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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
The Rules and the Judging Committees jointly met in Zamość (Poland) and on-line on 14 August 2024. 
 
------------------------- 
In attendance: 
 
Rules Committee (RC): 
Matthieu Roulet - Chairman (FRA), Daniel Genevey (HUN), Pekka Havbrandt (SWE), Hanspeter Rohner 
(SUI), Pierre Varloteaux (FRA)  
 
Judging Committee (JC): 
Pierre Varloteaux - Chairman (FRA), Madelyne Delcroix (FRA), Daniel Genevey (HUN), Quintin Hawthorne 
(RSA), Alejandra Moore (ESP) – part-time, Philippe Küchler (SUI) 
 
Observers: 
Brian Gleave (GBR), Carole Holyk (CAN), Edward Waasdorp (NED), and other observers online part-time 
 
Excused: Rules Committee (RC): Mike Gallaway (USA) 
------------------------- 
 
After the deadline of 1 July 2024 for the submission of Sporting Code “Normal Proposals”, the meeting 
package was assembled, and distributed on July 3rd to the CIVA Bureau, RC / JC / GAC / CC members, and to 
all CIVA Delegates. 
 
In this report, we have summarized the actions taken by RC/JC Committees on the Power proposals (applicable 
to Section 6 Part 1). Actions on Glider proposals taken by the GAC (applicable to Section 6 Part 2) are reported 
in a separate Agenda report.  
 
This year we propose a simpler and self-standing format for this report, reproducing in full all proposals 
applicable to Part 1, from the “Normal Proposals” package (plus any other relevant items e.g. mandated by the 
previous CIVA Plenary), with an overlay of the Rules Committee conclusions easily identifiable by a stamp or 
notes highlighted in yellow. An [OK] stamp, for instance, means that the proposal shall be considered by the 
Plenary as originally proposed. 
 
Passing the RC review is the result of a consensus or majority decision by the Committee, that those proposals 
shall be considered by the Plenary. Please note that passing this review does not necessarily imply that the RC 
recommends those proposals to be adopted. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 Matthieu Roulet 
 Chairman, CIVA Rules Committee 

  6 October 2024 
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RULE PROPOSALS CHECKLIST 
 
Highlighted in Yellow: Proposals for which the GAC and the RC/JC should aim for a common position. 
 

CIVA# NAC # Subject Allocation Page 
NP2025-1 ESP 1 Rotations in Unlimited Unknowns RC 4 
NP2025-2  2 Rotations in Unlimited Unknowns RC 5 
NP2025-3  3 Rotations in Unlimited Unknowns RC 6 
NP2025-4  4 Flick rolls in Unlimited Unknowns RC 7 
NP2025-5  5 Removal of Intermediate from Cat.1 RC 8 
NP2025-6   6 Rotations in Unlimited Unknowns RC 9 
NP2025-7 FRA 1 Number of figures in Free Unknowns RC 10 
NP2025-8  2 Number of Free Unknowns RC 11 
NP2025-9  3 K of additional figures in Unl Free Unknowns RC 13 
NP2025-10  4 K of additional figures in Adv Free Unknowns RC 14 
NP2025-11  5 Excellence Category RC 15 
NP2025-12  6 Practice figures RC/JC 16 
NP2025-13  7 Safety manoeuvres RC/JC 17 
NP2025-14  8 Safety half-rolls altitude RC/JC 18 
NP2025-15  9 Glider rules various GAC 19 
NP2025-16 GER 1 Frequency of World championships GAC 21 
NP2025-17  2 Figures in Programmes 2 to 6 GAC 22 
NP2025-18  3 Figures in Programmes 2 to 6 GAC 23 
NP2025-19  4 Figures in Programmes 2 to 6 GAC 24 
NP2025-20 GRE 1 Removal of Interm. and Advanced from Cat.1 RC 25 
NP2025-21  2 Team composition RC 26 
NP2025-22 HUN 1 Championships duration RC 27 
NP2025-23  2 Jury On/Off site RC/JC/GAC 28 
NP2025-24 LUX 1 Time limits RC/JC 29 
NP2025-25  2 Time limit for Programme 1 RC/JC 30 
NP2025-26  3 K of rotations on top or bottom of loops CC 31 
NP2025-27  4 New Aresti figures CC 32 
NP2025-28 NED 1 Stall turn downgrades JC/RC/GAC 33 
NP2025-29 RSA 1 Positioning score JC/RC 35 
NP2025-30 SUI 1 Safety half-rolls altitude RC/JC 36 
NP2025-31 SWE 1 Individual entries RC/GAC 37 
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NP2025-1 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Remove the paragraph: 
“A.15.1.3. Unlimited: No unlinked and opposite rolls (ref A.2.2.2), nor combinations of 
flick roll and aileron roll (ref A.2.2.4), permitted on the 45º down line of 8.4.15 to 8.4.18” 
Insert “A.15.1.3. “Unlimited: Unlinked and opposite rolls (ref A.2.2.2), and combinations 
of flick roll first, and aileron roll after (ref A.2.2.4), permitted on the 45º down line of 
8.4.15 to 8.4.18” 
 
   
Rationale 
 
To increase the number of possible figures for the Free-Unknown programmes. To increase the flexibility, 
diversity and interest of programmes and flights for pilots and spectators. 
 
