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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Mondial 2012

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 1

Time and Date: 17.00, 28™ November 2012

Subject: Approval to begin the World Parachuting Championships

Details:

Item 1 — Meet Director Report

The Meet Director reported to the Jury that he was ready to start.

Iltem 2 — Judging Report

The IPC Controller (J&S), Gillian Rayner, reported to the Jury that all Chief Judges
have confirmed that they are ready to start all World Parachuting

Championships.

Iltem 3 — Judging Equipment

The Jury has received the required IPC Judges Committee written approval of all
judging equipment to be used.

Item 4 — FAI Controller Report

The FAI Controller, Alberto Martin Paracuellos, gave his report to the Jury.

The deposit had been paid to the FAl in time. The provisional FAI Sanction fee had
been paid to the FAI. The FAI Controller reported that the state of organisation read-
iness is satisfactory.

Decision:

The Jury decided that the conditions in SC5, 4.5.1 had been met and gave approval
to start all WPC'’s.

The Organiser was informed of the Jury decision.

Signature:

Jury President |

Date: 28" November 2012 Time: 18:25



JUDGING EQUIPMENT USED AT THE MONDIAL 2012

Accuracy

Full WECKBECKER Electronics system including tuffet and landing
pad, wind measurement, recording and public information
panels.

Used at previous Cat 1 events for many years

Style
Full WECKBECKER Electronics system
used at previous Cat 1 events for many years

FS, AE, CF

NameSpace Intime scoring system software together with
organiser provided equipment in accordance with requirements
used for FS and AE at previous Cat 1 events (WC Projestov 2009,
WC Saarlouis 2011) and for CF at past Cat 2 events.

CP

NameSpace Intime scoring system software used jointly with
Jasper Williams speed sensor equipment at previous Cat 1

events (WPC Pretoria 2008 & WPC Kolomna 2010, WC
Johannesburg 2009) together with organiser provided equipment
in accordance with requirements.

Chair of Judges Committee
Pia Berggren
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Piloting

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 2

Time and Date: 08.00, 29" November 2012

Subject: Approval of replacement of a judge in canopy piloting

Details:

The Chief Judge for Canopy Piloting, Rainer Hoenle, requested that the Jury ap-
prove the replacement of a selected judge.

Johanna Huber was unable to attend.

The Chief Judge has selected Paul Moore as her replacement.

Decision:
The Jury approved Paul Moore as a replacement.

The chief judge in canopy piloting and the organiser was informed of the Jury deci-
sion.

Signature:

Jury Presidentﬁg

Date: 29" November 2012 Time: 08:10
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Mondial 2012

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 3

Time and Date: 08.10, 29" November 2012

Subject: Approval of competition site and PA-system.

Details:
According to SC5, 5.2.5. the competition site and PA-system have to be approved.

Decision:
The Jury approved the competition site and PA-system.

Signature:

Jury President

Date: 29" November 2012 Time: 08:15
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Formation

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 4

Time and Date: 14:10, 29" November 2012

Subject: Approval of change of exit speed for CF.

Details:
The Chief Judge of CF, Barry McAuley, asked for the jury approval for change of exit
speed of the Pilatus Porter to be increased to 75 +/- 5 KIAS.

This was requested at the competitors briefing for CF.

Decision:
The Jury approved the change of exit speed on the Pilatus Porter for CF to 75 +/- 5
KIAS.

Signature:

Jury President

Date: 29" November 2012 Time: 14.15
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Piloting

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 5

Time and Date: 10.10, 30" November 2012

Subject: Change of rules for Canopy Piloting

Details:

The Chief Judge of Canopy Piloting, Rainer Hoenle, proposed the Competition Rules
be amended to reflect the fact that the height of the course markers are only approx-
imately 1.5 meters, due to changes in the weather conditions. This was proposed
during the CP Technical Meeting and all present agreed.

Proposed change to the rules:
ADDENDUM A, 4.1. First sentence.

All course markers, G1,through G5, for the specific Event must be approximately 1.5
meters in height above the surface.

ADDENDUM C, 2. Last sentence
Electronic sensors shall be placed at the entry gate (course marker #1) and exit gate
(course marker #5). The height of the sensors shall be approximately 1.5 meters.

