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     CIVA President’s introductory remarks 

Bureau 2025: 
Nick Buckenham  CIVA President 
Matthieu Roulet  Vice President 
Tamás Ábrányi  Vice President 
Hanspeter Rohner  Vice President 
Quintin Hawthorne  Vice President 
Hanna Räihä  Secretary 
Carole Holyk  Secretary 
Philippe Küchler  Treasurer 
 
President Nick Buckenham opened the meeting, welcoming all delegates and participants. Jerome 

Houdier also welcomed everyone and extended a warm welcome on behalf of Kevin Dupuch, President 

of Fédération Française Aéronautique. He quoted Kevin's letter, "May this meeting further strengthen the 

bonds of cooperation and friendship that link our nations and contribute to the continued excellence and 

advancement of international aerobatics." 

Nick noted that this would be his last plenary meeting as President and thanked everyone for their input 

and efforts during the past ten years. He outlined the plan for the meeting, including presentations from 

the four presidential candidates at the end of the day. 

 

 

1. In Memoriam 

A moment of silence was observed to remember the following friends and colleagues who passed away 

in 2025: 

Roland Küng,  POL 01/2025 

James Black,  UK 03/2025 

Ivo Červinka,  CZE 04/2025 

Rob Holland,  USA 05/2025 

Boris Fayard,  FRA 07/2025 

Daniel Perciaux,  FRA 08/2025 

Pál Kovács,  HUN 08/2025 

 

 

2. Meeting Introduction 

2.1. Roll Call of delegates 

Present: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Czech Republic, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, 

Luxemburg, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, South Africa, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, 

Switzerland, United Kingdom.  

The Following Proxy Votes were tabled: 

Australia (AUS) to South Africa (RSA) 
Ireland (IRL) to Great Britain (GBR) 
Japan (JPN) to Poland (POL) 
Saudi Arabia (KSA) to Portugal (POR) 
Lithuania (LTU) to Luxemburg (LUX) 
Norway (NOR) to Romania (ROU) 
Ukraine (UKR) to Spain (ESP) 
United States (USA) to Hungary (HUN) 
 
TOTAL VOTES  29 (21 present, 8 Proxies). Absolute majority 15, 2/3 majority 20 
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Greece could not attend the meeting, so they gave the representation rights according to By-laws 3.1.3, 

to Castor Fantoba, who no longer acted in the meeting as Spanish alternate but a Greece 

representative.  

There were no Apologies for Absence. 

2.2. Minutes of the 2024 meeting 

Hanna Räihä noted a mistake found in the 2024 minutes (Summary of Conclusions 13.4). The minutes 

incorrectly stated that officials were elected for the 2026 glider championships instead of 2025. 

Decision: The 2024 minutes will be amended to correct the error. The vote for the glider officials will be 

conducted again during this (2025) plenary. 

2.3. Declarations of Conflict of Interest 

There were no declarations of conflict of interest. 

2.4. Short test of the ElectionRunner voting system 

Hanna Räihä explained how to use ElectionRunner online voting system and launched a test vote. The 

system was found operational. 

 

3. Report from the President of CIVA 

Nick Buckenham presented the President’s report. 

• 2025 Season: Only one event, the combined Advanced and Intermediate championships in 

Hungary, was held. The President extended huge congratulations to Tamás Ábrányi and his team for 

organising an excellent event with 70 pilots (32 Intermediate, 38 Advanced) with less than 12 

months' notice. This proved that successful championships can be organised at short notice and 

without financial loss. 

• Championship Shortfall: Sadly, no bids were received for an Unlimited event in 2025. The 

President also noted this was the first year in 40 without bids for a glider event. 

• Future Events: An Unlimited WAC is scheduled for New York (USA) in 2026 and also the glider 

WGAC and WAGAC in Fayence (FRA). Currently however no bids have been received for the 2026 

European Advanced and Intermediate championships. 

• State of CIVA: The President provided an analysis of CIVA's structure, noting that the commission 

is strong in regulations, administration, and finances. The key weakness remains the difficulty 

experienced in finding organisers willing and able to bid for and run championships. 

• Competitor Trends: An analysis of the last 25 years shows a general downward drift in numbers for 

Unlimited and Advanced events, while glider categories suffer from aircraft availability (Swift). 

• Conclusion: The President reiterated that CIVA is fundamentally healthy but fresh impetus is 

necessary to encourage event organisation and growth. 

 
Decision: Report approved by CIVA 

 
Full report in www.civanews.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.civanews.com/
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4. Report from FAI Secretary General 

Markus Haggeney presented his report of FAI activities  

Markus extended greetings from Greg Principato, the president of FAI.  

• Key achievements affecting CIVA are for example Cat1 bid submission tool that enables 

electronic submission of bids, automates Organiser agreements and signatures and manages 

related deadlines such as medal orders. Sporting licence database supports multiple card types 

and templates. FAI website migration in final testing and will ensure improved security and Data. 
 

• Governance and Integrity remain at the heart of FAI’s governance responsibilities. The secretariat 

continued to develop and apply measures that ensure fairness, transparency, and the protection of 

all participants in sports. These measures include e.g. Safeguarding and whistleblowing, Anti-Doping 

programme, education and awareness and co-operation with e.g. IOC, WADA and ARISF.  
 

• Finances: FAI is in a much-improved financial position. Cash reserves were 600,000 CHF in 2019 

(less than 50% of expenditures) and now stand at 2.4 million CHF. This was achieved through cost 

savings and high revenue from commercially successful events (e.g., aero modelling in China). 

 

• CIVA Special Reserves: The CIVA "special reserve" account currently stands at 57,000 CHF, 

reflecting positive contributions. The larger 100,931 CHF WGPA fund remains separate. 

 

• Airports and events included information of The World Air Games 2025 and 2029 and the Brisbane 

Olympics, where is a possibility for a demonstration. FAI must be invited to bid; it cannot just apply. 

 

• Russia/Belarus: The suspension of Russia and Belarus was reconfirmed by the FAI General 

Conference in a secret ballot. 

 

• Late Bids: A major FAI-wide problem is the late sanctioning of Category 1 events. This short lead 

time reduces participation and makes commercial sponsorship impossible. 

 

• Appeal Process: The appeal process in the General Section, which allowed a bureau to bypass a 

jury decision after an event, has been removed. The process is now firmly: Complaint -> Protest -> 

IAT -> CAS. 

 

• Sporting Licences: Rules are being clarified to create a formal framework for the FAI to reject or 

withdraw an FAI-issued sporting license (for individuals from non-NAC countries), which is currently 

not possible. 

Discussion: 

• AM added that her experience at the FAI GC and as a CASI member showed that CIVA is "way 
behind" other commissions in technology and process and urged delegates to learn from their 
successes and failures.  

• MH reminded about the FAI whistleblowing system where they get about 1 report per month.  
 

Full report in www.civanews.com 
 

5. Report on CIVA Finances 2025-2026 

 

5.1. 2025 Financial Results 

Report from Philippe Küchler.  

2025 statistics included 0 competitors in Glider competitions, a 10-year high number of 32 competitors in 

Intermediate, 38 competitors in Advanced, 0 competitors in Unlimited, which brings up to 70 competitors 

in 2025 which is a low number compared to previous years. 

http://www.civanews.com/
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 All numbers presented are in Swiss Francs and are correct up to 31.10.2025.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The statistics showed a raise in the CIVA running account after changing to fixed amount TA-system 

PIK introduced the “Price List” and proposed changes to TA’s - 

- Sanction fee: no change 

▪ 300 CHF 

- Protest deposit: no change 

▪ Part 1, Para 3.12.1.1. (currently max. 100 EUR) 

▪ Part 2, Para 3.14.1.1. (currently max. 100 USD) 

Travel Allowance 2026 (All amounts in CHF) 

  2025 2026 

Europe <–> Europe 300,00 400,00 

Europe <–> North America 1200,00 1200,00 

Europe <–> RSA 950,00 950,00 

USA <–> RSA 1100,00 1100,00 

USA <–> USA (new) - 600,00 

Other routes Case by Case Case by Case 

 

It was proposed to change the TA stipends slightly based on the financials and the report from TA officer 

Zuzana Danihelova:  

“In terms of TA within Europe the information available and provided by the officials 

indicated that in 8 cases the TA did not cover the entire travel costs. In terms of TA from 

RSA to Europe, the TA covered the costs. In terms of TA from North America to Europe, 

the TA covered the costs completely in one case.” 

PIK also introduced the future investment which is proposed by the Glider Aerobatic Committee. 

• 7812,35 Euros for a CIVA HMD (As per today 7250 CHF) 

- Incl. German VAT of 19%.  

• Details see CIVA HMD document 

Discussion: 

• JL asked about the money coming from the World Grand Prix of aerobatics many years again. 

Has this money been reserved and to be invested for projects. Is it applicable for this? 

• PIK: We try. You don’t see anywhere those 100 961 CHF in addition that belonged to CIVA. I 

have asked FAI that this money finally go to our account. We were promised to find a solution 

Sanction Fees 21 000,00 

TOTAL 21 000,00 

  

Expenses 2025  

Direct expenses  

Commission medals 1 354,00 

Officials - Juries 
              - Judges 

   600,00 
8 440,00 

Total Direct expenses 9 040,00 

Other operating expenses  

Expenses President 1 210,32 

Bank Fees 112,73 

Total Operating expenses 1 323,05 

Result 9 282,95 

  

Closing balance 31.10.2025 66 769,95 
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about 6 months ago and we still have nothing. The amount is still the same, but there is no 

decision from the executive board. Jurgen is asking, if this amount for the HMD could be paid 

out of this fund. We will try. To make sure we can do this, it is on the budget, just in case. 

• MH confirmed that this is still in process. 

 

5.2. 2025 Travel Allowance Programme  

Report from Zuzana Danihelova 

Philippe Küchler presented the report and introduced the recommendations in the Agenda Item 5.1.  

• to change the TA amount for Europe-Europe  

• introducing the USA-USA  

 

5.3. 2026 Budget  

Report from Philippe Küchler  

Revenues   in CHF 2025 

 WAC 2026 50 competitors 15 000,00  

 WAGAC/WGAC 55 competitors 16 500,00 21 000,00 

 TOTAL   31 500,00 

 

Expenses   in CHF 2025 

 TA WAC 2026 14+3+3 20 400,00  

* TA WAGAC/WGAC 2026 14+3+3+1  10 000,00 9 040,00 

 Medals WAC 2025 750,00  

 Medals WAGAC/WGAC 1500,00 1354,00 

 Financial expenses  200,00 112,00 

 President  1 200,00 1 210,00 

 CIVA HMD  7 250,00  

 Special projects on Bureau discretion 25 000,00  

     

 TOTAL  41 300 + 25 000  

 

Bottom Line  in CHF 2025 

 Revenues  31 500,00 21 000,00 

 Expenses  41 300,00 11 717,00 

 Result  -9 800,00 9 282,00 

*A new function (+1) was proposed by Glider Committee, for a person operating the HMD system. 

Eugen Schaal has agreed to do this for the next year. 

 

Discussion: 

• PIK emphasised the importance of investing in the HMD system, being crucial part of Glider 

competitions and this investment would secure for the next 5 years. 

• JL asked if the 25,000 CHF was annual and whether funds could be transferred to the next year; 

PIK confirmed decisions would be made yearly.  
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• MH clarified that projects over 5000CHF require documentation and approval from FAI as funds 

are not an open cheque.  