 
  

RC 
OK 
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NP2025-2 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #2 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  See RC amendments below 
 
Remove the paragraphs: 
"A.2.2.3. Combinations of aileron roll first, and then flick roll, may be added in Families 
1, 7 and 8 on 45° up lines. The combined extent of rotation shall not exceed 540° with 
not more than 4 stops. " 
And 
“A.8.1.1. All categories: In Family 5, No flick rolls permitted on ascending vertical or 45- 
degree lines, except in Family 5.2.1. “ 
And insert: 
"A.2.2.3. Combinations of aileron roll first, and then flick roll, may be added in Families 
1,5,7 and 8 on 45° up lines. The combined extent of rotation shall not exceed 540° with 
not more than 3 stops. " 
And 
“A.8.1.1. All categories except Unlimited: In Family 5, No flick rolls permitted on 
ascending vertical or 45-degree lines, except in Family 5.2.1. Unlimited: In Family 5, 
No flick rolls permitted on ascending vertical, except in Family 5.2.1.” 
 
   
 
Rationale 
 
To increase the number of possible figures for the Free-Unknown programmes. To increase the flexibility, 
diversity and interest of programmes and flights for pilots and spectators. Last year’s Free Known includes a 
figure with combination of rolls and flick rolls on a three-line stall turn (Family 5.3.1 and 5.3.2 figures), 
demonstrating that is safe and technically possible. 
 
 
RC discussion: Proposal OK with amendment by the RC:  

>> For Family 5, A.8.1.3 prevails, therefore new A.2.2.3. to read: 

« A.2.2.3. Combinations of aileron roll first, and then flick roll, may be added in Families 1,5,7 and 8 on 
45° up lines. For Families 1, 7 and 8, the combined extent of rotation shall not exceed 540° with not 
more than 3 stops. For Family 5, A.8.1.3 applies. » 

 

And then A.8.1.3. to be reworded from « aileron roll elements » to « roll elements ». 

  

RC OK Ok with amendment 
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NP2025-3 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #3 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Remove the paragraph: 
A.17.1.7. “Unlimited: From 8.6.5 to 8.6.8: No flick rolls on vertical down lines after a 
hesitation roll in the loop”. 
   
 
Rationale 
 
To increase the number of possible figures for the Free-Unknown programmes. To increase the flexibility, 
diversity and interest of programmes and flights for pilots and spectators. These figures have no safety issues, 
as the ones with long rotations in the top of the loop and flick rolls in the vertical down. 
 
 
RC discussion: Multiple stops on top might create safety hazard with risk of subsequent high-speed 
flick => Safety Working Group sollicited to provide statement 
 

After a meeting – Video conference – on the 9th of October 2024 

The Safety Working group recommends rejecting the proposal NP2025-3  

RC OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-4 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #4 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Add the following figures (A.24. Family 9.10, Negative Flick Rolls) in the figures 
accepted for programmes 2, 3 and 4 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a 45-degree negative line up (9.10.2.3) 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a horizontal negative line (9.10.3.3) 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a 45-degree negative line down (9.10.4.3) 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a 45-degree positive line up (9.10.7.3) 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a horizontal positive line (9.10.8.3) 
-Three quarter negative flick roll on a 45-degree positive line down (9.10.9.3) 
   
 
Rationale 
 
To increase the number of possible figures for the Free-Unknown programmes. To increase the flexibility, 
diversity and interest of programmes and flights for pilots and spectators. Last year’s Free Known included a 
figure with combination of rolls and flick rolls on three-line stall turn (Family 5.3.1 and 5.3.2 figures), 
demonstrating that is safe and technically possible. 
 
 
 
RC note: edit error on rationale (copy-paste from another proposal) 
 
 
  

RC 
OK 

See notes below  
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NP2025-5 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #5 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Removal of Intermediate Category from Category 1 Championships 
 
 
Proposal  
 
To remove the Intermediate category from World Championship, Open Continental Championship or 
Continental Championship Category I competition status and replace these with Category II events. 
 
Existing rule: 
1.2.2. Contest Categories 
1.2.2.1. All flights carried out by competitors must be made solo; this applies to competition flights 
and training flights. 
1.2.2.2. Contest categories are: 
a) Unlimited (“U”) 
b) Advanced (“A”) 
c) Intermediate (“I”) 
   
New rule: 
1.2.2.2 d) remove the Intermediate “I” category. 
1.2.2.3 delete references to Intermediate in CAT I competitions. 
[further amendments to references to Intermediate and “I” competitions will be required throughout 
the SC]. 
 
Rationale 
 
The limited to attraction it garners from pilots as a CAT I event (2014 saw 30 pilots; 2019 saw 26 pilots; 
2021saw 20 pilots; 2023 event cancelled due the event not completed the required minimums as a CATI event 
(to too few pilots/countries). 
 
World and Continental championships at this category have not attracted universal interest and support. 
Pilots who routinely fly at a higher category in their own country but have not competed at Advanced or 
Unlimited in a FAI First Category event, are eligible to enter these events, creating an unfair competition. 
 
To achieve a wider attendance from the Intermediate category, an alternative would be to encourage NACs to 
group together and arrange Category II events on a regional basis, where the travel to the event is shorter, the 
duration of the event is limited to 3-4 days and there judging staff can be provided locally, but to an 
international standard. 
 
As 2023 season demonstrated, the requirements as a CAT I event make it hard to host and it is an unnecessary 
dilution of the CIVA management effort, competition staffing and financial resource to attract and support bids 
to Category I championships in this class. 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with GRE proposal #1 (NP2025-20) on similar subject. 
 
  

RC OK 
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NP2025-6 
 
ESP PROPOSAL #6 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Add paragraph: 
A.2.2.6" Combinations of flick roll first and then aileron rolls, may be added in Families 
1, 7 and 8 on vertical down lines. The combined extent of rotation shall not exceed 
360° with not more than 2 stops. 
   
 
Rationale 
 
To increase the number of possible figures for the Free-Unknown programmes. To increase the flexibility, 
diversity and interest of programmes and flights for pilots and spectators. 
 
