing the report and motions tabled in 2005.  Conduct a survey as proposed in the report.
27.     CIA Administration Account and Expenses Budget

Review budget document to ensure that unexpended items from the previous year are handled properly.  Publish the budget when finalized.

33.
CIA HALL OF FAME


There is a full list of Inductees and Nominees on the CIA website. Hans Åkerstedt (SWE) notified Delegates that they would be requesting citations for the Nominees. Could Delegates please respond to these requests.


	CIA PLENARY MEETING 2006
8th  to 11th March 2006

HOTEL “KRISTALL”

DMITROW, RUSSIA

         

	Agenda Items

All items for inclusion in the agenda for the 2006 Plenary Meeting must reach the CIA President and the CIA Secretary NOT LATER THAN 22nd DECEMBER 2005. These will then be included in the agenda which will be mailed in January 2006. Agenda items should include any supporting documentation, and a position paper, all of which will be included with the agenda.

Remember that the CIA Plenary Meeting cannot make final decisions on items that do not appear on the agenda.



	CONFERENCE     DETAILS

DATES

8 & 9 March  
SC and WG Meetings

10 & 11 March         Plenary Meeting

LOCATION

The Conference will take place at the Hotel “Kristall” , rooms : 

Auditorium, 5 working groups meeting rooms


ACCOMMODATION

Hotel”Kristall”  ***
Web Site: www.kristall-hotel.ru
Email: hotelkristall2@mail.ru
Hotel “Four Crowns” ****

Web Site: http://fourcrowns.palmeron.ru/ 

Email:  bron@palmeron.ru. 
Rates per night :

Kristall ***

Single
               : 43.00 EURO

Twin    
               : 52.00 EURO 

Rates per night (breakfast included) :

Four Crowns ****

Single/Twin semi-luxe:
92.00 EURO

Single/Twin luxe:         
138.00 EURO 

HOTEL RESERVATIONS

You will have to make your own reservations direct with the hotels using the forms attached.  
	TIMETABLE

	
	ROOMS
	Room 1
Capacity: 
	Room 2

Capacity :   
	Room 3

Capacity :  

	
	Wednesday 8th March 2006

	
	09.00-10.00
	Records SC
	AA/AM WG
	PR & D SC 

	
	10.00-11.00
	Records SC
	AA/AM WG
	PR & D SC

	
	Coffee Break

	
	11.00-12.00
	Records SC
	BX WG
	PR & D SC

	
	12.00-12.30
	Records SC
	BX WG
	PR & D SC

	
	 LUNCH 12.30 - 1400

	
	14.00-15.00
	S & SC WG
	Structure WG
	AX WG 

	
	15.00-16.00
	S & SC WG
	Structure WG
	AX WG

	
	Coffee Break

	
	16.00-17.00
	Tracking WG
	CIA HoF
	AX WG

	
	17.00-18.00
	Tracking WG
	CIA HoF
	AX WG

	
	

	
	Thursday 9th March 2006

	
	09.00-10.00
	Safety SC
	Jury Board
	Competitors SC 

	
	10.00- 11.00
	Safety SC
	Jury Board
	Competitors SC 

	
	Coffee Break

	
	11.00-12.00
	Scoring WG
	Jury Board
	Competitors SC 

	
	12.00-12.30
	Scoring WG
	Jury Board
	Competitors SC 

	
	 LUNCH 12.30 - 1400

	
	14.00-15.00
	EPAS
	Officials SC
	Rules SC 

	
	15.00-16.00
	EPAS
	Officials SC
	Rules SC 

	
	Coffee Break

	
	16.00-17.00
	EPAS
	Bureau
	Rules SC 

	
	17.00-18.00
	EPAS
	Bureau
	Rules SC 

	
	The OPEN FORUM DISCUSSION will start at 18.00, location to be announced

	
	Friday 10th March 2006

	
	ROOM
	Main Conference Room

	
	09.00-18.00
	PLENARY MEETING

	
	Saturday 11th March 2006

	
	ROOM
	Main Conference Room

	
	09.00-18.00
	PLENARY MEETING


CIA PLENARY MEETING 2006
8th to 11th March 2006

HOTEL “KRISTALL”