• NB reminded that CIVA has circa 100 000CHF in the WGPA section of FAI accounts that has 

never been used and hopes that part of it can fund this project. 

• PIK explained break-even needs 71 pilots in USA and 36 in Europe. Every time we have contest 

outside Europe, it causes loss.  

• AM stressed empowering the Bureau to act fast on this.  

• JM informed the plenary about the Polish HMD as an alternative for the German system, and it is 

available if there are issues with the German one. Polish team has been testing this, and he 

promised to bring it along with him to the contest.  

• PIK responded that previous “free” systems have been unreliable and disappeared. The chosen 

system is tested, cost-effective and ensures CIVA being in control of the system.  

• TA agreed that free system is not sustainable and paying for a system guarantees long-term 

security. 

 

5.4. The CIVA Sanction Fee 

There is no need to raise the sanction fee. 

After hearing the treasurers reports from Philippe Küchler and all the discussions, the President asked 

the plenary to approve the reports and everything in the report in terms of the figures. 

 

Decision: Treasurer’s reports were approved by CIVA unanimously. 
Full report in www.civanews.com 

 

After the treasurer’s reports, Hanna Räihä reviewed the nominations and the process for voting. The UK 

delegate rejected the nomination of Nick Buckenham for Rules Committee Chairman and some committee 

member positions but initially refused to explain why. He stated that the proper process was for candidates 

to approach their NAC for nomination. It was noted that another NAC had nominated Nick Buckenham. 

After Markus Haggeney consulted the FAI By-laws, it was confirmed that a NAC must approve nominations 

for commission chair positions. As a result, Nick Buckenham’s nomination for Rules Committee Chair was 

withdrawn, while his nominations for committee member positions remained valid. 

Nick Buckenham questioned ST about the negative stance taken against him. ST replied that he was not 

required to explain his position and reiterated that the correct process was to seek nomination through 

the NAC. 

 

6. Reports of the 2024 Championships 

 

6.1. WAAC / WIAC Jury President’s Report  

Report from Philippe Küchler. 

Nothing to add from PIK. 

No discussion. 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

 

http://www.civanews.com/
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6.2. WAAC / WIAC Chief Judge’s Report 

Report from Quintin Hawthorne 

Nothing to add to the report but congratulated organisers for a contest well executed. 

No discussion. 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

6.3. WAAC / WIAC Contest Director’s Report 

Report from Tamás Ábrányi 

TA had nothing to add to the report but noted that the event was financially positive, proving it is possible 

to organise a successful championship at short notice. 

No discussion. 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 

Full reports in www.civanews.com 
 
 

7. Reports of the other Committees and Working Groups 

 

7.1. CIVA Rules Committee 

Report from Luca Andraghetti 

Nothing to add to the report from Luca. 

No discussion.  

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 
 
7.2. CIVA Judging Committee  

Report from Pierre Varloteaux 

PV highlighted key points from his report: 

• Only 13 applications were received for the 2025 event. 

• Several new judges applied but lacked a mentor (Judge with required RI) as required, so their 
applications were removed. 

• He noted with disappointment that at the championship, 99% of judges' marks (even very low ones 
like 2 or 3) were submitted with no comments, which is unhelpful for pilots. 

 
Discussion: 

 
Nick Buckenham thanked Pierre of his hard work and being so involved in this excellent committee. 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 
 
7.3. CIVA Glider Aerobatics Committee 

Report from Pekka Havbrandt  

Pekka explained that even though the report is short, it does not reflect the work done. There was no 

physical meeting because there was no competition, but there has been a lot of online discussion.  

http://www.civanews.com/
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HMD system was already covered by PIK earlier, unfortunately the Polish information of HMD came very 

late – and some figures etc came late.  

The free known figures and the rule proposals will be handled later in this meeting.  

Discussion: 
 

• Jerzy Makula gave information to the Plenary with Marta Radzikowska about a competition they 
organised together with Czech aeroclub. They had 22 pilots in 5 days, and everyone was happy. 
He thanked Palo Kavka and the Czech aeroclub for the support and informed that Jindřichův 
Hradec would be very suitable for future championships.  

 
Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

 

 

7.4. CIVA Catalogue Committee 

No Report from Daniel Genevey 

The President reported that he had received an email from Daniel Genevey 10 days prior, stating he 

would not submit a report and wished to stand down as chair of this committee. 

A short report was then written by Nick Buckenham and published on CIVA News website. 
 
 
 
7.5. The Information and Communication Technology committee Report  

Report from Ringo Massa 

No discussion. 
 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 
 
7.6. Safety Working Group Report  

Report from Hanspeter Rohner 

Mr. Rohner reported little activity due to only one event in 2025.  

The group is working on three items from previous years: 

1. A safety video for Hooker Harnesses is now on the CIVA website. 

2. Aircraft canopy safety: Extra has been contacted and is devising a retrofit for a positive vis-

ual lock indication, expected by the end of the year. 

3. Towing safety at glider events: This topic has been passed to the GAC for further work. 

Discussion: 
 
MH noted that the FAI President has initiated an FAI-wide safety review across all commissions, and he 

looks forward to CIVA's contribution. 

HPR told that he was informed about this and already been in contact with Peter Eriksen but has not yet 
received any response. 

 
Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
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7.7. FAI/Aresti Liaison Working Group Report 

Report from Jim Bourke 

The President reported on behalf of Jim Bourke. The main issue is the Aresti Cup, the primary Unlimited 

Champion’s trophy, which was withdrawn by the family years ago for "repairs" and has since not been 

made available. There have now been discussions of making a new trophy, and part of the 25k CHF that 

was approved in the budget, may be used also to fund this project.  

No discussion 
 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

 

7.8. CIVA Media Working Group 

Report from Eric Lentz-Gauthier 

The President recommended delegates read the long and valuable report from Mr. Lentz-Gauthier. 

Practical progress on creating a central video archive has been slow. FAI has offered free server space, 

but a practical plan to get videos from events to the server is needed.  

Live streaming was discussed. This was attempted in Hungary, but the process did not get far mostly 

due to lack of time. This remains a major topic for the new bureau. 

No discussion. 
 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 
 
7.9. CIVA Strategic Planning Working Group  

Report from Nick Buckenham 

The President's report was based on his earlier, detailed analysis of CIVA. The key takeaway is that 
CIVA is strong in all areas except growth and future expansion. The main strategic challenge is how to 
sustain and increase the numbers of pilots and to encourage more organisers to bid for championships. 

 
No discussion: 

 
Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

 
 
7.10. Contest Organization Working Group 

Report from Nick Buckenham 

The President explained that the report focused on the excellent example set by Tamás Ábrányi's 2025 

event. 

Discussion: 
 

• Tamás Ábrányi said that many have asked about the financial result of the championships. It is not a 
secret; we finalised about 20% of total cost on positive. The sponsorship was only 5%. It must be 
mentioned that earning money cannot be the only goal in organising an event. It is a good example 
that it is possible to organise a good event with quite good services. And that might be the most 
important target, to offer as much as possible for the competitors, and if the result is positive after 
that, we are all happy. Main thing is the successful contest – and the crowd of course. 

 
Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
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7.11. CIVA Fair Play System Report 

Report from Nick Buckenham 

Nick explained that in accordance with CIVA standing instructions FPS remains working in the 
background at all championships. It continues to be extremely useful for judges to see and understand 
how their performances fit in with the rest of the panel, and it helps Judging Committee members to 
select the judges for each year’s events. It continues to ensure stable and accurate championship results 
and is unlikely to change until and unless a better system can be developed and approved by CIVA. 
 

No discussion. 
 

Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 
 
 
7.12. Contest Scoring Programme Report  

Report from Nick Buckenham 

The President noted his "ACRO" software has been in almost continuous use at CIVA championships 

since 2008. It is simple to use, stable and robust and, while paper output is available for every aspect, it 

can easily provide comprehensive and rapid online and printed results updates. The 14k sheets of paper 

used this year in Hungary, per the WAAC+WIAC event report, in reality comprised as usual circa 8k for 

the judging panel while the other 40+ percent was used by the organiser to support their normal adminis-

trative management processes. 

Paper is well understood, completely reliable and ultimately provides a secure hardcopy resource for 

contest-wide easy reference and fact checking. The general move toward high-speed electronic data 

management systems is well recognised and inevitably this will be a key topic for future review. 

 
Discussion: 

 
Pik Küchler raised the point that source code, access data, and technical information for ACRO, CIVA 

News, and the results website must be held by CIVA (e.g., in the ICT committee) to ensure continuity 

should Nick Buckenham become unavailable. The President confirmed that a comprehensive document 

with all this information has already been prepared and is available to that committee. 

 
Decision: Report Approved by acclamation 

Full reports in www.civanews.com 
 
 
 

8. Proposed CIVA Rule changes for 2026 

 

Present: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Czech Republic, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, 

Luxemburg, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, South Africa, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, 

Switzerland, United Kingdom.  

The Following Proxy Votes were tabled: 

Australia (AUS) to South Africa (RSA) 
Ireland (IRL) to Great Britain (GBR) 
Japan (JPN) to Poland (POL) 
Saudi Arabia (KSA) to Portugal (POR) 
Lithuania (LTU) to Luxemburg (LUX) 
Norway (NOR) to Romania (ROU) 
Ukraine (UKR) to Spain (ESP) 
United States (USA) to Hungary (HUN) 

http://www.civanews.com/
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TOTAL VOTES  29 (21 present, 8 Proxies). Absolute majority 15, 2/3 majority 20 

 

8.1. Part 1 Proposals for Power – Section 6 Part 1 

Rules Committee 2025:  

Chair: Luca Andraghetti (ITA), members: Hanspeter Rohner (SUI), Philippe Küchler (SUI), Mike Gallaway 
(USA), Steve Todd (GBR) 
 
Judging Committee 2025:  

Chair: Pierre Varloteaux (FRA), Alejandra Moore (ESP), Philippe Küchler (SUI), Quintin Hawthorne 

(RSA), Madelyne Delcroix (FRA), Luca Andraghetti (ITA)  

Normal Proposals (NPs): These are proposals submitted each year by Delegates in accordance with our 

normal rules process and deadlines. They are to be considered by Committees and recommendations 

made to plenary. NPs are also proposals submitted after Championships that the President has decided 

should be placed in the normal rules cycle and considered by Committees. For a proposal to pass, it 

needs absolute majority of votes.  

 
Luca Andraghetti presented the rule proposals for power aerobatics. 

 

NP2026-9  
Source:  FRA #3 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Cloud Base Minimum for Unlimited 

 
Proposal 

 

• Set cloud base minimum at 850m for Unlimited. 
 
Current    New 

3.6.4.6 b)    3.6.4.6 b) 

 

 

 
 
 

No discussion. 
 

Vote in Favour: 21 Against: 8 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 

 
 

NP2026-10 
Source:  FRA #4 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Cloud Base Minimum for Advanced 

 
Proposal  

 

• Set cloud base minimum at 850m for Advanced. 
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No discussion. 
 

Vote in Favour: 27 Against: 2 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 
 
 
 

NP2026-11 
Source:  FRA #5 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Gender Ranking 

 
 

Proposal  

• Bring back the gender ranking as it was in 2022. 5 pilots of a gender minimum to have a gender-

ranking, on top of the overall gender-less ranking. 

• Separately: Consider extending this move not only for Unlimited but also for Advanced. 