 
 
RC discussion: Potential safety hazard, especially in combination with NP2025-3? => Safety Working 
Group sollicited to provide statement 
 
After a meeting – Video conference – on the 9th of October 2024 

The Safety Working group recommends rejecting the proposal NP2025-3 

  

RC 
OK 

See notes below  
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NP2025-7 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Reduction of Number of figures in Free Unknowns 
 
 
Proposal  
 
For all categories: 
Reduce number of figures in all Free Unknowns, from currently [10 drawn figures + 1 to 4 additional figures] 
to [7 drawn figures + 1 to 3 additional figures]. 
Accordingly: 

• the sum of all additional figures will have a reallocated K of 18 (i.e. 18 if one figure, 9 each if two 
figures, 6 each if three figures). (2.3.1.4.c) 

• The rules on min and max number of figure types (2.1.3.4.a and .b) are changed as follows for 
Unlimited: 

• 2.3.1.4.a) 
• 9.9: Min 2, Max 4 
• 9.10: Min 2, Max 4 
• Total of Families 9.9 and 9.10 not to exceed eight six, at least two one of which must 

be vertically climbing 
• 2.3.1.4.b) There will not be more than one flick roll (Family 9.9 or 9.10) per figure, except in 

Unlimited where two flick rolls per figure will be permitted in up to two one figure. 
• the maximum time to complete the Free Unknown sequence from take-off will be reduced from 12 to 

10 minutes. (3.10.1.1) 
Affected Part 1 paragraphs: throughout 2.3., and 3.10.1.1, straightforward from the above. 
  
 
Rationale 
 
The proposed change pursues several objectives: 

• Make Free Unknowns more dynamic and attractive to watch by making them shorter. Currently Free 
Unknown sequences (and therefore Programmes) are too long to maintain interest for spectators and 
competitors alike. 

• Help achieve timely completion of championships. 
• Open the door and contributing to ultimately reducing championships duration, a wish repeatedly put 

forward by CIVA stakeholders. In this context, eventually allowing two flights per day under tbd 
conditions (if and when decided) is considered more realistic with shorter sequences, both in terms of 
pilot fatigue and in terms of effort needed for memorisation / preparation / rehearsals for the second 
flight. This proposal therefore lays the ground for shortening championship duration. 

 
 
 

RC OK 
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NP2025-8 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #2 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Reduction of Number of Free Unknowns and Duration of championships 
 
 
Proposal  
 
For all categories: 
 

Run championships with two Free Unknown Programmes instead of three (2.1.1). 
Accordingly: 

• Rules on sections (3.2.1.4 to 3.2.1.6) need to be revised for three Aresti Programmes instead of four. 
There would be three sections instead of four, and the sequence of sections in 3.2.1.6. with the same 
logic as before would result in: 

Prog. 1 Prog. 2 Prog.3 

Section A Section B Section C 

Section B Section C Section A 

Section C Section A Section B 
• All rules related to current Programme 4 ´cut’ remain and are transferred to Programme 3 (the second 

and last Free Unknown) (2.1.2.2.) 
• Current Programme 5 (Final Freestyle) obviously is renumbered Programme 4. 
• Revision of 2.1.2.4. on priority of Final Freestyle over the last (second) Free Unknown is left open for 

decision by the RC and/or CIVA Plenary — i.e. final version submitted to CIVA Plenary (assuming the 
RC upholds the proposal), with or without choice on 2.1.2.4. change, to be decided by the RC. 

As a consequence and ultimate aim, reduce the duration of CIVA championships. Current texts read: 
• 1.2.1.1.a.: « World Championships (…) should last 7 to 12 days from opening to closing ceremonies. » 
• 1.2.1.2.a.: « Continental Championships (…) in principle should not last more than 7 days. ». (this 

current text does not reflect current reality anyway).  
It is proposed to amend both texts with « between 7 and 8 days from opening to closing ceremonies ». 
In addition, it is left open to the RC to assess relevance of reducing the number of figures in Free Known 
sequences — from 5 Known figures + 5 Free figures, to e.g. 4 Known figures + 4 Free figures — and a 
corresponding reduction of the flight duration from 12 to 10 minutes. 
 
 
Rationale 
 
Streamlining championships duration has been a desire expressed many times by a number of stakeholders, 
with competitors complaining they are too long and unnecessarily require them to take too many days off, when 
adding training camps, from their professional occupation. This proposal aims at addressing just that. With this 
proposal a typical championship schedule could look like: 

• Saturday & Sunday: Official training, registration 
• Sunday evening: Opening ceremony 
• Monday-Friday/Saturday: Competition flights — Programmes 1-3 

RC OK 
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• Saturday (Unlimited): Final Freestyle 
• Saturday evening: Award and closing ceremony 
• Sunday: Departures 

The side proposal on reducing the number of figures in the Free Known addresses two aspects: 
• Better balance the respective K weights of Free Known and Free Unknowns after suppression of one of 

the Free Unknown Programmes. 
• Help achieve timely completion of championships. 