ADDENDUM C, 3. Last sentence.
Course markers must be approximately 1.5 meters in height.

Decision:
The Jury approved the change.

Signature:

Jury President_g

Date: 30" November 2012 Time: 10:20
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Freefall Style & Accuracy

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 6

Time and Date: 08:00, 15! December 2012

Subject: Protest from the Australian Delegation

Details:

Reasons given for protest

The Team Manager for the Australian S&A-team, Faye Cox, submitted a protest
against the commencement of round 3 in the accuracy event since round 2 had not
been completed. First, the protest stated that the Meet Director is not permitted to
change the order of the rounds. Secondly, the protest stated that since round 2 had
not been completed the jump order for round 3 could not be determined and conse-
quently could not commence.

Evidence

The Team Manager gave evidence to the Jury and explained the timings to allow the
Jury to determine that the protest was valid. In addition she confirmed that the jump
order for round 3 was in the reverse order of the results for round 1.

Deliberations

There is nothing in SC5, 5.2.2 (3) that prohibits the Meet Director from commencing
round 3 without having completed round 2. The jump order for round 3 was in ac-
cordance Competition Rules 4.2.

Decision:
The protest was denied and the protest fee was retained.

Signature:

Jury President_g

Date: 1%' December 2012 Time: 09:07



APF PROTEST FORM

PROTEST

EVENT: Male accuracy
TEAM NO: 19 COMPETITOR NO:
ROUND: 3 COUNTRY: Australia

APPLICABLE RULE / S: (As per the FAI Sporting Code 2012 — Seetion 5)
522 (3) '

REASON FOR PROTEST: (Use other side of form if necessary)

Based on the fact that male accuracy round 2 had not been
completed the competitors were of the understanding that |
the correct jump order had not yet been determined for |
round 3. T Tvoan

In accordance with FAI Sporting Code Section 5 Chapter 5
regulation 5.2.2 (3) “The meet director may change the
jump order for a round if necessitated...”. However, it does
not permit the meet director to change the order of the
rounds — and as round 2 had not been completed round 3
 should not have commenced.

Additionally as the results from round 2 had not been
finalized — technically the exit order should not have been
determined and therefore teams should not have been called
| to commence round 3.

PROTEST FEE: Cash Attached ( X ) Cheygue Altached ()

SIGNED : g _
(Team Manager) Qf&ffb’:—:@’?(
DATE : 30" November 2012 TIME: 14:30
16 . LU
: T M ik ast
+ 00 "E"'lt v behalF o
Protest Form doc Hef+‘ D e _<_-_+15J '

| M
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2012 World Parachuting Championships
Artistic Events

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 7

& IPC JURY NOTICE Fyrachuune .

Time and Date: 14:45, 1%' December 2012

Subject: Protest from the Venezuelan Delegation

Details:-

Reasons Given for protest

The Head of Delegation for the Venezuelan Delegation, Pedro Gonzalez, submitted
a protest in relation to the Free Fly Team Number 717. They had missed their Mani-
fest call. He requested that consideration be given to a re jump as he was in a meet-
ing and did not hear the call. The Team were not on the Drop Zone.

Evidence

The Head of Delegation was offered the opportunity to withdraw the protest as it did
not comply with SC5, 5.3.1.1, re submitting a protest within 2 Hours of the incident.
He insisted on continuing with the protest. In his evidence he acknowledged that
“The Sound system was working properly and was good” and complied with SC5,
5.2.5.

Deliberations

The protest was not valid as it was submitted a full 5 Hours after the incident.
However, even if it had been submitted within the 2 Hours, there was no evidence
given that SC5, 5.2.5 had not been complied with and by the Head of Delegations
own admission the Team were not on the Drop Zone.

Decision:-
The protest was denied and the protest fee retained

Signature:

Jury President_g

Date: 1% December 2012 Time: 15.00
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COMMISSION

2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Formation

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 8

Time and Date: 08:30, 3" December 2012

Subject: Protests from the Australian and Great Britain Delegations

Details:

Reasons given for protest

The Australian and the Great Britain 2-way CF sequential teams had submitted iden-
tical protests referring to the same incident. The Jury decided to handle both protests
at the same time.

After working time, the two teams grouped together for a 3-way stack formation. With
reference to the Competition Rules, 4.4. both teams where given a score of 0 (zero),
on the grounds that no additional moves can be performed after the end of working
time.