 
Discussion: 

 

• AM addressed the situation, as she also represents women in air sports. She passed on a 
message since already 4 years, that the women athletes want to be measured the same way as 
male athletes. It creates equality amongst athletes.  

• MR noted that they are measured the same way, they get the same marks from the same judges 
and they get a ranking. The meaning of this proposal is to increase participation. MR said he is 
concerned that we are seeing virtually very few, sometimes zero women participating. Some 
women want the gender ranking back, some do not, it is not black and white.  

• AM agreed it is not black and white. She also disagreed that this would drive female participation 
over time. It may ad hoc basis, because age and individual financing, it may spike participation 
but over time I do not think. I can speak as an authority because I am responsible of this area 
across airports. It has not proven to drive participation. If you were in FAI General Conference, 
there was a discussion about women in air sports, and it ended up being a debate of 
participation in air sports. And the whole gender aspect fell away from the conversation and 
became secondary issue to the challenge of having people involved in sport.  

 
Vote in Favour: 5 Against: 22 Abstain: 2 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected. 

 
 
 

NP2026-12 
Source:  FRA #6   Upheld 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Rookie Ranking 

 
Proposal  

 
Add a ranking for the 3 best newcomers -- first participation in a Cat.1 
CIVA championship of that category (Adv, Unl) -- if a minimum of 3 
pilots are competing in this category. 
 

• Insert after 5.1.1.3. a new paragraph: 
o Overall Rookie Winner: The newcomer competitor who gains the highest total number of 

combined points in Programmes 1 to 4 (provided at least Programs 1 and 2 are completed), 
regardless of gender, provided at least three newcomers participate in the competition. 
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o Newcomers are defined as competitors participating for the first time in a Category 1 CIVA 
championship. 

 

• In 5.2.1.1., add a line to the table, with: 
o Overall Rookie Winner / Unlimited Yes / Advanced Yes / Intermediate No. 

 

• In 5.5.1.1, 5.5.3.1, 5.6.1.1, 5.6.2.1, add a line in the tables with: 
o Overall Rookie Winner / CIVA medal Gold / FAI Diploma Yes 
o Second place / CIVA medal Silver / FAI Diploma Yes 
o Third place / CIVA medal Bronze / FAI Diploma Yes 
o and a foot note for all three sub-lines mentioning: 
o “Awarded provided at least three newcomers (as defined in 5.1.1.3) participate in the 

competition. 
 
Discussion: 

 

• MR clarified that the rookie status applies to first participation in a Cat 1 CIVA Championship for 
that category (ADV or UNL). A pilot can be a newcomer in both ADV and UNL. 

• VAP asked why INT is excluded. MR responded that INT already has many newcomers, so this 
might encourage pilots to step up to next category up.  

• ES raised an issue about experienced pilots entering ADV for the first time would be considered 
rookies, which seems illogical if they have been competing in UNL, but never in ADV. 

• MR suggested an amendment “first time in that category if not competed in a higher category 
before”. This amendment was not included in the current proposal but was in the original one.  

 
The plenary was eventually asked if this proposal should be amended and voted later in this plenary? 
2/3rds needed to pass (20 votes). 
 

Vote in Favour: 23 Against: 5 Abstain: 1 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA Approved 

 
 
Amendment was presented and voted on Sunday morning. 
 
“Newcomers are defined as competitors who never participated before in a Category 1 CIVA 
championship of that category (Adv, Unl) or higher.”  
 

Vote in Favour: 20 Against: 7 Abstain: 1 (total votes: 28) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 

 
 
 

NP2026-13 
Source:  FRA #7 
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]. 
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To be checked these paragraphs 

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

• The rules on min and max number of figure types are changed as follows for Unlimited: 
o 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 
o 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. 

 
Affected Part 1 paragraphs: throughout 2.3., and 3.10.1.1, straightforward from the above. 
 

Discussion: 

• AM reminded that very similar proposal was presented last year. The discussion about the 
proposal went on rounds around the idea if this proposal saves time during the competition or if 
this makes figures too difficult to fly and judge to hold on with the same K-factor.  

• JL also reminded that if you exclude 30% of the figures, you exclude also 30% of the pilots 
participating the submitting of the figures in figure selection.  

 
Vote in Favour: 4 Against: 22 Abstain: 3 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected  

 
 
 

NP2026-14 
Source:  FRA #8   
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Training for Final Freestyle 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Make training for Final Freestyle mandatory, with two options at the discretion of the Organiser: 
 

• Either with available time between the end of the regular competition and the Final Freestyle, so that 
each and every enlisted pilot has a training flight in the Final Freestyle conditions (i.e. box with 
deadline as applicable clearly visible; music available with two-way communicating radio system in 
addition to safety radio communication; smoke); 

 

• Or give time for mandatory training during the Final Freestyle flight, prior to wing-rocking – for box 
and deadline proper consideration, smoke check, communication and music coordination check, in 
addition to freestyle moves. In this option the time limit for completion (with same definition as for 
other Programs) is set at 12 minutes. 

 
Discussion: 

 

• AM raised concerns that this proposal would complicate things to the organiser.  

• TA agreed, especially if it is mandatory. He also noted that this is done after the Aresti 

sequences, so safety should not be an issue. 

• HPR had the safety hat on and reminded that Aresti is totally different from Freestyle flying with 

gyroscopic manoeuvres and so, so from the safety point of view, short training is an advantage.  

• JL was also concerned about the mandatory part of the proposal.  
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It was discussed further on if this proposal increases safety or makes things more difficult for the 
organisers. After the discussion, the vote was taken.  

 
Vote in Favour: 3 Against: 26 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected. 
 
 
 

NP2026-15 
Source:  FRA #9 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Free Unknown Figures in ADV 

 
Proposal  

 
Allow rotations 9.1.5.1, 9.1.5.2, 9.1.5.3 on the vertical downline of figures 6.2.1.1 and 6.2.2.1 (tailslides) 
in Advanced Free Unknowns. 
 

 
 
Remove:  A.9.1.1. Advanced: No rolls permitted, neither on the upward or on the downward lines. 

New:   A.9.1.1. Advanced: No rolls permitted, on the upward line. In downward line of 6.2.1.1 and 6.2.2.1  

   only 9.1.5.1, 9.1.5.2, 9.1.5.3 are allowed. 

 
No discussion. 

 
Vote in Favour: 26  Against: 2 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 28) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 

 
 
 

NP2026-17 
Source:  RSA #1 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Registration to Unlimited Freestyle (Para 1.2.6.1.a) v) 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Allow qualified entrants to compete exclusively in the Unlimited Freestyle category at the World 
Aerobatic Championship 
 

• paragraph 1.2.6.1.a) v): 
 

Remove …. Any pilot thus nominated must have gained a medal in a previous FAI First 
Category Unlimited Power Aerobatic contest in the previous five (5) years. …… 

 
Insert …. Any pilot thus nominated must have previously competed in a FAI Category 1 Aerobatic 
Competition and placed in the Top 10 in both the Freestyle and Aresti categories in the previous five 
(5) years. …… 
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Discussion: 
 

• VAP asked if it is allowed for adv pilots to compete in 4-minute freestyle? There has been a case 
when an unlimited pilot took a break of 3 years and then started again in Advanced. Could that 
pilot participate in 4-minute freestyle as there is 5-year limit in the proposal? Also, you place 
yourself in top 5 in freestyle. Will they still be able to compete in classic advanced, because you 
didn’t compete in classic unlimited? The rules are not stated clearly in this topic, in our opinion. 

• QH commented that the intention of this was to limit this for unlimited pilots only. He told he 
would be happy to amend the proposal to clear that. His idea was to elevate the status of the 
championship with those pilots who have previously been champions or in top 10. 

• AM understood the driver behind this was to bring in freestyle the pilots who are in airshow 
business but thought it might be damaging to the sport. 

• TA agreed but understood the background, to increase the number of pilots. He thought that this 
might be the wrong way to do it and another way should be found. 

 
Vote in Favour: 5 Against: 24 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected. 

 
 
 

NP2026-18 & 25 
Source:  ESP #1 together with ITA #1   
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Half loops with rolls  

 
 

Original proposal  
 
Modify B.9.8.2 to penalise long lines between part loops and rotations 
 
Existing Rule 
 
B.9.8.2. … The half-loop follows immediately after the rolls without any visible line. Drawing a line 
requires a downgrade of: 

a) One (1) point for a short but visible line.  
b) Two (2) points for a more obvious line of length up to half the looping radius.  
c) Three (3) points for a longer line with length up to the full looping radius.  
d) Finally, four (4) points when the length of line exceeds the radius of the looping element. 

 
Add: e) If the visible line between wings levelled at the end of the part loop and the roll is started is 
greater than 2R or takes more than 2 seconds, then the figure must receive a mark of HZ, giving the 
reason ‘Wrong figure, roll element missing (describe missing roll e.g. 2x4). If the roll element is 
subsequently flown to complete the figure, then this must be penalised as an insertion, as it gains 
the pilot an advantage by putting them back in the correct place to continue without taking a penalised 
break. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Discussion: 

 

• PV was worried that the 2 second rule is causing problems because no timers and impossible to 

check from the video. 
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• PH told to the Plenary, that this was also in discussed in Glider Committee and stated that if 

there is a vote, it should be valid for both Part 1 and Part 2. He also explained that previously 

there was a super slow roll in glider aerobatics and taking precise timing is very complicated.  

• PK said that to evaluate radius on video can be difficult because cameraperson is following the 

plane and not the figure. 

• PIK confirmed Pekka’s comment about the difficulty of precise timing and suggested that Spain 

should amend the proposal and remove the 2 second rule and to keep if the line is longer than 2 

times the radius of the loop the figure is an HZ. 

• Spain agreed. 

 

The plenary was asked if this proposal should be amended and voted later in this plenary? 2/3rds 
needed to pass (20 votes). 
 
 

Vote in Favour: 27 Against: 2 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: It was agreed to amend the proposal and vote for it on a later moment in the meeting. 

 

 

Amendment was presented and voted on Sunday morning: 

Main changes: Removed the 2 second time limit and implement NP2026-19&26 to the same proposal.   

 
Amended proposal  

 
Modify B.9.8.2 to penalise long lines between part loops and rotations 
 
Existing Rule 
 
B.9.8.2. … The half-loop follows immediately after the rolls without any visible line. Drawing a line 
requires a downgrade of: 
 

a) One (1) point for a short but visible line.  
b) Two (2) points for a more obvious line of length up to half the looping radius.  
c) Three (3) points for a longer line with length up to the full looping radius.  
d) Finally, four (4) points when the length of line exceeds the radius of the looping element. 

 
 
 
Add: e) If the visible line between wings levelled at the end of the part loop and the roll is started is 
greater than 2R, then the figure must receive a mark of HZ, giving the reason ‘Wrong figure, roll element 
missing (describe missing roll e.g. 2x4). If the roll element is subsequently flown to complete the figure, 
then this must be penalised as an insertion, as it gains 
the pilot an advantage by putting them back in the correct place to continue without taking a penalised 
break. 
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Add: 4.4.2.1    j) a line inserted between part loop and rolls in 7.2. Family and Families listed  
in B.9.8.4 is longer than 2R  

 
 

Families listed in B.9.8.4  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Discussion: 
 

• PIK asked for clarification if this will be voted together with Part 2 or separately. 

• PH suggested that it should be voted together. 

 
No objections, it was decided to vote together with Part 2.  
 