Note: 
The FRA proposals do not consider at this stage another important parameter to unlock the full potential 
towards reduction of championship duration, that is changing rules 2.5. on time between Programmes — 
2.5.1.1. mandates no more than one Programme per day for any given competitor. 2.5.1.2. already allows the 
International Jury to make exceptions (with some boundary conditions) in case of risk to validity of the contest, 
however as such the rule does not allow to plan for shorter championships. FRA assessment is that further 
thoughts are required on this before submitting a mature and safe proposal, because of the potential 
implications on fair and equal treatment between competitors depending on their section. 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with HUN proposal #1 (NP2025-22) on similar subject. 
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NP2025-9 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #3 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Minimum real K of additional figures in Free Unknowns / Unlimited 
 
 
Proposal  
 
In Unlimited, for all Free Unknowns, mandate additional figures to have a real K of at least 35.  
2.3.1.4.c. therefore to be modified, straightforward from the above. 
Accordingly: 

• In 2.3.1.4. remove word « solely » and modify repetition rule, as follows: « (…)  and additional figures 
from the Aresti System (Condensed) as currently amended by CIVA, solely to aid in composition. These 
additional figures may contain repetitions despite rule 2.3.1.1., except that repetition of any catalogue 
number of Families 1 to 8, Family 9.9 and Family 9.10, of submitted figures according to 2.3.1.1, is not 
permitted. » 

 
 
Rationale 
 
Currently, Free Unknown sequences in Unlimited World Championships display up to 30% of figures which by 
nature are extremely basic (up to 4 additional figures of at best Intermediate level). This undermines the 
expected display of Unlimited skills, and has proven to adversely effect the interest of watching Free 
Unknowns. Without modifying the « reallocated K » of these figures, the proposed change aims at improving 
interest for these Programmes. 
Amendment of the repetition rule avoids unwanted practice of submitted Unknown figure elements prior to 
actually flying Unknown figures. 
 
 
  

RC OK 
See clarifications below  

catalog (score K remaining as 
before) 
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NP2025-10 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #4 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Minimum real K of additional figures in Free Unknowns / Advanced 
 
 
Proposal  
 
In Advanced, for all Free Unknowns, mandate additional figures to have a real K of at least 25. 
2.3.1.4.c. therefore to be modified, straightforward from the above. 
Accordingly: 

• In 2.3.1.4. remove word « solely » and modify repetition rule, as follows: « (…)  and additional figures 
from the Aresti System (Condensed) as currently amended by CIVA, solely to aid in composition. These 
additional figures may contain repetitions despite rule 2.3.1.1., except that repetition of any catalogue 
number of Families 1 to 8, Family 9.9 and Family 9.10, of submitted figures according to 2.3.1.1, is not 
permitted. » 

 
 
 
Rationale 
 
Currently, Free Unknown sequences in Advanced World Championships display up to 30% of figures which by 
nature are extremely basic (up to 4 additional figures of at best Intermediate level). This undermines the 
expected display of Advanced skills, and has proven to adversely effect the interest of watching Free 
Unknowns. Without modifying the « reallocated K » of these figures, the proposed change aims at improving 
interest for these Programmes. 
Amendment of the repetition rule avoids unwanted practice of submitted Unknown figure elements prior to 
actually flying Unknown figures. 
 
 
  

RC OK 
See clarifications below  

catalog (score K remaining as 
before) 
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NP2025-11 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #5 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Excellence Category 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Add Excellence (a difficulty level between Advanced and Unlimited) to the list of CIVA contest level 
categories in Part 1 (1.2.2.2).  
Add all corresponding rules into Part 1, as developed for the 2024 trial (subject to lessons learned, see below). 

 
 
 
Rationale 
 
The rationale for adding an Excellence category to the set of CIVA categories has already been established at 
the last CIVA Plenary and at length subsequently in a number of exchanges. In a nutshell it aims at addressing 
the observed decline in number of competitors in CIVA Power championships: 

• Adding a level between Advanced and Unlimited will attract pilots who have seen the level gap from 
Advanced to Unlimited widening in the last decade with the evolution of rules making Unlimited more 
and more challenging.  

• What is a matter for competitors has become also an existential matter for organisers, hence for CIVA. 
In order to be viable for organisers, an event must have a sufficient number of entries, and this has 
lately proven to more and more turn into a challenge surrounded by uncertainty. 

 
Note 1: 
In view of the above, it is clear the only viable set-up for Excellence championships is to run this category 
concurrently with another category. In view of statistical championship entries, it looks best to plan Excellence 
to be run concurrently with Unlimited championships. However this point does not need to be addressed in the 
Sporting Code itself (just like for Part 2 which describes rules for Unlimited and for Advanced, and which does 
not need to specify that Unlimited and Advanced championships may take place concurrently). In order to 
increase viability of events and avoid risks of cancellation, CIVA should certainly encourage potential 
organisers to bid for concurrent Unlimited and Excellence events. 
 
Note 2: 
A trial Excellence category is to be run in 2024. Obviously lessons learned from this trial will be used to tune 
and mature detailed regulations for this category. This proposal is at least a placeholder to make sure the RC 
has the opportunity to assess and amend those proposed regulations before potential submission to CIVA 
Plenary, independently from the fact that proposals for this Category might also be put forward by the CIVA 
President as a President’s proposal directly to Plenary if so he wishes. 
 
 

RC OK 
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NP2025-12 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #6 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Practice figures 
 
 
Proposal  
 
In 3.9.1.4., remove « but may be flown only once » in « The pilot may perform up to three practice figures. 
These figures are optional but may be flown only once, and may be flown in any order. » 
 
 
Rationale 
 
There is no advantage for a pilot to fly a practice figure several times. The proposal removes an unnecessary 
burden for the judges and the International Jury. 
 
 
RC discussion: Clarification that the total number of practice figures will remain three (it is not 
allowed to fly an indefinite number of times three different figures). 
 