Evidence

The FAI Controller, Alberto Paracuellos, gave evidence to the Jury. He confirmed
that the facts of the jump as stated in the protest, to the best of his knowledge, were
correct. He was informed of the incident immediately after it happened, by his deputy
at the CF competition site, Hans Geitner.

The FAI Controller confirmed that the score of zero was given to the Australian and
Great Britain teams with reference to the Competition Rules, 4.4. The decision to do
so was reached in agreement with the Chief Judge for CF, Barry McAuley.

The Chairman of the IPC Canopy Formation Committee, Lindy Rochow-Williams,
gave evidence to the Jury. She confirmed that the word “sequence” in the Competi-
tion Rules, 4.4 referred to a draw, as specified in the definition given in the same
rules, 2.5. In her opinion, performing a 3-way stack formation by two different teams,
with no connection to the draw, did not constitute a “sequence” for the purposes of
Competition Rule, 4.4.

Deliberations

The Jury concluded that Competition Rule, 4.4. did not apply to the incident, since
the two teams had not performed a sequence as defined - “A series of blocks and
random formations that are designated by the draw’.




Decision:
The protest was upheld and the protest fees where returned.

Signature:

Jury President

Date: 3" December 2012 Time: 10:00
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PROTEST |
EVENT: Canopy Formation — 2way Sequential
TEAM NO: 610 | COMPETITOR NO: o
ROUND: 3 | COUNTRY: Australia

APPLICABLE RULF / S: (As per the FAI Sporting Code 2012 — Canopy Formation)

2.5
34
4.4

REASON I'OR PROTEST: (Use other side of form if' necessary)

' We are protesting the penalty of minimum score given for
round 3, on the grounds of “the score of 0 for additional
moves at the end of working time (4.4)”. The Australian and
Great Britain 2way sequential teams grouped together for a
3way stack formation (in the docking order of Australia,
Great Britain, Australia) after working time for both teams
was completed. However according to section 4.4 they did
not perform “any other sequence” as per definition given in
section 2.5, of either 2way or 4way sequential or rotation
events as per section 3.4,

PROTEST FEE: Cash Attm.hul{ X ) Cheque Attached { )

SIGNED : /
(Team Manager) * 1"/// / i f

IBA'I‘E : 2 December 2012 TIME: 15:50

Prostest Form. doc
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PROTEST FORM

BEP A"s-o. 0l
PROTEST
EVENT: Canopy Formation — 2way Sequential
TEAM NO: 613 COMPETITOR NO:
ROUND: 3 COUNTRY: Great Britain
APPLICABLE RULE / S: (As per the FAI Sporting Code 2012 — Canopy Formation)
2.5
3.4
4.4

REASON FOR PROTEST: (Use other side of form if necessary)

We are protesting the penalty of minimum score given for
round 3, on the grounds of “the score of 0 for additional
moves at the end of working time (4.4)”, The Australian and
Great Britain 2way sequential teams grouped together for a
3way stack formation (in the docking order of Australia,
Great Britain, Australia) after working time for hoth teams
was completed. However according to section 4.4 they did
not perform “any other sequence™ as per definition given in
section 2.5, of either 2way or 4way sequential or rotation
events as per section 3.4,

PROTEST ICE: Cash Aum,hui( 5 (‘heque Attached ()

SIGNED : : \
(Team Manager) \)21\1‘\\ \\‘_ m\}‘m
DATE : 2 December 2012 TIME: 15.50

Protest Form.du
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2012 World Parachuting Championships
Freefall Style & Accuracy
Dubai — United Arab Emirates

IPC Jury Meeting No: 9

Time and Date: 17:30, 3" December 2012

Subject: Protest from the French Delegation

Details:

Reason given for protest

In round 5 of Men’s Accuracy Philippe Valois from France, competitor no. 31, scored
14 cm. According to the French protest the score “...didn’'t make sense with what we
saw on the field”. The French protested the score on the grounds that a re-jump
should have been offered according to the Competition Rules, 5.1.7 (5) when the
AMD is defective or not reset.