DMITROW, RUSSIA

Conference Registration Form

Please copy and distribute this form as required

	NAMES
	Representing the 
NATIONAL AEROCLUB (NAC) of:
	POSITION
(Delegate, Alternate, Subcommittee, Observer, Social)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Date, time and flight number of arrival in Dmitrov:   





Date, time and flight number of departure from Dmitrov:   




HOTEL reservation made at :
    KRISTALL / FOUR CROWNS


 YES   /   NO

IT IS VERY IMPORTANT FOR CONFERENCE PLANNING THAT THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS, YOUR FLIGHT DETAILS AND THE HOTEL YOU ARE STAYING IN ARE KNOWN IN ADVANCE, SO PLEASE HELP THE ORGANISERS BY COMPLETING THIS FORM IN GOOD TIME AND RETURNING IT TO:

Alex Nagorski, CIA Secretary


5 Highvale Crescent



Sherwood Park, Alberta, T8A 5J6

 
Canada

 Phone:
++1-780-464-5493 (home) 
FAX:  +1-780-492-1729

Email:
alex.nagorski@ualberta.ca
CIA PLENARY MEETING 2006

8th to 11th March 2006

HOTEL “KRISTALL”

DMITROW, RUSSIA
Hotel Information
HOTEL “KRISTALL” *** - Professionalnaya str. 28, Dmitrow Russia

Web-site: www.kristall-hotel.ru 

E-mail: hotelkristall2@mail.ru
Single room: double bed, chairs, TV, shower.

Twin room: two beds, chairs, TV, shower.

There are restaurant, bar, sauna, massage salon, parking.

Special FAI rates:

42 single rooms at 43 EURO for one person and 50 EURO for two persons.

6 twin rooms at 52 EURO.

HOTEL “FOUR CROWNS” **** -  str. Liry Nikolskoy 7, Dmitrow/Russia

Web Site: http://fourcrowns.palmeron.ru/
Email: bron@palmeron.ru
Semi-luxe:

Room: two beds, chair, bureau, TV, mini-bar; shower 
Luxe:

There are two rooms: drawing-room and bedroom; double-bed, chairs, bureau, TV, mini-bar; bath, shower.
Hotel is located 10 minutes walking distance from Conference Venue Hotel “Kristall”.
Special FAI rates :

6 semi-luxe rooms at EURO 92.00 per room, breakfast included 

5 luxe rooms at EURO 138.00 per room, breakfast included 
_________________________________________


Map Of Dmitrov

[image: image6.jpg]




HOTEL KRISTALL***

Professionalnaya str. 28, Dmitrow, Russia 

Tel.: +7 095 727 38 25 

Fax: +7 096 225 45 88
Email: hotelkristall2@mail.ru
Web site: www.kristall-hotel.ru

 Identity
Last name 
First name

Delegate/Alternate 
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Accompanying Person
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Telephone

Fax

Email

Address

Country

Reservation : 



Arrival date and time

Departure date and time

Single room : 

@ 43.00 EURO (per night)   x        nights     

Twin room :
 
@ 52.00 EURO (per night)   x         nights    

Credit Card Details       I hereby authorise you to debit my credit card as follows:
Type of card (eg. Mastercard, Visa, etc) 

Number:
       
     

Expiry date:






   CVV2 number :

Name on card:  
Sum to be debited: 

 Date:   ________________________   Signature: _________________________________________________

Special requirements : 

         

HOTEL FOUR CROWNS****

str. Liry Nikolskoy 7, Dmitrow, Russia

Tel.: +7 095 792 9839
Fax:  +7 095  792 9839  

Email: bron@palmeron.ru
Web site: http://fourcrowns.palmeron.ru/
 Identity
Last name 
First name

Delegate/Alternate 
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Accompanying Person
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Telephone

Fax

Email

Address

Country

Reservation : 



Arrival date and time

Departure date and time

Single/Twin semi-luxe room : 

@ 92.00 EURO (per night)   x        nights     

Single/Twin luxe room :
 

@ 138.00 EURO (per night)   x         nights    

Credit Card Details       I hereby authorise you to debit my credit card as follows:
Type of card (eg. Mastercard, Visa, etc) 