 
  

RC OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-13 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #7 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Safety Manoeuvres 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Make mandatory push/pull stick inputs as safety manoeuvres, prior to the safety half-rolls, i.e. merge 3.9.1.2 
into 3.9.1.1 and modify as follows:  
« 3.9.1.1. 
Before the wing-rocking at the start of each competition flight it is mandatory that pilots 
perform, at a minimum height of 300m: 
   a) first, pull/push stick inputs (in any order and any number, in erect or inverted flight) to create instant g-
load and hence check harness and absence of loose articles in the aircraft; 
   b) then at least two half-rolls with a stop at the inverted position (1.1.1.3 & 9.1.3.2; 1.1.1.4 & 9.1.3.2). At 
least in the first inverted position, push/pull stick inputs shall be performed for the same purpose as above; 
   c) then at least one of the practice figures specified in 3.9.1.4. These figures are flown to check the aircraft’s 
inverted fuel and oil systems are operable, that there are no loose articles in the aircraft and to ensure that the 
pilot’s safety harness is properly secured. In addition, it is recommended that pilots perform the safety 
manoeuvres specified in 3.9.1.2 and 3.9.1.3, and up to two more practice figures as specified in 3.9.1.4  » 
« 3.9.1.2. 
The pilot may perform any number of these half-roll figures (1.1.1.3 & 9.1.3.2; 1.1.1.4 & 9.1.3.2), separately or 
continuously, before the wing rocking signalling the start of the competition sequence.» 
« 3.9.1.3. 
In addition, it is recommended that pilots may perform any number of turns (erect or inverted, but not rolling 
turns) as warm up manoeuvres, separately or in continuous turns. These warm-up manoeuvres are flown to 
help prepare the pilot for the upcoming g-loadings and to help reduce the risk of g- induced Loss Of 
Consciousness (g-LOC).» 
 
 
Rationale 
 
Safety. 
 
 
RC discussion: Difficult to give criteria for push/pull inputs, therefore cannot be penalized if not seen 
=> push/pull inputs recommended rather than mandatory. Other amendment (helmet/headset) 
aiming at merge with SUI #1. 
Note on above amendments: 3.9.1.1.b) and c) to be renumbered 3.9.1.2 a) and b); 3.9.1.2 and 3.9.1.3 
to be renumbered resp. 3.9.1.3 and 3.9.1.4 accordingly. 
 
 
 
  

RC 
Amended 

See notes below  

, and helmet or headset, are  

Recommend  

and  
It is 

recom
mended 

that 
pilots 

perform  

3.9.1.2.
It is 

mandat
ory that 
pilots 

perform  

should  
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NP2025-14 
 
FRA PROPOSAL #8 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Safety half-rolls altitude 
 
[ Note: Already covered if FRA proposal #7 is approved. ] 
 
Proposal  
 
Enforce first safety half-rolls to be performed at a minimum height of 300m, i.e. modify 3.9.1.1 as follows:  
« Before the wing-rocking at the start of each competition flight it is mandatory that pilots 
perform at first at least two half-rolls with a stop at the inverted position, at a minimum height of 300m (1.1.1.3 
& 9.1.3.2; 1.1.1.4 & 9.1.3.2), plus at least one of the practice figures specified in 3.9.1.4. (…) » 
 
 
 
 
Rationale 
 
Safety. 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with SUI proposal #1 (NP2025-30) on similar subject. 
 
 
RC note: Void if NP2025-13 is approved. 
 
 
  

RC OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-20 
 
GRE PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Removal of Intermediate and Advanced Category from Category 1 Championships 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Remove the Intermediate and Advanced Category from World Championship, Open Continental 
Championship or Continental Championship First Category competition status and move them to a 
Second Category event. 
   
 
 
Rationale 
 
I strongly believe that all of CIVA's economical and mental resources should be focused on the 
highest category, which is Unlimited.  
It is an unnecessary dilution of the CIVA management effort, competition staffing and financial 
resource to attract and support bids to First Category championships in this classes.  
There's been a lot of talk about bringing new pilots into the world of aerobatics. I believe that the 
solution of having two subcategories in First Category event is not convenient.  
In addition to being an economic waste on the part of CIVA, they do not give the right value to the 
true and only competition, which is Unlimited.  
Beginner pilots who are approaching the world of aerobatics or those who are already more 
experienced must aim to reach the top category and not think about competing in a less difficult one.  
Obviously, the passage of categories for the growth of a pilot is fundamental, but the ultimate 
objective remains the Unlimited competition. That’s why, to achieve a wider attendance from the 
Intermediate and Advanced class a better solution would be to encourage NACs to arrange Second 
Category events on a regional basis. 
 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with ESP proposal #5 (NP2025-5) on similar subject. 
 
 
  

RC OK 
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NP2025-21 
 
GRE PROPOSAL #2 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Competitors and Team Composition 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Every NAC shall notify the Organizer of a Championship, not less than two months before it is due to 
start, of the number of competing pilots to be entered from their countries up to a maximum of twelve 
(12). Of these pilots, a minimum of two (2) and a maximum of three (3), regardless of gender, 
can be eligible for a team medal of their NAC. The name of these two (2) or three (3) pilots will 
have to be given by every NAC at the latest the day before the official start of the competition.   
 
 
Rationale 
 
Some countries have the possibility to select much more pilots to be entered into championships 
compared to others. This is only due to the size of the country, its aeronautical infrastructures, or its 
number of pilots. Certainly, a strong advantage toward team medals is given to large teams 
compared to small teams. Unfortunately, this advantage does not reward only the performance of the 
pilots but also the size of the team they are forming. This goes against the General Rule of CIVA as 
stated in Sporting Code Section 6 Part 1 paragraph 1.1.1.6.  
There is no acceptable reason in a sport to create a rule that gives an advantage to a team because 
of size. The infrastructures and the efforts of a NAC can give them the advantage of having much 
more pilots than other NACs. This advantage is real and our rules already allow such NACs to enter 
up to 12 pilots whereas others cannot afford to. Therefore, large NACs already have more chances 
for individual medals, and also for team medal as they can choose the best pilots amongst a larger 
group. There is no acceptable reason for having a rule that gives an additional advantage to these 
NACs.  
This change is therefore necessary for sake of fair competition. 
 