Vote in Favour: 25 Against: 4 Abstain: 0 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 
 
 
 

NP2026-19 & 26 
Source:  ESP #2 together with ITA #2    
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Half loops with Rolls 

 
Proposal  
 
Add: 4.4.2.1    j) a line inserted between part loop and rolls in 7.2. Family and Families listed  

in B.9.8.4 is longer than 2R or takes more than 2 seconds. 
 

Families listed in B.9.8.4  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This proposal was retracted and implemented to the proposal NP2026-15&25 
 
 



CIVA Plenary Meeting 2025, Paris, France   

07 January 2026  Page 20 of 52 

 

NP2026-20 
Source:  ESP #3     
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Increase in the number of permitted figures in programmes 2, 3 and 4 in  

Unlimited Cat. 

 
 

Proposal  
 
▪ Add negative flick roll options Three quarter negative  

flick roll in a 45-degree negative line up (9.10.2.3) 
 

▪ Three quarter negative flick roll in a horizontal  
negative line (9.10.3.3)  
 

▪ Three quarter negative flick roll in a 45-degree 
negative line down (9.10.4.3) 
 

▪ Three quarter negative flick roll in a 45-degree  
positive line up (9.10.7.3) 
 

▪ Three quarter negative flick roll in a horizontal  
positive line (9.10.8.3) 
 

▪ Three quarter negative flick roll in a 45-degree  
positive line down (9.10.9.3) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

No discussion. 
 

Vote in Favour: 20  Against: 8 Abstain: 1 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA approved. 

 
 
 
 
On Sunday morning, Hanspeter Rohner addressed a concern raised after approving this rule change. It 
was brought to him after this vote and then discussed within the Safety Working Group members 
present. The SWG recommended strongly that the similar wording will be added to the negative flick rolls 
than what is written in the rules about positive flick rolls: 
 
A33.1.1. ¾ positive flick rolls on non-vertical lines not permitted at any attitude when initiation or stop of 
the flick roll is to be performed with use of downward movement of rudder (lower pedal). 

 
 

 
Decision: No objections, CIVA agreed 
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NP2026-21 
Source:  ESP #4   
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Reallocate Intermediate to Category II event to provide viable future 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Remove Intermediate category from Cat.1 Championships (World, Continental) => Delete references to 
Intermediate throughout Part 1 
 
Existing rule: 
 
1.2.2.2.  Contest categories are: 
 a) Unlimited (“U”) 
 b) Advanced (“A”) 
 c) Intermediate (“I”) 
New rule: 
 
1.2.2.2 Contest categories are: 
 a) Unlimited (“U”) 
 b) Advanced (“A”) 
 
[further amendments to references to Intermediate and “I” competitions will be required throughout the SC]. 

 
 

Discussion: 
 
Alex Moore informed that Spain will pull this proposal based on the success of the intermediate has had 
this year in Hungary.  
 

Decision: Proposal retracted. 
 
 
 

NP2026-22 
Source:  ESP #5 
Document: Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Limit the maximum number of competitors per team to 6 

 
 

Original proposal  
 
Limit the maximum number of competitors per team to 6 
 
1.2.6.1 World Championship 
 
Remove  a) "U" Every NAC shall notify the Organiser of a World Championships, not less than two (2) 

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). If the resulting total number exceeds eighty (80) 
competitors, the Organiser shall have the right, without reference to CIVA, to reduce the 
maximum number of pilots per country down to no less than eight (8), and in this event shall at 
once notify NACs accordingly. 

 
New a) "U" Every NAC shall notify the Organiser of a World Championships, not less than two (2) 

months before it is due to start, of the number of competing pilots to be entered from their 
countries up to a maximum of six (6). 
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Discussion: 
 

• MR asked how this would increase the number or participants? 

• AM replied that this proposal is seeking to find a fair playing ground for a diverse range of pilots 
that come from diverse range of countries with different team sizes. It would create an 
opportunity to be part of a team and limits larger teams and creates more level playing rim. 

• PH wondered if this would encourage NACs sending big team. 

• KK said that Finland had 3 pilots this year, 2 in INT and 1 in ADV and we have not received any 
complaints from them of the contest being unfair because they were a small team. 

• ST asked if this should be modified and AM agreed. 
 
 
The plenary was asked if this proposal should be amended and voted later in this plenary? 2/3rds 
needed to pass (20 votes). 
 

Vote in Favour: 25 Against: 1 Abstain: 3 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: Amendment was presented and voted on Sunday morning: 

 
Amended proposal: 

 
1.2.6.1 World Championship 
 
Remove  a) “U”  

i) Every NAC shall notify the Organiser of a World Championships, not less than two (2) 
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). If the resulting total number exceeds eighty 
(80) competitors, the Organiser shall have the right, without reference to CIVA, to reduce 
the maximum number of pilots per country down to no less than eight (8), and in this event 
shall at once notify NACs accordingly. 

 
New a) "U" 

i) Every NAC shall notify the Organiser of a World Championships, not less than two (2) 
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). 
In the event that a NAC enters more than 6 pilots, it will nominate 6 pilots in Team A and 
the remaining pilots in Team B for the purpose of the award of team medals only. This 
nomination must be received by the organisers at least 14 days prior to the contest start 
date. Only the highest ranked team of each NAC will be eligible for a Team medal. 

 
Discussion: 

 

• MR objected to the proposal being introduced late and argued it risks reducing participation, 
particularly in Unlimited. He stated that similar past initiatives failed to achieve their goals and 
warned the proposal could aggravate existing issues and discourage pilots and nations from 
participating. 

• PH reported that Germany sends large teams partly due to team medal opportunities; limiting 
team structure would likely reduce the number of pilots sent, decreasing participation. 

• AM responded that the proposal does not limit the number of pilots a country may enter, only 
how teams are defined for medals. She argued it creates opportunities for smaller nations to 
compete for team medals and represents progress, even if opinions differ. 

• NO clarified that the current rule allows organisers to limit entries from 12 to 8, while the new 
rule removes that cap, potentially allowing more pilots. He noted there is no data to confirm 
impact, but smaller nations might be encouraged by improved medal prospects. 

• VAP expressed concern about unintended consequences in team allocation, questioning 
whether the wording would result in single-pilot teams and unclear team definitions. 
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• PK warned that strong nations might strategically reduce the number of pilots they send, 
knowing only certain pilots count toward team results. 

• ES felt the proposal could create “A” and “B” classes within teams, harming team spirit, similar to 
past sponsorship dynamics. 

• KK noted that Finland, as a small country, has successfully won team medals with small teams 
and does not see this as a problem needing correction. 

• PH added that Sweden has also achieved team medals with teams of three, reinforcing that 
smaller teams are already competitive. 

• HPR stated the proposal had evolved significantly during discussion and was no longer clear or 
ready for a vote, recommending postponement. 

• NB cautioned that changing rules too quickly could lead to unintended consequences, 
particularly around team selection and result calculations, and supported allowing more time for 
consideration. 

• AM reiterated that sponsorship and team placement are driven by potential and performance, 
not labels like A or B teams. She emphasised that strategic team selection is part of sport, 
mistakes are inevitable, and the proposal should stand as an opportunity for growth, especially 
for smaller countries. 

 
Vote in Favour: 12 Against: 16 Abstain: 1 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected. 

 
 

NP2026-24 
Source:  ESP #7 
Document:  Section 6, Part 1 
Subject:  Modification for the Programmes 3,4, as Unknowns 

 
 

Proposal  
 

• Program 2 (Free Unknown 1) remains as today 

• International Jury checks and approves all the sequences, as today. 

• Programme 3 and 4 becomes Unknowns by drawing of lots of the proposed sequences, selecting one 
for all pilots, at least 12 hours before its first flight, as today.  

 
New paragraph 2.3.1.5  

The contest Organiser shall provide copies of the list of figures to all competing NACs, and each 

NAC may submit to the International Jury a maximum of two sequences for program 2 and 

only one sequence for programs 3 and 4, composed of these figures. The contest Organiser 

will determine the deadline for submitting proposed sequences. Computer files must be 

submitted and must contain complete pages of all five Forms: A, B, C, R and L. Acceptable file 

formats and responsibility of submitting NACs in terms of up-to-date software are as described 

in rule 2.2.1.9.a).  

New paragraph 2.3.1.6.c) 

“At least 12 hours before the commencement of Program 2, each competitor will notify the 

Organiser which of the proposed sequences he/she will fly. For programs 3 and 4, at least 12 

hours before the commencement of each Program, one of the submitted sequences will 

be selected through a drawing of lots. This sequence will be flown by all the pilots.” 

Remove paragraph 2.3.1.6.e) 

At least 1 hour before the start of Program 2, the Organiser shall provide each NAC with a list 

of the Free Unknowns chosen by each competing pilot. 
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Discussion: 
 
There was a long debate if the competition pilots should all fly the same aerobatic sequence or be 
allowed to choose/design their own, and how those choices affect fairness, judging, safety and 
competition quality. The discussion focused on the following issues: 
 

• Sequence design.  
- Who should design and check the sequences? 

• Fairness and comparability 
- supporters of a single common sequence argued it allows direct, fair comparison or pilots 

skills. 
- opponents argued pilots should choose sequences that suit conditions like wind and airplane 

and that different sequences can still be judged fairly. 

• Judging and scoring 
- common sequence simplifies judging, scoring and paperwork. 
- multiple different sequences increase workload and reduce time for judges to write remarks. 

• safety 
- questions if juries have the expertise to properly assess the safety of randomly selected or 

pilot-designed sequences, especially with increasing technical complexity. 
 
Overall, the conversation was about balancing fairness, challenge, safety and practicality in aerobatic 
competitions.  
 
After the debate, Spain withdrew the proposal and promised to return with a better one next year 
 

Decision: Proposal was retracted. No vote was taken. 
 

Full report in www.civanews.com 
 
 
8.2. Part 2 Proposals for Glider – Section 6 Part 2 

Pekka Havbrandt presented the rule proposals for glider aerobatics. 

 

NP2026-1 
Source:  GER #1   
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to the Aresti catalogue - Glider 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Add a figure family 5.3 – Three-line stall  Add a figure family 5.4 – 
turns to the catalogue,    Four-line stall turns to 
including following figures:  the catalogue, including following figures 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.civanews.com/
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These figures are included in the power catalogue. We consider them suitable for gliders as well, and 
they offer additional options to compose glider sequences. 
 
 

No discussion. 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
 
 
 

NP2026-2 
Source:  GER #2 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to appendix A of Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2 

 
Proposal  
 
In case of Proposal NP2026-2 to CIVA 2025 is accepted, add the respective figures also to appendix A 
of FAI Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2, as follows. 
 
 
Current: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.6.1.1 Rolling elements may only be added where indicated 
A.6.1.2 For SZD-59 Acro and MDM 1 Fox not more than ¼ slow roll before negative exit on 5.2.1.2  

and 5.2.1.3. 

 
 

Proposed New: A.6, Family 5, Stall turns 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A.6.1.1  Rolling elements may only be added where indicated 
A.6.1.2 For SZD-59 Acro and MDM 1 Fox not more than ¼ slow roll before negative exit on 5.2.1.2,  5.2.1.3 and 5.3.1.3 
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Rationale:  

These figures offer additional options to compose glider  

sequences, also for programmes 2 to 6. 

GAC proposes to allow the figures 5.3.1, 5.3.3  
(without the roll element) and 5.4.1 also for Advanced category.  
 