Number:
       
     

Expiry date:






   CVV2 number :

Name on card:  
Sum to be debited: 

 Date:   ________________________   Signature: _________________________________________________

Special requirements : 

         

REMINDERS

CIA Statistics

Members are reminded of their obligation under Chapter 8 of the CIA Internal Regulations to make an annual return of their national statistics. The CIA has to rely more and more on these statistics to defend its position and interests in FAI, and an accurate return is therefore very important. All Delegates are urged to make a return on the new more detailed form attached to this newsletter, which should be returned to the CIA Secretary by the 31st January 2006
Also, the CIA Plenary decided in 2002 that delegates shall submit to the CIA, with the return of the statistics, the latest available COMPETITORS’ RANKING LIST of their respective countries

Contributions Welcome

The CIA Newsletter is published by the CIA Secretary on behalf of the CIA Bureau.  

All information is believed to be correct at the time of publication, but no responsibility can be taken for any errors, omissions etc.


Contributions are welcome and should be sent to the CIA Secretary at the address below

Alex NAGORSKI, Interim CIA Secretary 



   5 Highvale Crescent



   Sherwood Park, Alberta,  T8A 5J6



   Canada 

Phone:

  Office
+1-780-492-2611



  Home
+1-780-464-5493

Fax:

  
+1-780-492-1729

Email:

  alex.nagorski@ualberta.ca 


ANNEX 1 - CIA ANNUAL STATISTICS QUESTIONNAIRE 




FOR THE YEAR 2005
	FAI Member country


	

	Name of National Aero Club (the FAI Member)
	

	Name of National Balloon Federation President
	Name

Phone

Email

	Name and address of National Balloon Federation 
	Name

Address

Phone

Email

	CIA Delegate

(as nominated by your National Balloon Federation, or in absence by your NAC)
	Name

Phone

Email

	CIA Alternate Delegate

(as nominated by your National Balloon Federation, or in absence by your NAC)
	Name

Phone

Email


	
	
	AA
	AM
	AX
	BA
	BX
	TOTAL 1

	1
	Number of licensed aerostat pilots (P1)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Number of aerostat pilots under training (PuT)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Number of licensed aerostat flight instructors 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Number of aerostats with valid Certificate of Airworthiness (CofA)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Number of active aerostat manufacturers
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	Number of aerostats built in current year
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Number of National Records claimed
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Number of FAI World Records claimed
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Cost of National Record Fees in US$ (if any) 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Cost of World Record Fees in US$ (if any)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Number of aerostat accidents 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	Number of aerostat incidents 3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13
	Number of fatalities in aerostat accidents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14
	Number of injured in aerostat accidents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15
	Number of CIA sanctioned FAI CAT1 events
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	AA
	AM
	AX
	BA
	BX
	TOTAL 1

	16
	Number of CIA sanctioned FAI CAT2 events
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17
	Number of events not sanctioned by CIA, NAC or Federation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18
	Number of National Championship tasks flown
	
	
	
	
	
	

	19
	Number of National Championship participants
	
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	Number of FAI Sporting Licenses (aerostation) issued by NAC
	
	
	
	
	
	

	21
	Number of FAI Sporting Licenses issued by Balloon Federation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22
	Number of aerostat flights during the year
	
	
	
	
	
	

	23
	Hours flown (all aerostat flights) during the year
	
	
	
	
	
	


	
	YES
	NO
	DON’T KNOW

	24
	Has your Balloon Federation been delegated the FAI Sporting Powers for ballooning in your country
	
	
	

	25
	Do you have a National Ranking List  in operation in your country
	
	
	

	
	
	your National Ranking List
	
	
	

	26
	Is the selection process for FAI Championships (World-, Continental-, WAGs) in your country based on           
	the National Championship ranking
	
	
	

	
	
	a combination of both
	
	
	

	27
	Does your National Aero Club or Balloon Federation organise dedicated ballooning youth activities
	
	
	

	28
	Does your Balloon Federation accept individual members
	
	
	

	29
	Does your National Aero Club accept individual members
	
	
	

	30
	What is the cost (in $US) of the FAI Sporting Licence in your country
	

	31
	How many ballooning “officials” (national and international competition officials and observers, jurors, record observers, etc.) do you have in your country
	