Example 
 
A team is made of 4 pilots or more (A1, A2, A3, A4,...).  
B team is made of 4 pilots or more (B1, B2, B3, B4,...).  
C team is made of 3 pilots only (C1, C2 and C3).  
Before the last program, A team is leading with pilots A1, A2, and A3 eligible for gold medal. B team 
is following with pilots B1, B2 and B3 eligible for silver medal.  
C team is following after with pilots C1, C2 and C3 eligible for bronze medal.  
During last program, pilots B3 and B4 make such scores that the B team is not anymore eligible for 
silver medal with pilots B1, B2 and B3, but with pilots B1, B2 and B4. 
 At the same time, C team performed so that it would be eligible for silver medal if B team had been 
comprised of pilots B1, B2 and B3 only. A team performed normally to keep its gold medal. This 
situation has already been seen before, giving advantage to B team mainly because of its size. In 
other words, the size of the team can compensate for underperformance of one or more pilots within 
the team, whereas small teams made of the minimum number of pilots only have no possibility to 
compensate for underperformance of one of their pilots. 
 
  

RC OK 



CIVA Rules Committee Report v1    CIVA Annual Meeting 2024, Athens, Greece 
 

 
 
 

 20 

NP2025-22 
 
HUN PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Reduction of Championships duration 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Reduce the duration of World Championships from currently 7 to 12 days to 5-7 days and the 
duration of Contintental Championships from current max of 7 days to 5-7 days also.  
 
1.2.1.1. World Championships  
a) World Championships will be held every two years and should last 5 to 7 days from opening to 
closing ceremonies.  
 
1.2.1.2. Continental Championships  
a) Continental Championships may be held in years when there are no World Championships and in 
principle should not last more than 5 to 7 days. 
   
 
 
Rationale 
 
In General reduce the costs imposed on organizers and make the whole contest more efficient in 
terms of organisation and attractivity. 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with FRA proposal #2 (NP2025-8) on similar subject. 
 
 
RC note: “should” indicates guidance (not requirement, which would be indicated by ‘shall’), which, as 
before, maintains needed flexibility. 
 
  

RC OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-23 
 
HUN PROPOSAL #2 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 / Part 2 
 
Subject: Reduction of number of Jury members present on site 
 
 
Proposal  
 
Reduce the number of jury members present on site to the Jury President only but keep the number 
of members as it is.  
 

1.3.1.3. Appointment  
 

b)  At World and Continental Championships, only the president of the International Jury 
must be physically present on site for the whole event duration (from General 
Briefing to Award Ceremony).  

 
The other members must be available for online consultation called by the the 
president of the International Jury for the whole event duration (from General Briefing 
to Award Ceremony) with a maximum delay of 12 working hours.  

 
1.3.1.4  All members of the International Jury must be included into the process to hear appeals 

or protests submitted by competitors. A jury decision always has to be taken through a 
vote including all members.   

 
 
Rationale 
 
In General reduce the costs imposed on organizers by reducing the number of CIVA prescribed 
officials on site. 
 
  

RC GAC JC 

OK 
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NP2025-24 
 
LUX PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Time Limits 
 
 
Proposal  
 
3.10.1. Time Limits  
 
3.10.1.1. Programmes 1 to 4 will have a time limit of 12 minutes in all categories from the moment 
the aircraft is observed in flight by the Chief Judge / timers.  
 
Change observed in flight by clear to enter the box.  
   
 
 
Rationale 
 
Sometimes there is a delay of CJ between the take off and clearance to enter the box. 
 
 
RC discussion: Alternatively (possible amendment), principle could be that the CJ stops the clock in 
case of any relevant circumstances (interruption due to operations, box not clear, …) and restarts the 
clock when the pilot is cleared to enter the box. 
 
 
  

RC JC 

OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-25 
 
LUX PROPOSAL #2 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Time Limit for Programme 1 
 
 
Proposal  
 
3.10.1. Time Limits  
 
3.10.1.1. Programmes 1 to 4 will have a time limit of 12 minutes in all categories from the moment 
the aircraft is observed in flight by the Chief Judge / timers.  
 
Programme  1 will have a time limit of 14 minutes and programmes 2 to 4 will have 12 minutes.  
   
 
 
Rationale 
 
12 minutes isn’t enough to do safety maneuvers and more than 3 figures. 
 
 
 
  

RC JC 

OK 



CIVA Rules Committee Report v1    CIVA Annual Meeting 2024, Athens, Greece 
 

 
 
 

 24 

NP2025-28 
 
NED PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 / Part 2 
 
Subject: Stall turn downgrades 
 

Figure 21 article B.9.5.2.e) Section 6 part 1 page 87 and 
figure 18 article B.9.5.2.f) Section 6 part 2 page 81 

 
 
Proposal  
 

 
 
 
 
 
In both cases the diagram (Figure 21 for 
part 1 and Figure 18 for part 2) is as shown. 
The downgrades illustrated are however 
all only half of the correct values. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Proposed new text for B.9.5.2.e) in part 1 and B.9.5.2.f) in part 2: 
 

As the aircraft (glider) nears the point where it would stop climbing, it must yaw through 180° to the left 
or right to achieve a vertical down-line. Ideally the aircraft (glider) rotates without sideways motion and 
descends on the same axis. When rotation is complete the lateral distance between the up-line and the 
down-line must not exceed one wingspan of the aircraft (glider). The downgrade for a detected deviation 
is one (1) point for each additional lateral half wingspan, or part thereof, to a maximum of four (4) 
points. 

