
 

NSRCA Board of Directors Meeting 

December 13, 2014 

In Attendance: 
 Pres – Jon Lowe, VP – Jon Carter, Sec – Scott McHarg, Tres – John Gayer, D6 – Brian Clemmons, 
D7 – Sean Mersh, D8 – Patick Harris 

Meeting Called to order by Jon Lowe  at 8:11 PM CST 

Last meetings minutes approved 

AMA / SIG Meeting 
 Document put out by AMA to outline the duties of each SIG to the AMA as well as AMA’s 
responsibilities to the SIG(s).  SIG(s) will be receiving a free ad in Model Aviation.  AMA trying to redo 
their databases and we hope to sync everything up with the AMA. 

Due to lack of attendance, the meeting will be postponed until Monday the 15th.  This meeting was 
specifically called to go over the Rules Proposal Committee’s findings.  The general consensus is that 
more of the DVPs should be in attendance in order to go through them thoroughly.  This portion 
adjourned at 8:28 PM 

 

Resumed Monday December 15, 2014 @ 8:04PM CST 

In Attendance: 
 Pres – Jon Lowe, VP – Jon Carter, Sec – Scott McHarg, Tres – John Gayer, D1 – Anthony Romano, 
D2 – Don Manson, D3 – Larry Kaufman, D5 – Robert Green, D6 – Brian Clemmons, D7 – Sean Mersh, D8 
– Patrick Harris, Derek Koopowitz, John Fuqua 



Submitted Proposals 
The following proposals have been submitted to the NSRCA Board of Directors by the Rules Proposal 
Committee on December 11, 2015.  The Board of Directors accepts these proposals as follows. 

RC-16 – Class Advancement 

 D6 opposes 

RC-16 Indoor R/C Aerobatics Class Creation 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Inclement Weather 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Inclement Weather Removal 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Safety Proposal 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Telemetry 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Transmitter Failsafe 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Transmitter Impound 17.2 

 Passes Unanimously 

RC-16 Weight Proposal 

 Passes Unanimously 

The next step is for the Board to obtain feedback from the membership as well as the pattern 
community as a whole.  By accepting these proposals, the Board is not sponsoring these proposals at 
this point but merely accepting what the Rules Proposal Committee has generated and now awaiting 
feedback from the community.  The BoD will then take this feedback and make appropriate changes 
which will then be voted on as proposals that we will submit to the AMA Contest Board.  The proposals 
will be placed in the January KFactor, on the RCU forums and the NSRCA website for consumption by the 
community.  Here are the proposals as written: 



Proposal 1 – Class Advancement 
Brief summary of the proposed change. 

The class advancement process should allow the contestant to easily specify and change the class in 

which they feel they are most capable of competing in safely and competitively without unnecessary 

interaction and paperwork to the AMA. 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required” 

.   

ORIGINAL WORDING OF RULE 8: CONTESTANT CLASSIFICATION 

“8. Contestant classification: 

At his/her first Pattern contest a contestant may enter any one Pattern class at his/her own 
option (this decision should be made with care as no one at any time, except as noted in 8.1.2. 
and 8.2.5., will be permitted to change to a lower class).  Once committed to a certain class a 
contestant will be allowed to move only to a higher skill class. 

8.1: A contestant may promote himself/herself voluntarily to a higher class at any time; 
however, once the move is made, he/she may not change back to a lower class. 

8.1.1: Exception: A contestant may fly in the next higher class at a contest where 
his/her class is not being flown without committing himself/herself to a permanent move to a 
higher class. He/she may not fly in a class lower than the one to which he/she is committed. 

8.1.2: Exception: Consideration will be given to requests for reclassification to a 
lower class for various reasons, such as disability or breaks from participation of several years. 
For a contestant to be reclassified to 

a lower class, the contestant must petition via email (or letter if email is not available) to the 
contestant's AMA District Contest Board (CB) representative explaining the reasons for the 
reclassification. The CB representative will forward a recommendation for approval/disapproval 
to the AMA District Vice President (DVP). The AMA DVP will concur/non-concur and forward the 
decision to the petitioner and AMA District CB representative with an info copy to the AMA 
Technical Director. 