	32
	How many ballooning associations (clubs) are there in your country
	

	33
	How many ballooning associations (clubs) are member of your Balloon Federation or National Aero Club
	

	34
	How many commercial balloon operators are there in your country
	

	
	
	competition- and record flying
	

	35
	What are the proportions (in %) in your country of
	recreational flying
	

	
	
	commercial- and passenger flying
	

	
	
	Government Authority  or Administration
	

	36
	Aerostation Pilot Licences are issued in your country by
	National Aero Club
	

	
	
	Balloon Federation
	

	
	
	Government Authority  or Administration
	

	37
	Aerostation Certificates of Airworthiness (CofA) are issued in your country by
	National Aero Club
	

	
	
	Balloon Federation
	


	
	AA
	AX
	BX

	38
	Please indicate the place and dates of your National Championships and give the names of your National Champions
	Dates:

Place:

Mr / Mrs
	Dates:

Place:

Mr / Mrs
	Dates:

Place:

Mr / Mrs

	39
	Please indicate this year’s best performance in your country 

(can be for distance, altitude or duration), and give details re. pilot, aerostat and date.
	
	
	


1  TOTAL may be different than sum of all categories.

2  accident: any occurrence with bodily harm or death

3  incident:  any occurrence without bodily harm or death

	Notes: (please add any further relevant information or comment)


	This is a true and accurate summary of statistics for our country as at (date):

	Submitted by :                                                                                                 (CIA delegate)

	Please return to:                                      Alex NAGORSKI

CIA Secretary

5 Highvale Crescent

Sherwood Park, Alberta, T8A 5J6

Canada

Phone:

  
Office Phone
 +1-780-492-2611

Home Phone
 +1-780-464-5493

Fax:
               +1-780-492-1729

Email                    alex.nagorski@ualberta.ca 




From the CIA List of Notable Performances and Achievements book 





Charles Dolfus first balloon flight





1977-09-13 	Charles Dolfus last balloon flight with Tom Sage. 66 years after his first flight.


		At Castle Howard, England during 3rd World Hot Air Balloon Championship





First ascent with a horse


Pierre Testu-Brissy at Monceau





First all female crew


Pilot: Jeanne Genevieve Garnerin (Miss Labrosse) and Copilot: Miss Henry�Paris





Free Balloon pilot license holder for 50 years


Don Piccard





Gas Balloon pilot license holder for 50 years


Nini Boesman








In a book like this mistakes are difficult to avoid. Here is a list of the errors I have found so far. Some are genuine mistakes but some can be blamed on Microsoft as the transfer from the Access database to the printed version has produced some strange results. The genuine mistakes will be corrected in the next version and better proofreading may eliminate other mistakes.





Part C: Page 2.	Flight ranked AA032 should have rank AA030�Flight ranked AA030 should have rank AA031�Flight ranked AA031 should have rank AA032





Part C, page 5	Flight ranked AA080. The flight established a World Duration Record�


Part D, page 1	Flight ranked AA016 is missing but all data can be found in part 12.


	2003-02-05 Richard Abruzzo, solo flight�First North American transcontinental flight. Distance record.	73h 20 min





Part D, page 2 & 3	Flight ranked AA032 is printed twice





Part D, page 3	Flight ranked AA048 is missing but all data are found in part 6.


	1939-04-06 F. Bourlouski, A. I. Aleskin, USSR�Distance record		61h 30 min





Part D, page 4 & 5	Flight ranked AA064 is printed twice





Part I, page 13	The winners of the CIA gold badge with 3 diamonds have been printed in the wrong order. Here are the correct numbers.�1	Josef Starkbaum�2	Bruce Cumstock�3	Mark Sullivan�4	David Levin





Part Q 1822-05-05	Full text shall read: “Aviation law holds that those who set things into the air are liable when those things come down on the heads of others”





Part S, page 4	Flight 1983-06-08	Class should be AX8


Part S, page 4	Flight 1988-11-13	Class should be AX7





Part 8, 1976-1983	All even pages have by misprint been taken from part 9. The four loose pages distributed at the CIA meeting 2005 are the correct pages.