GAC JC RC 

OK 
See notes below  



CIVA Rules Committee Report v1    CIVA Annual Meeting 2024, Athens, Greece 
 

 
 
 

 25 

   
Revisions to diagrams: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rationale 
 
This proposal concerns the Stall Turn text and diagram in part 1 and part 2. In both cases the instruction 
requires the judge to assess sideways shift of the aircraft “point of rotation” mid-way during the required 180° 
yaw. The drawing shows a CG symbol     for this imaginary point and the same (power) diagram is used in each 
document. 
 
For judges it would be much simpler to assess the distance between the easily identified vertical upwards and 
downwards lines, compare this to the aircraft’s wingspan and apply downgrades accordingly. 
 
It must also be noted that for many years the diagram has shown incorrect downgrade values that are HALF the 
amount described in the text. This is corrected in the proposal. 
 
With reference to the CG rotation point removed from this explanation it becomes highly advantageous to 
simplify both of the diagrams accordingly. 
Replacement diagrams are proposed. In each case ambiguities have been removed and only the initial up-line 
and possible down-lines are used to classify the appropriate downgrades. 
 
 
RC discussion: Incorrect claim that current illustration and text are not consistent with each other. 
Therefore, the proposal can be address at Plenary, redefined as two separate, unrelated proposals 
subject to two independent votes:  

1. Change explanation logic / what judges need to pay attention to.  
2. Double penalty points vs current rules. 

 
 
 
 
  



CIVA Rules Committee Report v1    CIVA Annual Meeting 2024, Athens, Greece 
 

 
 
 

 26 

NP2025-29 
 
RSA PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Positioning score 
 
 
Proposal  
 
It is proposed that an amendment of the following Regulation is considered; 
 

4.1.5.7  At the end of the sequence the annotations in the “POS” column shall be used by each judge to 
determine a sequence positioning downgrade based primarily on these recorded observations. 
Each single letter is taken as equivalent to a half mark and each double letter equivalent to a 
full mark downgrade. For example, the figure “Pos” annotations L, R, N, FF, LL and R would 
combine as a downgrade of 4.0 marks. The Judge is entitled to revise his final positioning mark 
up or down by a maximum of 1 point if he considers there were other relevant factors which 
should be taken into account to reduce or increase the downgrade. 

 
a)  Pursuant to a protest, allow for the Jury to verify that the annotations in the POS column of 

the scoresheet matches the positioning score as required by 4.1.5.6 and 4.1.5.7 of the 
CIVA Regulations, and if it does not match, allow for the score to be replaced by the 
actual score as determined from the annotation indicated on the judge scoresheet. 

 
b)  In the event that the positioning score given to a competitor by a judge deviates from the 

mean average of the scores for positioning from the remaining judges in the panel by 3,0 
points or more, then that judges score would be deleted and replaced by the average score 
of the remaining judges.   

 
 
Rationale 
 
The amendment is intended to correct the anomalies arising from a score for positioning given to a competitor 
by one judge that is inconsistent with the average of the scores given by the remaining judges. In cases where 
the deviation is greater than 3,0 points from the average of the remaining judges, it would; 
 

-  Pursuant to a protest, allow for the Jury to verify that the annotations indicated in the POS column of the 
scoresheet matches the positioning score as required by 4.1.5.6 and 4.1.5.7 of the CIVA Regulations, and 
if it does not match, allow for the score to be replaced by the actual score as determined from the POS 
annotation indicated on the judge scoresheet. 

 
-  In the event that the positioning score given to a competitor by a judge deviates from the mean average of 

the scores for positioning from the remaining judges in the panel by 3,0 points or more, then the judges 
score would be deleted and replaced by the average score of the remaining judges. Currently, the 
positioning score is normalised by allocating an average score based on all of the judges scores, which 
may be considered to unfairly disadvantage the competitor. The deviant judge’s score would therefore not 
be taken into account when calculating the fitted average score.. 

 
 
RC discussion: Breaks the FPS logic. In addition, proposed algorithm not deterministic, i.e. leading to 
several possible results in some cases => Impossible to implement => Dismissed. 

JC RC 

Dismissed 
See notes below  
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NP2025-30 
 
SUI PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Safety half-rolls altitude 
 
 
Proposal  
 
This proposal clarifies the minimum altitude at which the first two half-rolls in paragraph 3.9.1.1. can 
be executed. 
 
Current paragraph 3.9.1.1. : 
 
Before the wing-rocking at the start of each competition flight it is mandatory that pilots perform at 
least two half-rolls with a stop at the inverted position (1.1.1.3 & 9.1.3.2; 1.1.1.4 & 9.1.3.2), plus at 
least one of the practice figures specified in 3.9.1.4. These figures are flown to check the aircraft’s 
inverted fuel and oil systems are operable, that there are no loose articles in the aircraft and to 
ensure that the pilot’s safety harness is properly secured. In addition, it is recommended that pilots 
perform the safety manoeuvres specified in 3.9.1.2 and 3.9.1.3, and up to two more practice figures 
as specified in 3.9.1.4.  
 
New paragraph 3.9.1.1. : 
 
Before the wing-rocking at the start of each competition flight it is mandatory that pilots perform, as 
the first Safety manoeuvres and before any other Safety, Warm-up or Practice manoeuvres in 
paragraphs 3.9.1.1., 3.9.1.2., 3.9.1.3. and 3.9.1.4., at least two half-rolls with a stop at the inverted 
position (1.1.1.3 & 9.1.3.2; 1.1.1.4 & 9.1.3.2) at a height of more than 500 meters (Intermediate) 
and at a height of more than 300 meters (Advanced and Unlimited), plus followed by at least 
one of the practice figures specified in 3.9.1.4. These figures are flown to check the aircraft’s inverted 
fuel and oil systems are operable, that there are no loose articles in the aircraft and to ensure that the 
pilot’s safety harness and helmet or headset is are properly secured. In addition, it is recommended 
that pilots perform the safety manoeuvres specified in 3.9.1.2 and 3.9.1.3, and up to two more 
practice figures as specified in 3.9.1.4.  
   