Evidence

The Chief Judge for Freefall Style & Accuracy, Glinter Berendt, gave evidence to the
Jury. He explained that there had been no prablems with the AMD. He presented the
print out to confirm this. He further explained, that it was observed that the competi-
tor landed with the whole side of a foot at virtually the same time and not with the
heel touching the AMD first.

Deliberations

Given that the AMD was not defective and given the explanation by the Chief Judge
regarding foot-position of the competitor when landing, there is no evidence support-
ing the protest.

Decision:

The protest was denied and the protest fee was retained

Signature:

e }}ﬂ'

Jury President

Date: 3" December 2012 Time: 18:00
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COMMISSION
2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Formation

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 10

Time and Date: 16:00, 5™ December 2012

Subject: Protest from Great Britain Delegation

Details:

Reason given for protest

The GBR CF 4-way rotation team 673 protested the disqualification issued after the
landing from round 6 on the grounds that the FAI Controller does not have the power
to disqualify (SC5, 4.1.1(2)) and that only the Meet Director, with the consent of the
Jury, may penalize a competitor (SC5, 5.4.1 (2)). Further, the GBR found the penalty
excessive, considering SC5, 5.4.

Evidence

The Jury heard extensive testimony from the GBR team manager and team captain,
the FAI Controller Alberto M. Paracuellos and his deputy at the CF competition site,
Hans Geitner.

Deliberations

The Jury deliberated and concluded that it is within the FAI Controllers authority to
issue such a disqualification since he is responsible for safety during the competition
and a failure to practice safe parachuting may lead to disqualification as per SC5, 1.3

(1).

The Jury further deliberated that it found no grounds to challenge the judgment made
by the FAI Controller when issuing the disqualification.

Decision:
The protest was denied and the protest fee retained.

Signature:

Jury President
Date: 6" December 2012 Time: 11:30
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PROTEST FORM (Lo
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- |
PROTEST

EVENT: Canopy Formation — 4 Way Rotations
TEAM NO: 673 COMPLTITOR NO:
ROUND: 6 onwards. COUNTRY: Great Britain

APPLICABLE RULE / S: (As perthe FAT Sparting Code 2012 )

Scetions. 4.1.2 5.4.1 (2) (and general section 5.2) 5.2.23
General Section overview 1.1 and 5.2.1

REASON IFOR PROTEST: (incorreet application of sporting code rules pertaining to

disqualification of a competitar/team- harsh/incorrect penalty- unfair frearment)
Disqualificarion of Team 673 for Round 6 made {according o score sheet aitached) by the FAI
controller quoting “Disqualification for safsty reasons”

This scare sheet dated 4th December 2012, 14.50 pm was NOT available to the team ut the lime the
team manager lefl the competition site @ 6pin thal day.

This scare sheet is not signed by the }_’[eet Director

Additionally there was verbmla{‘ﬁ"\:kiél}l—lhm the team had also been disgualified for the rest of the
meet. and they were removed from the manitest. 1lowever this has not been formally vonflinmed, and
the unspecified “safety reasons’ have not been detailed to enable understanding of the alleged
infringements.

This raises the following issues:

Under 4,1.1.(2) the Fai Controller 1s responsible [or salely and adberence w e sporting code and
competition mules. This role does not state disqualification

Under 5.4 .1 {2) and General Scetion 5.2) it states ONLY the meet dircetor with the consent of the jury
can penalise any compelior,

Therefore the proteat is made that correct and just procedurc has not been followed in the
disqualification of Team 673,

Tcam 673 deny the allegation thar they had acted in such & manner as to merit disqualification.
Furthenmore, even if this had been deemed the case and handled in the correct manner, the penalty
aiven as per 5.4.1(2) (5.2.2.2) quite clearly states remedy for dangerous or hazardous. or repetition of
lesser infringements, to carry a penalty of not less thun 3% of the best score. Disqualification under
this penalty iz not & remedy.

Disqualification 1s only a remedy under 5.2.2.3 Unsporling Behavior - At no time has any explanation
been provided to the team of what actions were deemed Unsporting Behavior.

We therelore guery the disqualification of the team, as the Penalty appliad can only he applied by the
Meet director with the consent of the jury and further such penalty is excessive, unsxplained and
unfair.

Furthermore with reference to Introduction of Sporting Code and Chapter 1.1, it 15 stated that the
sporting code secks to be fair and capable of being understood by partivipams. Based on the decisions
made above such clarity has not been demonsirated.