 
 
 

No discussion. 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
 
 
 

NP2026-3 
Source:  GER #3 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to appendix A of Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2 

 
 

Proposal  
 
APPENDIX A: LIST OF FIGURES FOR PROGRAMMES 2 THROUGH 6, A.20. Family 9.8, 8-Point Rolls  
 
Allowed is the following: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Add: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rationale: 
 
The a.m. figures are included in the Aresti catalogue. We consider them flyable with our current planes, 
and they could also be flown in programmes 2 through 6. 
 
 

Discussion: 
 

• Romanian team raised concerns that maybe a bit too much speed on the exit on the vertical 
down in the case of 2/8’s vertical down. Especially after humpty bump. 

• Eugen Schaal replied that it also depends on how fast you are in the entry, but reminded, that if 
you see such combination that is unsafe you can always mention it.  

 
Vote: No objections 

 
Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
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NP2026-4 
Source:  GER #4 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to appendix A of Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Actually, the allowed figures for Advanced category are as follows: 
 
2.4. Allowed figures “AG” 
 

Except the following restrictions, all the figures from the Aresti Catalogue (Condensed), Glider 
Version, may be flown. 

 
a) No full negative loops, No high-speed negative part-loops of more than 45° (1/8th loops). 
b) No rolling turns, except Catalogue No. 2.1.3.1. as Free figure only 
c) No rolls vertically up. No more than ¼ roll vertically down. No flick rolls, positive or 

negative. No inverted spins. 
 
 
We propose to allow inverted spins also in ADV category, and therefore to modify 2.4. c) as follows: 

c) No rolls vertically up. No more than ¼ rolls vertically down. No flick rolls, positive or 
negative. No inverted spins. 

 
Furthermore, we propose to amend APPENDIX A: LIST OF FIGURES FOR PROGRAMMES 2 
THROUGH 6, A.24., Family 9.12, Negative Spins to allow the inverted spin also in programs 2 to 6: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Rationale:  
 
Negative spins are not critical to fly with our aerobatic gliders. Before introducing Advanced as an 
international competition category, in the German “Semi Aerobatic” category, which was a concurrent 
category, negative spins where regularly flown e.g. in free programs. The figure offers an extra option for 
the composition of glider sequences. 
 

Discussion: 
 

• Jerzy Makula agreed with Pekka Havbrandt that this figure should be only in Unlimited category. 
 

Vote in Favour: 2 Against: 13 Abstain: 14 (total votes: 29) 

 
Decision: CIVA rejected  
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NP2026-5 
Source:  GER #5 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to appendix A of Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2 

 
 

Proposal  
 
APPENDIX A: LIST OF FIGURES FOR   The proposal is, to add figure 7.8.8.1 
PROGRAMMES 2 THROUGH 6 A.10.   also to the figures allowed 
Family 7.8.1 to 7.8.8, Horizontal Eights for  in Advanced category 
Advanced category, actually the figures  
marked red below are allowed 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.10.1.1. No flick rolls on the horizontal entry lines of figures in columns 1 and 2 of 7.8.1 to 7.8.4 
A.10.1.2. No flick rolls on the horizontal exit lines of figures in columns 1 and 2 of 7.8.5 to 7.8.8. 
A.10.1.3.  Sum of rolling angle on negative 45° downward lines not more than 180° for SZD-59 Acro. 

Rationale:  
 
The circled figure consists of positive loops and 45° upward lines with half  
rolls, both flown in Advanced in other figures, so it is uncritical to be  
flown in this category.  
 
With 2 ½ rolls, the K of this figure is 37, so is still in line with § 2.3.1.4 b)  
(max figure K in Advanced for unknown figures = 37). 
 
 

No discussion: 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
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NP2026-6 
Source:  GER #6 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Addition of figures to appendix A of Sporting Code Section 6 Part 2 

 
 

Proposal  
 
Current:  
 
2.4. Allowed Figures “AG” includes following:  

b) No rolling turns, except Catalogue No. 2.1.3.1 as Free figure only.  

The term “as Free figure” was introduced in or before 2016. At this time, program 1 was called “Free 

Known”, and program 3 was called “Free Unknown”.  

Following Screenshots are from Section 6 Part Version 2016-2  
 
3.3.1. Sequence of Programmes 

3.3.1.1. The Championship consists of the following six programmes: 

a) Free Known programme (Programme 1) 

b) Unknown Compulsory 1 (Programme 2) 

c) Free Unknown Programme (Programme 3) 

d) Unknown Compulsory 2 (Programme 4) 

e) Unknown Compulsory 3 (Programme 5) 

f) Unknown Compulsory 4 (Programme 6) 

3.4. Allowed Figures “AG” 

Except for the following restrictions, all the figures from the Aresti Catalogue (Condensed), 

Glider version, may be flown. 

a) No full negative loops. No high-speed negative part-loops of more than 45° (1/8th loops) 

b) No rolling turns, except Catalogue No. 2.1.3.1. as Free figure only. 

c) No rolls vertically up. No more than ¼ roll vertically down. No flick rolls, positive or negative. 

No inverted spins. 

In 2024 it was decided to change the naming of these programmes. Program 1 is now called “Known”, and 

programme 3 is now called “Free”. So, the originally intended meaning of the rule might have 

unintentionally been changed by the name change.  

Furthermore, the term “free figure” appears in another place, describing the versatility of programme 1 

(Known, formerly called “Free Known”). Note the old term is accidentally still used in section 6 part 2. 

 
2.2. Free Known (Programme 1) 

2.2.1.1 Sequences for the Free Known Programme will be composed of figures or combinations of 

figures (a combination being taken as one figure) selected from the Aresti System (Condensed) as follows: 

a) Five (5) figures are from a Known ‘Master set’ selected at the CIVA plenary each year for each 

category. The five Known figures will be identified by letters “A” through “E” on all sequence 

forms for Programme 1. 

b) Plus five (5) Free figures that each competitor must add, in order to design a sequence of ten 

(10) figures that satisfies regulations below.  

Before the earlier “Free Program” was eliminated, figure 2.1.3.1 was only allowed in this program. The 

figures for this program where completely selected by the competitor.  

Overall, it is today not fully clear where this figure 2.1.3.1 can be used, and where not in Advanced 

category. 
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Proposed:  

We propose to change the wording of § 2.4 b) as follows: 

No rolling turns, except Catalogue No. 2.1.3.1 in program 1 / Known, as figure added by the competitor 

according § 2.2.1.1. b)  

Rationale:  

Clarification, following to the renaming of programs last year. 
 

No discussion 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
 
 
 

NP2026-7 
Source:  FRA #1 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Cross wind 

 
 
Proposal (revised) 
 
Rationale  
 

Crosswind is always a bigger problem for the pilots as headwind. With the actual rules the stronger 

the headwind the stronger is the crosswind (it is reflected for instance in the rules 3.7.1.2.c). Even 

more for gliders than for powered Ac.  

France would like to propose to limit the crosswind component to 5m/sec in any speed of the head 

wind.  

1/ Delete the reference to the diagram and change  

Paragraph 3.7.1.2 c) as following.  

OLD  

c) The maximum permissible average wind speed in the performance zone should remain inside the 

limits of the diagram in 3.7.1.10.  

If the contest is significantly delayed due to unfavourable weather and there is a serious risk that 

the minimum number of Programmes (3) may not be completed in time, the limit for the headwind 

in the performance zone may be raised to 12 m/s without exceeding a crosswind component of 7 

m/s subject to the following provisions:  

 
NEW  

c)  The maximum permissible average wind speed components are: 

Altitude Direction Maximum Permissible 

Surface 
Any 10m/s 

Crosswind (ref. runway) 5 m/s 

 Tailwind (ref. runway) 3 m/s 

700 m 
 

1200 m 

Headwind (ref. Runway) 10 m/s 

Crosswind (ref. box main axis) 5 m/s 

Tailwind (ref. box main axis) 3 m/s 
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If the contest is significantly delayed due to unfavourable weather and there is a serious risk that 
the minimum number of Programmes (3) may not be completed in time, the limit for the headwind 
in the performance zone may be raised to 12 m/s without exceeding a crosswind component of 7 
m/s subject to the following provisions:  

 
2/ Delete paragraph 3.7.1.10 
 

No discussion. 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
 
 
 

NP2026-8 
Source:  FRA #2 
Document: Section 6, Part 2 
Subject:  Disqualification height limits 

 
Proposal  

 
In paragraph 4.4.1.1. change 150m for 100m 
 
Rationale  
 

a) In order to homogenise Part 1 with Part 2 there is no objective reason to have difference. See 
Part 1 para 3.8.1.1.  

b) b) It is much more difficult for a judge to determine 150m than 100m, for the difference to 200m 
being bigger. 

 
Discussion: 

 

• Romanian team expressed their concerns about safety in changing from 150m to 100m. 
 

Vote: No objections 
 

Decision: CIVA approved unanimously 
 
 
 

NP2026-18 & 25 combined with 19 & 26 
Source:  ESP #1   
Document: Section 6, Part 2 (also part 1) 
Subject:  Half loops with rolls 

 
 

Proposal was voted together with Part 1 
 

Decision: CIVA approved.  
 

Full report in www.civanews.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.civanews.com/
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President nominee introductions 

 
After the rule proposals were finished Nick Buckenham asked the presidential candidates to present their 

case to the plenary and opened the floor to some questions to help in the next day voting.  

ST wanted to make sure that the nominations is now closed for all positions. Nick Buckenham confirmed 

there would be no further changes.  

Presidential candidates (Luca Andraghetti, Steve Todd, Tamás Ábrányi, Alejandra (Alex) Moore) gave 

presentations.  

1) Luca Andraghetti 

Background 

• Introduced himself with experience in aviation and aerobatics. 
 
Key Issues Identified 

• Declining pilot participation due to high time and financial costs. 

• Need to reduce pilot and organiser costs. 

• Importance of securing sponsorship. 

• Proposal to schedule competitions in summer to maximise daylight. 
 
Proposals 

• Strengthen and formalise Category 2 competitions as a pathway to Category 1. 

• Use Category 2 events to: 

• Increase participation at national level. 

• Create an international ranking system. 

• Select pilots for Category 1 events based on ranking. 

• Limit pilot numbers at Category 1 events to reduce duration and costs. 

• Shorter competitions (5–7 days) with fewer pilots, allowing: 

• Completion of all programmes. 

• Possibility of flying two sequences per day. 

• Long-term development focus: motivate pilots to progress from lower categories. 
 
Discussion Points 

• Concerns raised regarding: 

• Variability in standards between Category 2 events. 

• Financial viability for organisers with capped pilot numbers. 

• Agreement that Category 2 inclusion in CIVA regulations is a standing proposal. 
 
 

2) Steve Todd  
 
Key Themes 

• Importance of clear, transparent leadership and governance. 

• Need to reduce complexity and ambiguity in judging rules. 

• Revision of judging criteria is overdue and already in progress. 
 
Governance Proposals 

• Clear separation of roles: 

• Working Committees: analysis and development work. 

• Bureau: decision-making and direction. 

• Committees should be empowered, focused, and accountable. 

• Improve coordination between committees and Bureau. 
 

Additional Focus 

• Increased emphasis on media and communication. 

• Confirmed candidacy for Rules Committee Chair only. 

• Withdrew from Presidential and Vice-Presidential races to avoid role overlap 
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3) Tamás Ábrányi  
 

Background 

• Over 20 years in aerobatics. 