 
 
Rationale 
 
The intention of two half rolls with a stop at the inverted position as the first Safety manoeuvres is to detect 
loose articles, problems with the safety harness, helmet or headset and other malfunctions with the aircraft. It is 
therefore logical, that these manoeuvres (two half rolls) are executed as the first Safety manoeuvres before any 
other Safety, Warm-up of Practice manoeuvres. Heights higher than 500 meters for Intermediate and higher 
than 300 meters for Advanced and Unlimited should give the pilot enough altitude and time to take appropriate 
action if required. 
 
 
 
RC Chairman Note: To be discussed in conjunction with FRA proposal #8 (NP2025-14) on similar subject. 
 
RC note: Remaining part to be voted: Intermediate 500m in case NP2025-14 is approved, and in case 
Intermediate is not removed from Part 1 (as per NP2025-5, NP2025-20) 

RC JC 

OK 
See notes below  
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NP2025-31 
 
SWE PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 / Part 2 
 
Subject: Individual Entries 
 
 
Proposal 
 
Current wording (Part 1) 
 
1.2.6.3. Non-NAC Entries  
a) The Organiser is also obliged to accept entries from FAI Applicants as described in paragraph 
4.5.1 of Sporting Code, General Section.  
 
1.2.6.4. Hors-Concours Entries a) At its discretion, the Organiser may accept further entries 
submitted by NACs for pilots subject to eligibility restrictions (see 1.2.4). These entrants will be 
classified as “Hors Concours (H/C)”. They will pay normal entry fees, be subject to the normal entry 
deadlines for the contest, and be treated as other competitors. In the event of time constraints, 
however, they can expect to be shifted in the order of flight or deleted from the flight programmes 
altogether at the discretion of the International Jury. H/C pilots’ results will be located in all listings as 
their score dictates but with the rank not awarded. They will not appear in the final results submitted 
to FAI and will not be ranked or eligible for any awards or medals.  
 
b) H/C pilots shall possess a current FAI Sporting Licence. 
 
New wording (Part 1, same correction to be made to Part2) 
 
1.2.6.3. Non-NAC Entries 
  
a) The Organiser is also obliged to accept entries from FAI Applicants as described in paragraph § 
4.2 of Sporting Code, General Section.  
 
1.2.6.3. Individual Entries  
 
a) The Organiser is also obliged to accept entries from individual pilots. 
 
b) Individual pilots shall possess a current FAI Sporting Licence. 
 
1.2.6.5. Hors-Concours Entries  
 
a) At its discretion, the Organiser may accept further entries submitted by NACs for pilots subject to 
eligibility restrictions (see 1.2.4). These entrants will be classified as “Hors Concours (H/C)”. They will 
pay normal entry fees, be subject to the normal entry deadlines for the contest, and be treated as 
other competitors. In the event of time constraints, however, they can expect to be shifted in the 
order of flight or deleted from the flight programmes altogether at the discretion of the International 
Jury. H/C pilots’ results will be located in all listings as their score dictates but with the rank not 
awarded. They will not appear in the final results submitted to FAI and will not be ranked or eligible 
for any awards or medals.  
 
b) H/C pilots shall possess a current FAI Sporting Licence. 
   

RC GAC 

OK 
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Rationale 

If a NAC decides not to send teams it makes sense to let pilots enter themselves on their own expense as long 
as they have a valid sporting license. 

This is not against current FAI rules and is used in other Airsports such as paragliding. 
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R2025-1 
 
FOLLOW-UP PROPOSAL #1 
 
Document: Section 6 Part 1 
 
Subject: Final Freestyle Safety Communications and Deadline 
 
 
RC note: At Plenary 2023, Agenda item 8.3 / Safety, Expedited and Urgent proposals, discussion on 
Proposal #2 on a.m. subject was not conclusive. The Plenary mandated the RC to elaborate an 
adequate version, which is proposed here for implementation.   
 
Proposal  
 
New para 2.4.1.5 inserted as follows:  
 

a) When the performance zone for programme 5 has been defined, the jury will assess this 
performance zone in relation to areas open to the public. 

b) If areas open to the public are further away than 200m from any point in the performance zone, 
or further away than the minimum distance to comply with the local regulation - whichever is 
greater, then no further action is necessary.  

c) If however any public area is within the minimum distance defined in a) of an edge of the 
performance zone, the organiser must establish an official deadline in compliance with the 
required minimum distance in front of the near edge of the performance zone.  

i. The deadline should be monitored by one or more specially assigned persons 
appointed by the International Jury, if possible with sighting equipment to aid accuracy. 
If the competitor is observed to cross the deadline the Chief Judge must immediately 
be informed.  

ii. The Chief Judge shall then immediately call that competitor with a “Land, Land, Land” 
instruction, and that competitor will be immediately disqualified from Programme 5. 

 
Current paragraph 2.4.1.5 renumbered to 2.4.1.6, and para 2.4.1.6.c) replaced by:  
 

The competitor must ensure that any music track played in the aircraft is operated such that it 
does not compromise the ability to receive safety messages from the Chief Judge. 

 
Rationale 
 
The original proposal came from experience at the championships in Pavullo in 2023. The new proposal aims at 
addressing the topic with crystal-clear criteria and consequences, in the paramount interest of safety. 

OK 
RC JC 