8.2: A contestant should advance through the classes as follows: A contestant should 
move out of the Sportsman class at the end of the calendar year of his/her second or 
subsequent year of participation if he/she places first or second and above at least 4 other 
contestants (having recorded an official flight) in any sanctioned pattern contest. For 
Intermediate and Advanced contestants, advancement takes place through the accumulation 
of points. In these classes, contestants receive points according to their finishing place in every 
contest they compete in. For contestants finishing third or below in a given contest, he/she 



will receive points equal to the number of official (having recorded an official flight) 
contestants he/she beats. The second place winner will receive points equal to twice the 
number of official contestants he/she beats, and the first place winner will receive points equal 
to three times the number of official contestants he/she beats. The points each contestant 
receives go into his/her cumulative record. 

 

8.2.1: A contestant accumulating or exceeding 100 points and at least 2 years in 
Intermediate or Advanced class should automatically be advanced. 

8.2.2: A contestant may voluntarily move to the next higher class at any time. 
He/she may also move to the next higher class upon attaining the goals 
itemized in 8.2.1 at any time during the year but will not be required to do. 
Any advancement by the contestant should only be made if the contestant 
feels that he/she is qualified to do so and he/she will not be a safety concern to 
his/her fellow contestants and contest management. 

8.2.3: The accumulated points for required class advancement will be based 
on a sliding scale of 4 years time. Advancement points acquired before the 
fourth (4) year will not count towards advancement. In other words, a 
contestant’s point accumulation is based on the total accumulation for his/her 
previous four (4) years of competition. 

8.2.4: When a contestant enters a new class, either higher or lower (as 
permitted by 8.1.2.) he/she begins with zero (0) points. Note: A contestant 
who flies in a higher class under the Exception Rule (8.1.1.) above still 
acquires classification points in accordance with 8.2. above. 

8.2.5: There is no mandatory advancement into FAI from the Masters 
class. Contestants may enter their current AMA class or the FAI class at 
any contest but not both. 

Examples: 

1. The contestant is one (1) of eight (8) who flies officially in a given class, except 
Sportsman, and places 

first. He/she acquires three (3) times seven (7) (the number he/she beats) or 21 
classification points. 

2. The contestant is one (1) of 16 and places fifth. He/she receives 11 points. 

3. The contestant accumulates 95 points in 2010 and thus remains in his/her declared 
class into 2011. At the first 2011 contest, he/she picks up 12 points. He/she may fly the 
rest of 2011 in his/her declared class but will be advanced to the next higher class 
starting January 1, 2012. (He/she may move up sooner if he/she so desires) if he/she 



feels that he/she is qualified to fly in the next higher class without creating any safety 
issues. 

8.3: Each Pattern contestant is responsible for maintaining an accurate record of 
his/her own classification points. “ 

 

CHANGE TO FOLLOWING REVISED WORDING OF RULE 8: CONTESTANT CLASSIFICATION 

 

“8. Contestant classification: The contestant’s first contest of the year will establish the 
contestant’s competition class for that calendar year. This class may be one class lower than his or 
her class from the previous year or may be any higher class relative to their class from the previous 
year. The contestant that has not previously flown in a competition may select any class as their class. 
Contestants may enter their current AMA class or the FAI F3A class at any contest but not both.  The 
class advancement sequence is Sportsman, Intermediate, Advanced, Masters. A contestant may 
voluntarily move to any higher class at any time but must remain in that higher class at least until the 
contestant’s first contest of the following year.  If the contestant’s declared class is not offered at a 
contest or that contestant is the only entrant in a class, that contestant has an option to fly in any 
higher class for that contest and then resume the declared class thereafter.” 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.   

Currently, the competitor has the right to petition the AMA for a waiver based on certain criteria but 
those conditions do not include the inability to be competitive or to safely fly the more advanced 
maneuvers required in the higher class.  A participant in a competition is there to be competitive and 
match his or her skills against pilots with similar abilities.  This rewritten rule will allow a competitor to 
declare a class each year but still does not allow for drastic jumps between classes and does insure that, 
once the class is declared, the contestant sticks with his or her decision for the entire year.  This will 
eliminate the need for AMA record keeping, CD tracking of classes, or any other extra work that would 
be involved in more detailed classification and also still allows for the “peer pressure” effect.  
Additionally, the current rule is based on points accumulation that no one in the AMA or other 
organizations is currently tracking.  The proposed change simplifies the advancement process. 

Proposal 2 – Indoor R/C Aerobatics Class Creation 
Brief summary of the proposed change.     