• Extensive experience as organiser of major international competitions. 

• Highlighted successful events with no protests. 
 
Motivation 

• Not position-driven; focused on addressing a critical phase for CIVA. 

• Belief that CIVA is at risk without rapid, effective change. 
 
Strategic Vision 

• Establish a strong executive board. 

• Define: 

• Current situation. 

• Clear 3–5-year objectives. 

• Key processes required to achieve goals. 

• Modernise outdated procedures. 

• Place pilots at the centre of decision-making. 
 

Key Proposals 

• Improve event quality as complete “events” (publicity, audience, media). 

• Increase sponsor appeal through visibility and professionalism. 

• Reduce organiser costs via digital processes (e.g. digital judging). 

• Maintain Section 6 as a solid foundation; focus on operational improvements. 

• Strengthen CIVA’s role within FAI. 

• Explore synergies with: 

• Aeromodelling (electronic judging). 

• Sim racing / simulator pilots as a future development pathway. 

• Maintain competition categories to support smaller nations and pilot progression. 
 
 

4) Alex Moore  
 
Background 

• Extensive experience as organiser, official, and international representative. 

• Proven success in sustainable, high-visibility competitions. 

• Strong focus on results, accountability, and fairness. 
 
Key Observations 

• Air sports sector is growing; CIVA is not leveraging this growth. 

• More pilots, aircraft, events, and financial capacity exist globally. 

• Core issue identified as CIVA’s value proposition, not market demand. 
 
Concerns 

• Lack of accountability and progress in the past year. 

• Insufficient engagement with emerging events and formats. 

• Underrepresentation of younger members and voters. 
 
Strategic Priorities 

• Deliver high-quality competitions, not just compliant ones. 

• Make CIVA relevant and attractive to pilots. 

• Simplify and clarify judging and rules. 

• Expand Category 2 events as development and testing platforms. 

• Position Category 1 events as elite “Formula One” level. 
 
Long-Term Vision 

• Explore Olympic pathway for aerobatics (particularly gliders). 

• Engage with e-sports, AI, and non-human judging developments. 
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• Develop modern financing and sponsorship frameworks. 

• Strengthen leadership, delegation, and accountability. 
 
Outcome 

• Withdrew from Presidential race. 

• Encouraged voting based on confidence in delivery. 

• Expressed willingness to support leadership as Vice President if elected. 
 

 

Day 2, Sunday 9th November 2025 

At the beginning of the day, Nick Buckenham announced that Luca Andraghetti had withdrawn his 

nomination for President. 

• AM wanted to put two things into records. 

1. The early announcement of Luca’s intention to run for President prompted early reflection 

among members on CIVA’s identity, past shortcomings, and future priorities. This advance 

notice was instrumental in focusing discussions and helped bring the organization to its 

current position.  

2. It was emphasised that Luca’s continued involvement and support are valued, and that his 

views and contributions will remain important and heard within CIVA, with appreciation 

expressed for his commitment and generosity. 

A roll call was conducted with 29 votes: 21 present and 8 proxies. 

 

 

8.3. Safety, Expedited, Urgent and President’s proposals (SP, EP, UP and PP) 

Nick Buckenham presented the proposals. 

NP2026-16 
Source:    FRA#1  
Document:  Section 6, Part 1  
Subject:    World Championships every year instead of every two years  

 

Proposal: 

Change 1.2.1.1. a) to have World Championships every year instead of every two years and as a 

consequence: remove “Continental Championships” paragraphs from Part 1. 

This proposal was discussed at length by the RC, their conclusion being to dismiss it from their 2025 

package for several reasons. The original French proposal, their rationale and the discussion and eventual 

decision of the RC is published as a discussion document on the CIVA News 2025 plenary page. 

Discussion: 

• MR noted that a similar approach was done previously in glider aerobatics. To make European and 

Continental Championships Open did not significantly increase entries because pilots were not full 

competitors. He emphasised the issue is complex and supported holding a debate to exchange pros 

and cons, requesting input from the Rules Committee. 

• ST stated that the underlying issue is strategic. He argued that solutions should come from strategic 

planning rather than tactical rule changes, and that more analysis is needed.  

• LA confirmed that the procedural decision on the proposal had already been taken in Rules 

Committee by majority and the process was complete.  
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• ST suggested that if a World Championship in 2027 were desired, a bid with a waiver request could 

address rule constraints for that specific event. 

• AM questioned the appropriateness of debating the topic during the plenary, citing time constraints 

and lack of a decision outcome. She proposed moving the discussion to a structured online format 

and bringing a refined proposal to the next plenary. 

• NB explained that the item was included at the request of the French delegate and with Rules 

Committee awareness, due to its broader implications. He agreed the topic is not typical for plenary 

discussion but felt hearing wider opinions was valuable despite limited time. 

Full report in www.civanews.com 

Decision: Proposal was presented just for a debate and not for voting and the Bureau is empowered to take 
on this task. 

 

 

Proposal #1 

Add CIVA category-2 events to Section-6 for use by national contest organisers. 

Since CIVA commenced activities in 1960 virtually all its events have been FAI Category-1 World and 

European (Continental) championships, and our current Section-6 regulatory structure does not include a 

category-2 option. If such an FAI structure were to be adopted by CIVA this would enable NACs to define 

suitable competitions as FAI category-2 aerobatic events, subject to adoption of some simple requirements 

regarding the event structure, presentation by competitors of a valid FAI Sporting License to the organiser, 

and payment by organisers of a small sanction fee to CIVA.  

Recent discussions within the bureau have indicated that this move would extend CIVAs foundations in 

aerobatics with few perceived significant issues. A more detailed explanation of the steps involved is 

published as a discussion document on the CIVA News 2025 plenary page. 

 

Discussion: 

• AM supported the concept of CAT 2 events, noting they could offer organisers useful official 
recognition and financing options, but stressed that CIVA must clearly define and articulate its 
value proposition before expecting organisers to pay. She emphasised the need for a broader 
strategic discussion on what value CIVA provides, especially to CAT 2 organisers. 

• ST questioned what CIVA’s concrete value proposition would be for organisers (e.g. a British 
Open), highlighting the need for clarity beyond regulation alone. 

• NB explained that CAT 2 events would follow CIVA rules, appear on the FAI calendar, and fit 
into a broader international framework, offering potential benefits to organisers. 

• AM (response) argued that regulation alone is not a value and that CIVA must define added 
value such as credibility, safety standards, rankings, and development opportunities before 
charging fees. 

• PIK requested clarification on CAT 2 events, noting that other FAI commissions run many such 
events successfully, and suggested learning from their models. 

• MH described how other commissions (e.g. CIVL, CIAM) successfully run large numbers of CAT 
2 events, where the FAI label, global ranking eligibility, safety framework, and international 
recognition provide clear value that organisers are willing to pay for. 

• TA cautioned that CIVA lacks an overall strategy and warned against voting on CAT 2 
implementation without first defining objectives, value, and long-term benefits. 

• PIK suggested tasking the Bureau with developing a multi-year CIVA strategy, including CAT 2 
events as a defined product, before making any decision. 

http://www.civanews.com/
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• NB clarified that his proposal aimed to initiate structured exploration via the Rules Committee, 
informed by other commissions’ experience, as a first step rather than a final decision. 

• AM maintained that objectives must be defined before rules are developed and proposed 
withdrawing the current proposal, assigning the Bureau to lead strategic development and return 
with a refined plan for a future plenary. 

• NB acknowledged that the final decision rests with the Bureau and reiterated his intent to 
provide a structured basis for future discussion. 

• NB acknowledged that the final decision rests with the Bureau and reiterated his intent to provide 
a structured basis for future discussion. 

 

Decision: not voted.  

 

Proposal #2 

Establishment of a CIVA scoring system working group 

 
Computer based scoring systems have been used by CIVA for well over 30 years, during which time 
they have incorporated statistical algorithms to identify and resolve judging bias and other detectable 
anomalies. In CIVA all such systems have operated with paper-based judging forms, however in recent 
years we have seen the development of some modern tablet-based data collection and management 
systems that are able to reliably create what is often referred Page 1to as “instant” championship results. 
Note that “instant” scoring has been a discussion point at CIVA plenaries for almost the same 30 years, 
though directed mostly at comparatively much faster spreadsheets and subsequently purpose designed 
computer systems by comparison with historic hand calculations using judges’ grades copied from their 
paper score sheets.  
 
This is an extremely complex area that could only operate effectively in our environment using the very 
best available well-proven software and hardware. CIVA should therefore approach the topic with great 
care, taking into account reviews of all feasible solutions and how they might be adopted to operate 
reliably at our championships. A formal working group is therefore proposed to research and report back 
to plenary at the earliest realistic time. A more detailed explanation of the steps involved is published as 
a discussion document on the CIVA News 2025 plenary page. 
 
 

Discussion: 
 

• PIK Opposed starting a new working group because this is clearly a job for the ICT committee. 

• NB agreed in principle; the intention was not to create bureaucracy but to ensure the topic is 
examined broadly. 

• AM argued the misuse of plenary time as she agreed with PIK that the issue falls within existing 
structures, the ICT committee. 

• NB emphasised that being an important topic, he wanted to make sure it is examined in the 
future and asked if the Plenary considers ICT committee being the correct recipient of this task. 
No objections. 

• . 
 
 

Decision: This proposal was directed to the ICT commission. 
 

Full reports in www.civanews.com.  

 
 
 
 

http://www.civanews.com/
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9. CIVA Free Known power and Glider figure selections for 2026 

 

Hanspeter Rohner introduced the reports and introduced two new experts, Jeff Boerboon (USA) and 

Romain Fhal (ROU) to the Known assessment working group. This was approved by CIVA. Free-known 

figures were voted with ElectionRunner. 

The new Free Known assessment team is Coco Bessiere (FRA), Nigel Hopkins (RSA), Louis Vanel 

(FRA), Castor Fantoba (ESP), Jeff Boerboon (USA) and Romain Fhal (ROU), Chaired by Hans Peter 

Rohner (SUI) together with Jerzy Makula (POL). 

 

9.1. Power Intermediate Free-Known Figures 

 

 

 

 

 
 
9.2. Power Advanced Free-Known Figures 

 

 
 
 
 
 
9.3. Power Unlimited Free-Known Figures 

  

 

 

 
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Votes 
Option B 25 
Abstain 2 
Option C 1 
Option D 1 
Option A 0 

 Votes 
Option E 28 
Option C 1 
Option A 0 
Option B 0 
Option D 0 
Option F 0 

 Votes 
Option A 14 
Option E 10 
Option C  3 
Option B 1 
Abstain 1 
Option D 0 
Option F 0 
Option G 0 
Option H 0 
Option I 0 
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9.4. Glider Advanced Free-Known Figures 

 

   

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
9.5. Glider Unlimited Free-Known Figures 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
ElectionRunner results:  https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/Mlzuy/results 
 

 
 

10. CIVA Elections 

 

Officers retiring in 2025:  

President:  Nick Buckenham 
Vice President: Matthieu Roulet 
Vice President: Quintin Hawthorne 
Secretary:  Carole Holyk 
Travel Agreements: Zuzana Danihelova 
 
These elections were conducted online when necessary, using Election Runner.  
 