We therefore request the penalty of disqualification is revolied.
~ Thank you
Protest Foondoe




PROTEST F'ORM

PROTEST FEE: Cash Attached (X ) Cheque Attached ()

SIGNED \ N ) -
_(Team Mmagﬁﬁw\p&\%ﬁm&\ ’.{é éfgdfé(_d, T Ao

DATE : 5 December 2012 ‘"f‘IME:

Pretest Formudoc
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2012 World Parachuting Championships
Freefall Style & Accuracy

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 11

Time and Date: 12:30, 6™ December 2012

Subject: Protest from Russian Delegation

Details:

Reason given for protest

The RUS Head of Delegation protested the disqualification of freefall style competitor
13, issued after the landing from round 4 on the grounds that the decision of the FAI
Controller to disqualify is not appropriate since the competitor made his approach
and landing in accordance with the requirements of a safe landing under a fast can-
opy, and the competitor did not make any dangerous moves, including turns more
than 90 degree. The competitor landed following the windsock even though the land-
ing-T was pointing in a different direction.

Evidence
The Jury heard extensive testimony from the RUS competitor, the FAI Controller Al-
berto M. Paracuellos and his deputy at the style competition site, Hans Geitner.

Deliberations

The Jury deliberated and concluded that it is within the FAI Controllers authority to
issue such a disqualification since he is responsible for safety during the competition
and a failure to practice safe parachuting may lead to disqualification, SC5, 1.3 (1).

The Jury further deliberated that it found no grounds to challenge the judgment made
by the FAI Controller when issuing the disqualification.

Decision:
The protest was denied and the protest fee retained.

Signature:

Jury President
Date: 6" December 2012 Time: 13:00
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COMMISSION
2012 World Parachuting Championships
Canopy Formation

Dubai — United Arab Emirates
IPC Jury Meeting No: 12

& IPC JURY NOTICE Fyrachuune .

Time and Date: 12:00, 6™ December 2012

Subject: Protest from US Delegation

Details:

Reason given for protest

In accordance with SC5, 4.6.8, the US delegation requested that two judges in CF
be dismissed and that all jumps which their assessment deviated from the actual
score by more than 15% be re-evaluated by a different panel og judges.

Evidence
The US Delegation submitted a calculation purporting to show that two CF judges
did not meet the evaluation standards required in SC5, 6.8.2.

Deliberations

The evaluation referred to in SC5, 6.8.2 is made using a minimum of 30 jumps to
which an approved assessment has been made by an experienced of judges ap-
proved by the IPC Judges Committee.

The calculation made by the US Delegation used only 6 jumps with the actual
score. This does not meet the requirements of 6.8.2 and therefore cannot be used.

Decision:
The protest was denied and the protest fee retained.

Signature:

Jury President o
Date: 6" December 2012 Time: 12:30



5 December 2012

This protest is being presented in accordanee with Sporling Code General Scetion
Chapter 5, Rule 5.4.2

In the evaluation criteria laid out in Sporting Code Section 5 — Parachuting, Chapter 6
(FAI Judges). 6.8.1(2), it states that, during the evaluation process for judges, “at least
85% of the assessments for all disciplines. except Formation Skydiving, musl agree with
the approved score.”

In the judging of our jumps for rounds 1-6 of CF 4-way sequential, two judges had
assessmient alignment percentages of 80% and B1% with the actual score. This is below
the standards set for the evaluation process, and vet it has occurred at a First-Class Event.
Additionally, these two judges were responsible for 70% (32/46) of the zeros given. This
is 175% of the expected percentage if all zeros were evenly distributed across judges.
Clearly, there is a significant deviation from FAI standards for these two judges.

We have attached an Excel spreadsheet that breaks down the zeros issued per dive and
shows the number of assessments that deviated from the actual score for the two judges
in question.

In light of these data, and the FAT’s own criteria for determining judging compelency, we
request that these two judges be dismissed under the provisions of Sporting Code, Section
5, Chapter 4, 4.6.8, and that all dives in which their assessments deviated trom the actual
score by more than 15% be re-evaluated by a different panel of judges.

Respectfully submitted,
USA CF 4-way Sequential (Team 653)