2005-04-04 Hans Åkerstedt





The FAI now has an on-line shopping facility where some great FAI and CIA merchandise such as shirts, badges, stickers, patches and the CIA Notable Flights Book is available.   


See the Web site at: http://shop.fai.org/








49th Coupe Aéronautiqué Gordon Bennett


This year’s race started in Albuquerque, New Mexico, USA and saw many excellent distances achieved by most teams.  





The winning Belgian team of Benoit Simeons and Bob Berben covered an incredible distance of 3,397 km, which beat the old Coupe Gordon Bennett record by more than 1,127 km.   They achieved the distance by venturing over the mostly uninhabited northern parts of Ontario and Quebec, Canada before catching a wind taking them southeast towards the farm land of eastern Quebec.   Congratulations for an excellent and potentially record gas balloon flight. 





For those interested in trivia they landed 16 km from a town called: St-Louis-du-Ha! Ha!  Yes there actually is a town by that name and you can find it on the Web at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.mrctemiscouata.qc.ca/Louis.html" �http://www.mrctemiscouata.qc.ca/Louis.html�





50th Coupe Aéronautiqué Gordon Bennett


The first Coupe Aeronautique Gordon Bennett was held on 1 October 1906, just one year after the formation of the FAI, which celebrated its Centenary this year.   


The race took off from the Jardin des Tuileries in Paris France.


The winning USA team of Frank Pl Lahm and Henry B. Hersey flew 647.1 km in 22 hours and 15 minutes to land near Flyingdales, Yorkshire, UK. 





2006 will mark the 50th Gordon Bennett and the 100th anniversary of the race. 











FAI - CIA PLENARY MEETING 2006�HOTEL KRISTALL ***


Professionalnaya str., Dmitrow, Russia	�8th to 11th March 2005





ACCOMMODATION BOOKING FORM �To guarantee accommodation at special FAI rates, please return to the Hotel at the address below by 31 January 2006 








Your donations are very important to the CIA and, in absence of other reliable and consistent revenue schemes, enable it to continue to serve our sport world wide in an efficient and effective way. A few countries have made a donation to the CIA this year, but there are very many more which have not! The CIA Donations Scheme is based on the number of pilots each country declares in its Annual Return, and the minimum rates are as follows:


Number of pilots declared�
0 – 100�
101 – 750�
Over 750�
�
Minimum donation in US $�
$25�
$200�
$350�
�
All payments under $500, and ALL Donations, can be paid to the FAI/CIA by Credit Card using the approved form below.


All payments over $500, including ALL Sanction Fees, should be paid by Bank Wire Transfer. Please use the following bank routing information when you wire funds to FAI for the CIA account::





International Money Transfer order or SWIFT Transfer: Mark: Without charge for the beneficiary and state reason for payment.





SWIFT CODE: CRES CHZZ 20A


Bank: 		Credit Suisse Private Banking 


		Rue du Lion d‘Or 5-7  


		Case postale 2468


		CH-1002 Lausanne, Switzerland


Bank A/C Name: 	Federation Aeronautique Internationale Bank     


A/C Numbers: 	US$	:	0425-457968-32-1	


		CHF	:	0425-457968-31  	


		EURO	:	0425-457968-32





FAI - CIA PLENARY MEETING 2006�HOTEL “FOUR CROWNS” ****


str. Liry Nikolskoy 7, Dmitrow/Russia


8th to 11th March 2005





ACCOMMODATION BOOKING FORM �To guarantee accommodation at special FAI rates, please return to the Hotel at the address below by 31 January 2006 








Travel To Dmitrov


Yuri Taran,  the Russian Delegate will be our host for the 2006 CIA Conference in Dmitrov.





You will need a visa to visit Russia.  From your own country or by contacting Yuri Taran at � HYPERLINK "mailto:info@aerowaltz.ru" ��info@aerowaltz.ru� for advise or assistance.   





Going from Moscow to Dmitrov:


By train from Savelovskaya station on Moscow subway (1 hour 15 minutes). 


By bus from subway station "Altufievo".


Hotels are within 10 minutes walking from Dmitrov station.





More travel information will be published with the Conference Agenda in January











Autumn 2005 
1