Bureau 2026 

The President of CIVA Votes  
Tamás Abranyi By acclamation Elected 2025 for 2026-2027 
   
Vice-Presidents Votes  
Hanspeter Rohner - Elected 2024 for 2025-2026 
Alex Moore 20 Elected 2025 for 2026-2027 
George-Florin Rotaru 20 Elected 2025 for 2026-2027 
Matthieu Roulet 13 Elected 2025 for 2026 
Jerzy Makula 12  
Quintin Hawthorne 12  
Luca Andraghetti 7  
   
Secretaries: Votes  
Hanna Räihä - Elected 2024 for 2025-2026 
Carole Holyk by acclamation Elected 2025 for 2026-2027 
   

 Votes 
Option F 24 
Abstain 5 
Option A  0 
Option B 0 
Option C 0 
Option D 0 
Option E 0 

 Votes 
Option D 14 
Option B 9 
Abstain 6 
Option A 0 
Option C 0 

https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/Mlzuy/results
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Treasurer Votes  
Philippe Küchler - Elected 2024 for 2025-2026 
   
Travel Agreements officer Votes  
Zuzanna Danihelova by acclamation Elected 2025 for 2026-2027 

 

Committee Chairs and Members 

Rules Committee 2026 

Chair Votes  
Steve Todd By acclamation  Elected for 1-year period 
   
Members Votes  
Philippe Küchler 25 Elected for 1-year period 
Castor Fantoba 18 Elected for 1-year period 
Hanspeter Rohner 17 Elected for 1-year period 
Luca Andraghetti 15 Elected for 1-year period 
Jorge Loureiro 15 Elected for 1-year period 
Matthieu Roulet 14  
Nick Buckenham 11  
Pierre Varloteaux 10  
Pierre Varloteaux 10  
Mike Gallaway 4  

 
Judging Committee 2026 

Chair Votes  
Pierre Varloteaux by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
   
Members Votes  
Philippe Küchler 27 Elected for 1-year period 
Romain Fhal 25 Elected for 1-year period 
Madelyne Delcroix 20 Elected for 1-year period 
Alex Moore 20 Elected for 1-year period 
Luca Andraghetti 19 Elected for 1-year period 
Quintin Hawthorne 17  
Steve Green 10  
Daniel Genevey 1  

 
Glider Aerobatic Committee 2026 

 
Chair Votes  
Jerzy Makula  by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
   
Members Votes  
Ferenc Toth 27 Elected for 1-year period 
Philippe Küchler 26 Elected for 1-year period 
Madelyne Delcroix 25 Elected for 1-year period 
Eugen Schaal 22 Elected for 1-year period 
Gustav Salminen 15 Elected for 1-year period 
Thierry Fraize 13  
Neal Oakley 9  

 
Information and Communication Technology Committee 2026 

 
Chair Votes  
Kari Kemppi by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
 
 
 

 
 

 



CIVA Plenary Meeting 2025, Paris, France   

07 January 2026  Page 40 of 52 

Members Votes  
Ringo Massa by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
Thierry Fraize by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
Jorge Loureiro by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 
Nick Buckenham by acclamation Elected for 1-year period 

 
Catalogue Committee 2026 

 
Chair Votes  
Romain Fhal 13 Elected for 1-year period 
Castor Fantoba 9  
Leone Gambardella 7  
   
Members Votes  
Castor Fantoba 24 Elected for 1-year period 
Neil Oakley 20 Elected for 1-year period 
Juan Pablo Pichel 19 Elected for 1-year period 
Ringo Massa 19 Elected for 1-year period 
Igoris Lobanovas 18 Elected for 1-year period 
Leone Gambardella 14  

 
ElectionRunner results 
Vice Presidents and Catalogue Committee chairman:  https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/tLLia/results  
Committee Members: https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/YiS6f/results  
 
 

 

11. Future FAI Aerobatic Championships 

 

11.1. Bids received 

1) Romanian Aeroclub bid for 17th FAI World Advanced Aerobatic World Championships 

combined with the 5th FAI World Intermediate Aerobatic Championships 2027 

Vlad-Alexandru Popescu presented a bid from Romania for combined event. They consider combination 

of events a way to encourage entry-level pilots to compete and give them a chance to progress in a 

supervised environment, surrounded by top World flyers, in a safe manner. 

Location: LRCN Clinceni Airfield, Romania 
Runways 1000 x 50 m Grass 

100 x 30 m Asphalt 
 
Dates: Official training 5th – 9th September 2027 

Judges’ arrival 7th September 
Opening 
Ceremony 

10th September 

Official 
Competition 

10th – 18th September 

Closing 
Ceremonies 

18th September 

Departures 19th September 
 
Facilities: • Four hangars for aircraft. 

• Fire and rescue brigade. 

• medical and emergency services. 

• Office space for administration 

• Lunch and dinner room inside of the administration building. 

• Large briefing room and classrooms inside administration building. 

• High speed Wi-Fi 
 

https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/tLLia/results
https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/YiS6f/results


CIVA Plenary Meeting 2025, Paris, France   

07 January 2026  Page 41 of 52 

Judges: CJ + 2 assistants, 7 judges + 7 assistants, 3 jury members on site. 
 
Fees: 
Competitors  3,300 € 
Competitors without accommodation, breakfast and dinner 2,300 € 
Team members 2850 € 
Other team members without accommodation, breakfast and dinner  1850 € 

Additional fees 

• If paid later than 15th June 

• Additional If later than 15th of June  

• Single room / night 

+ 150 € 
+ 150 € 
+ 30 € 

Entry fee covers: 

• Fuel and oil for contest flights. 

• Shared accommodation in double rooms. 

• Breakfast, lunch and dinner. 

• Transport between airfield and accommodation. 

• Official and social functions 

• sanction fee for competitors. 

• Programs arranged by the organiser. 

• CIVA sanction fee as it is today (300CHF) 

 

Deadlines: 
• No entries accepted after 15th of August. 

• Entries without accommodation no later than the 15th of July. 

 

Discussion:  

Rental aircraft availability was discussed, with Romania noting it cannot provide rental planes 
directly; RF indicated that aircraft could be rented from him or other sources, with additional 
possibilities mentioned by TA. AM suggested appointing a coordinator to act as a liaison between 
pilots needing aircraft and those offering them, which Romania agreed to do; ST recommended that 
competing bids be addressed after the plenary. 

 

2) French Federation bid for the 17th FAI World Advanced Aerobatic World Championships 

combined with the 23rd FAI European Aerobatic Championships 2027 

 

Matthieu Roulet presented a bid on behalf of the French Federation for combined Advanced and 

Unlimited World Championships 2027. The idea of the combined event emerged for not having the top 

category event this year. This is considered a viable event in France instead of only one category event.  

 

Location: TBD, a lot of options to choose from.  
 
Dates: 20-29 August 2027, adjusted with other contests. Official dates in the next 

plenary. 
 
CD: Emmanuel Foulon and Lionel Romanin, known from WAC 2015 and 2019. 
  
Judges: CJ + 2 assistant, 7 judges and 7 assistants 
 
Fees: Competitors  Double room 3300€ 
  Single room +300 € 
 Observers  3000€ 
  Additional fee +300 € After deadline 
 • 10 days competitions, 9 nights accommodation, 3 meals a day 

• Avgas and oil for competition flights 

• smoke oil for the freestyle program 

• opening and closing ceremonies. 

• Rate will be adjusted if CIVA sanction fee modified 
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Other information: • UNL with fewer pilots must be supported by countries for the 
development of the sport. 

• Only 24 UNL competitors last EAC 2023 

• two UNL competitions cancelled 2021 and 2025 

• Objective live broadcast in YouTube and Twitch. 

• Will need time to finalise the bid well. 

• Want to normalise early bidding for events. 
 

Discussion: 

• PK asked about transportation of which MR confirmed that transportation will be provided as 

usual. 

• AM asked about a shortlist of venues, how to manage time between ADV and UNL, how many 

competitors is expected and what is the maximum number of pilots you can accept? 

• MR confirmed that there is a short list, but not a finalised one; Competition flow would follow the 

standard mixed event with one flight per day; No maximum declared but high number would be 

challenging. 

• TA asked about the duration of the competition. 

• MR confirmed a 10-day even, like this year in Hungary. 

• PV noted the need of rental aircraft, similar to the Romanian bid, with a system to connect pilots 

needing a plane and people offering rentals. 

• NB summarised that France bid for UNL and ADV, while Romania bid for ADV and INT, and 

suggested Steve Todd’s idea postponing the vote to a later date with more complete bids. 

• JL clarified that the French bid is only for a combined event. 

• VAP acknowledged concerns about bid completeness but noted that bids have previously been 

approved years in advance and questioned why voting could not proceed now. 

• It was confirmed that both bids are only for combined event and single category events would 

not be viable.  

• TA emphasised the importance of sustaining the sport, particularly UNL as the top category and 

supported allowing time for reflection before deciding, without postponing to the next plenary. 

 
 

Decision:  Due to the conflict and the incomplete nature of the French bid, the new President Tamás  
Ábrányi announced the decision to postpone the vote. The bidding period is extended to 
January 26, 2026, to allow France to finalise its bid and for any other new bids to be submitted. 
The submitted bids will then be shared with the Delegates for a final vote, which will be 
conducted online January 31, 2026, by ElectionRunner. 

 
 
 
3) Aeroclub of the Czech Republic bid for the 28th World Glider Aerobatic Championships and 

the 16th World Advanced Aerobatic Championships 2027 

 

Location: LKJH Jindřichův Hradec, Czech Republic 
Altitude 1680 ft AMSL 
RWY 07R / 25L Grass 770 x 22m 

07L / 25 R Concrete 693 x 22m 
 
Performance area: Airspace G and E up to FL 095 

All box markings will be provided 
standard judges’ positions are west and south 
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Dates: Official Training 1.-6. August 
Opening briefing and ceremony 7. August 
Competition days 8. – 16. August 
Closing ceremony 17. August (reserve day) 
Departures 18. August 

 
CD: Kryštof Urban 
 
Infrastructure: • Two hangars for competitors – fits 20 gliders and 4 tow planes 

• Maintenance workshop 

• Catering tent 

• team sunshade tents 

• Container shower and toilets 

• Three offices in the aeroclub building 

• flag posts 

• Separate frequency for CJ 
 
Judges: CJ + 2 assistants, 7 judges, 7 assistants, HMD operator 
 
Fees: Competitor   990€ 
 Team members  300€ 
 Towing 1250 m AGL 95€ 
 Full board (breakfast, lunch, dinner) 40 €/day 
 Airport costs  included 
 CIVA Sanction fee  included 

 
Air tow prices will be the same, unless the price of oil rises more than 5%. 
Entry fee will be the same if the inflation won’t rise above 5% in 2027. 

 
Other items: • bulletin #1                                   – End of January 2027 

• Website, FB and Instagram        – End of February 2027 

• Deadline for entry forms             – End of April 2027 

• Accommodation for judges, tow pilots and official staff at the hotel on site of 
the airfield 

• Camp available for competitors  

• Container showers and toilets 

• Electrical plugs 

• Many other accommodation options in the town and will provide help with 
reservations 

• 30 competitors are the minimum; smaller number will result cancellation 
(deadline end of April 2027) 

 
Discussion: 

• PIK confirmed that the minimum of 30 competitors is for both categories together. VM confirmed. 

• JM asked to consider the price of towing, 95€ is considered expensive. 

• VR told that he did not come up with the numbers but will forward the concern to the organizing 
team. 

• MD asked about towing to 800m of which VR promised to check it. 

• PIK asked about the hotel standard? VR thought it is 3 stars but was not sure. Confirmed that it 
is a nice one. 

 
Decision: No objections, CIVA approved. 
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11.2. Reports from already awarded events in the future  

 
The 33rd FAI World Aerobatic Championships 2026  

Tamás Ábrányi holding a proxy from US, presented an update on behalf of the US organisers. The website 

and registration will be live on January 2026. A major concern was raised by delegates regarding the lack 

of confirmed rental aircraft, which had been a key part of the original bid. TA will urgently forward this 

concern to the US organisers to seek confirmation on rental aircraft availability. 

All questions were asked to send to Tamas for forwarding them to the US delegate. 

 

Location: KGVQ Genesee County airport, Batavia NY 
Field elevation 913,5 ft / 278,4m 
Runway 1676 x 30m, paved asphalt 

Practice airfields: Bethany (8NK4), Geneseo (D52), LeRoy (5GO) and Perry-Warsaw (01G) 
Commercial 
airfields and 
shipping ports: 

- Buffalo International,  
- Frederick Douglas Greater Rochester International Airport,  
- Niagara Falls international airport,  
- Toronto Pearson International 
- Port of New York and New Jersey,  
- Ports of Chesapeake, Baltimore, Maryland. 

  
Recommended 
broker for 
shipping: 

Abed Medawar, D +1.908.603.4635, M +1.908.256.5349 
amedawar@imperativelogistics.com 

 
Dates: Unofficial practice before August 20th 

Official Practice August 20.-23. 
Opening Ceremonies August 23rd 
Contest flying   August 24th –September 2nd 
Closing ceremonies September 2nd 

 
CD: Shad Coulson supported by Pete & Doreen Zeliff. 
 
Infrastructure: 20 800 sq. ft of hangar space + other facilities 

Fuel and smoke available 
Several hotels within 5-min drive 
Meals provided on site or at the hotel 
Wi-Fi on site. 
 

 
Judges: CJ with 2 assistants, 7 judges + 7 assistants + backup judge + assistant 
 
Fees: Before Feb 22 Feb 22 – July  After July 31 
Competitor (Single) $3,600 $3,800 $4,000 
Competitor (shared) $3,000 $3,200 $3,400 
Competitor (no room) $2,400 $2,600 $2,800 
Team members (single) $2,200 $2,400 $2,600 
Other team members (no room) $1,600 $1,800 $2,000 
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Other items: • Website will be live early January.  

• Registration open in conjunction with website going live. 

• Bulletin 1 is being drafted, will be published soon. 

• Facilities being built together with Wings over Batavia Airshow which will 
follow the conclusion of WAC’26. 

• Contest website and social media as primary means of information. Also, via 
emails and WhatsApp used onsite.  

• Encourages appointed jury contact as well as CJ. 

• Live stream is planned to raise awareness.  

• Several WAC’26 social media accounts have been secured. 

• Box layout is being finalised. 

• Hospitality team focused on ensuring a comfortable and friendly environment 
with hotels, meals and team village. 

• Medical support available on site by emergency doctor. 

• Competitor liaisons already communicating and coordinating in assisting 
teams. 

• Volunteer group has been finalised. 

• Fundraising ongoing 

• Planning of the ceremonies have begun.  

 
The bid was approved 2024. 

 

Documents and event information: https://www.civanews.com/events/33rd-fai-world-aerobatic-championships/ 
 

The 27th World Glider Aerobatic Championships and 15th FAI World Advanced Glider Aerobatic 

Championships 2026 

 

Antoine Jardot from France presented the update to the Glider competitions. 

 

Location: LFMF Fayance, France 
Runways 3 unpaved runways, 830 x 60, 785 x 160, 650 x 

80m 
FIS Provided by NICE information (SIV 120,850) 

 
Practice airfields:  
Arriving: Commercial airports Nice (45 min) and Marseilles (2h) 

Railway station 30 km from the airport Fréjus-Saint Raphaël 
Highways 30mn by car from French A8 highways web in any 

direction 
 
Dates: 2nd September to 12th September 2026 
 
CD: Emmanuel Foulon 
Flight director: Régis Kuntz 
Scoring director: Thierry Fraize 
 
Infrastructure: • 6 hangars on site 

• Two workshops for maintenance 

• Dedicated rooms available for judges, scoring, officials, team managers 
etc. 

• Restaurant on site 

• Camping and a few accommodation rooms 
 
Judges: CJ + 2 assistants, 7 judges + 7 assistants + HMD operator 
 

 

https://www.civanews.com/events/33rd-fai-world-aerobatic-championships/
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Fees: 
Competitors 700 € + sanction fee 
Other team members  250 € 
Towing 850 m AGL 60 € 
 1250 m AGL 80 € 
 
Other items: 

• Dedicated website is scheduled. 

• 2 VHF stations for flight director, one on competition frequency and 
another on general aviation frequency. 

• Restaurant “Le Vol á Voile” on the airfield provides snacks and 
gourmet meals. Open daily, provides lunch and dinner. 

• Food truck on site during competition. 

• Fire services located 4 min from the airfield. 

• 2 warm-up flights per competition day budgeted. 

• Professional Video recording. 

Discussion: 

• PIK clarified that the dedicated frequency is a safety frequency that it is an assigned frequency 

with no chitchat on it and it was confirmed. He also informed about the one additional official 

which was decided the previous day, the HMD operator. PIK also asked about other traffic during 

the contest and how they will inform other clubs and airfields about the event to avoid other traffic. 

French representative explained that they have used this airfield a lot and there have not been 

any safety issues with other gliders during their competitions.  

• HPR added that they have successfully introduced D-areas in Switzerland competitions. It is 

much more prominent in documentation. It has been proven more effective than a NOTAM.  

• PIK asked also about the entry fee, being stated 700 + sanction fee if it will add up to around 

1030 € or so? 

• HPR the SWG has spoken about towing safety. He would suggest that this would be a test bed 

for specific effort on towing safety. PH agreed with this initiative. 

 
The bid was approved 2024. 

Documents and event information: https://www.civanews.com/events/27th-fai-wgac-and-14th-fai-wagac/  

 
It was noted that if bids for 2026 championships are received in the coming weeks, they will be shared 
with delegates and voted for approval / rejection using the ElectionRunner system. 
 
 
 

12. FAI Special Aerobatic Events (FSAE) For 2026 

CIVA has received no bids for Special Events in 2026. 

 
 
 

13. Appointment and Approval of Championships Officials 

Contest officials were elected pending anticipated late bids for Championships to run in 2026. 

 

13.1. The 33rd FAI World Aerobatic Championships 2026, Genesee County Airport, USA  

  Votes 
The President of the international Jury Tamas Abranyi 12 
 Steve Todd 10 
 Edward Waasdorp 7 

 
 

https://www.civanews.com/events/27th-fai-wgac-and-14th-fai-wagac/


CIVA Plenary Meeting 2025, Paris, France   

07 January 2026  Page 47 of 52 

  Votes 
Members of the International Jury Pierre Varloteaux 17 
 Steve Todd 14 
 Luca Andraghetti 12 
 Edward Waasdorp 12 

 
  Votes 
Chief Judge Quintin Hawthorne 13 
 Steve Green 9 
 Nick Buckenham 7 

 
 
13.2. The 14th FAI European Advanced Aerobatic Championships 2026 OR the Combined 

Advanced and Intermediate 2026, Location TBD 

 

  Votes 
The President of the international Jury Philippe Küchler 15 
 Pierre Varloteaux 14 

 
  Votes 
Members of the International Jury Madelyne Delcroix 20 
 Luca Andraghetti 12 
 Pierre Varloteaux 11 
 Edward Waasdorp 8 
 Cyrial Talon 2 
 Abstain 1 

 
  Votes 
Chief Judge Pavol Kavka 14 
 Pierre Varloteaux 10 
 Quintin Hawthorne 4 
 Nick Buckenham 1 

 
 
 
13.3. The 3rd FAI European Intermediate Aerobatic Championships 2026, location TBD 

  Votes 
President of the International Jury Philippe Küchler by acclamation 

 
  Votes 
Members of the International Jury: Madelyne Delcroix 25 
 Edward Waasdorp 15 
 Eladi Lozano 12 
 Abstain 1 

 
  Votes 
Chief Judge Pavol Kavka 23 
 Marty Flourney 6 

 
 
 
13.4. The 27th World Glider Aerobatic Championships and the 14th FAI World Advanced Glider 

Aerobatic Championships 2026, Fayence, France 

  Votes 
President of the International Jury Philippe Küchler 18 
 Jerzy Makula 11 
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  Votes 
Members of the International Jury Ferenc Toth 22 
 Madelyne Delcroix 15 
 Jerzy Makula 13 
 Kari Kemppi 2 
 Edward Waasdorp 2 
 Luca Andraghetti 1 

 
  Votes 
Chief Judge Pavol Kavka by acclamation 

 
 
13.5. Other events sanctioned. 

 None. 
 
 
13.6. FAI Special events 

 None. 

Votes were conducted with ElectionRunner system.  

Committee members 2026: https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/YiS6f/results  
Jury Presidents 2026: https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/IISVZ/results  
Jury Members for 2026: https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/Jozyk/results  
Chief Judges for 2026: https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/aqmDI/results  
 
 
 

14. Diplomas and Awards 

 
14.1. The CIVA Organiser of the Year Trophy 

Nick Buckenham announced that the trophy for 2025 was awarded to Hungary with the exceptional 
organisation of the combined WIAC & WAAC.  
 
 
 
14.2. The Léon Biancotto Diploma 

The President announced that there was one nomination for the Léon Biancotto Diploma, Rob Holland 

from US.  

 

To give out the Léon Biancotto diploma, the vote is taken in two parts. 

1) if the Diploma will be given out? 

CIVA Approved by acclamation 

 

2) if the Léon Biancotto Diploma will be awarded to Rob Holland USA? 

CIVA Approved by acclamation 

The Léon Biancotto Diploma will be awarded posthumously to Rob Holland USA in the next General 

Conference. 

 

 

 

https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/YiS6f/results
https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/IISVZ/results
https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/Jozyk/results
https://vote.electionrunner.com/election/aqmDI/results
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15. The CIVA Internal regulations 

 
15.1. Report and update  

Matthieu Roulet gave an update on the document. He confirmed that there are no changes to the existing 

report 2025-0. 

Discussion: 

The document was widely acknowledged as important and useful, but opinions differed on timing and pri-

oritization. AM emphasised that, due to limited resources and higher current priorities, active work should 

be deferred to next year, while not questioning the document’s value. Others (HPR and PH) supported 

continuing work through volunteers, arguing this would not detract from Bureau resources and could help 

fill existing gaps. NB concluded that responsibility for deciding how and when to proceed rests with the 

new President, who will align the document’s development with overall priorities and workload 

Decision: The new President and Bureau will manage the finalisation of the Internal Regulations, utilising 

the volunteers who offered to help. 

 

16. List of FAI International Aerobatic Judges    

 

16.1. Maintenance of the lists of CIVA International Judges 

JC chair Pierre Varloteaux will contact delegates to ask regarding additions and removals of current 

judges to prepare for the selection of judges and assistants for 2026 championships. 

 

17. Date and Place of Future Meetings 

 

Place:  The Netherlands 

Dates:  Preliminary dates 14.-15. November 2026 

 
Summary submitted for approval by  

Carole Holyk and Hanna Räihä 

Secretaries of CIVA 
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