Indoor RC Aerobatics is growing in popularity in the United States. The NSRCA has been designated by 

the AMA as the SIG for Indoor RC Aerobatics. The FAI, similar to F3A, specifies the top-level sequences 

for F3P competition. (Currently F3P-AP-15 and F3P-AF-15)  Currently we do not have any entry level 



Indoor RC Aerobatics classes defined. This rules proposal is to define two entry-level Indoor RC 

Aerobatics classes similar to our current progression in RC Aerobatics.  

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

 RCA-5, Section 7. Pattern Event Classes. second paragraph currently reads as follows, “The indoor 

Pattern event will only have one class, 407 (F3P). This class is not run at a standard outdoor Pattern 

event and will only be used at a standalone indoor event and will follow all the rules and guidelines of 

the current F3P Radio Controlled Aerobatics rules that are published by the FAI and CIAM. The builder-

of-the-model rule, if any, shall not be enforced. The AMA Competition Regulations will be applied when 

the FAI Sporting Code is silent on, or does not provide guidance concerning the conduct or rules of the 

FAI - F3P events.” 

 Proposed text for RCA-5, Section 7. Pattern Event Classes, second paragraph. “The Indoor R/C 

Aerobatics event shall be divided into three (3) classes. The first two (2) classes shall (in order of 

increasing difficulty) be referred to as Intermediate and Advanced. The maneuver schedules and 

definitions for the two classes will be developed and published by the NSRCA in a similar manner to the 

standard outdoor pattern schedules. The third class shall be referred to as F3P (407). The indoor r/c 

aerobatics classes will follow all the rules and guidelines of the current F3P Radio Controlled Aerobatics 

rules that are published by the FAI and CIAM. The AMA Competition Regulations will be applied when 

the FAI Sporting Code is silent on, or does not provide guidance concerning the conduct or rules of the 

FAI - F3P events.  

Change RCA-10 Section 15 as follows. Existing sentence “The NSRCA will modify the sequences for 

classes 401, 402 and 403 at least every four years and the sequence for class 404 will be modified at 

least every two years, but sequences may be updated more frequently as required.”  



Change this sentence to “The NSRCA will modify the sequences for classes 401, 402, 403,  “Indoor R/C 

Aerobatics Intermediate” and “Indoor R/C Aerobatics Advanced” at least every four years and the 

sequence for class 404 will be modified at least every two years, but sequences may be updated more 

frequently as required.”  

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

  

As stated in the summary, this change is to provide two entry level classes in indoor r/c aerobatics 

pattern to facilitate people learning the discipline and allow for an entry to indoor pattern. The NSRCA 

will define these two sequences and change them at appropriate intervals. There is no provision for 

these classes in the current AMA rules.  It is understood that the “Indoor R/C Aerobatics” classes will 

eventually be given a numerical identification and the numbers can then be inserted into the wording of 

this proposal. 

New event test data/information (new events only), please provide what testing of this new event 
has taken place to include number of participants and number of contests.  

These two additional indoor r/c aerobatics classes are currently being run in Canada and have been used 

in several test events around the United States. There is good acceptance of this concept both here and 

internationally.  

Proposal 3 – Inclement Weather 
Brief summary of the proposed change.  

To update Rule 13 Inclement Weather to reflect the current situation for the Nationals and better clarify 
how to handle inclement weather 

 



Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

 

ORIGINAL WORDING 

Inclement Weather: In the event that inclement weather prevents one of the preliminary 
rounds from being flown, those rounds will be completed on the morning of Day 4 (Finals Day) 
and only the top 4 contestants will fly in the Finals that afternoon. Those contestants that were 
scheduled to fly on Site 3 on the day of the missing rounds will fly those rounds on Site 3. Those 
contestants that were scheduled to fly the missing rounds on Site 1 will fly their rounds on Site 
4. The number of rounds flown in a rain shortened Final will be at the discretion of the ED as 
detailed in 13.2. In the event that the 4th (Finals) day is rained out, the National Champion will 
be determined by using the 

ranking scores that would have determined the finalists. In the event of a tie, the tie-breaker will 
be determined by using both scores the contestants earned on the day they actually flew on the 
same line. In the event the top two 

contestants are still tied, both will be declared Co-Champions. 

 

 

Change INCLEMENT WEATHER TO READ AS FOLLOWS: 

 Inclement Weather at the Nationals:  If a “Rain Day” has been given in case of inclement 
weather, the following shall be followed.  The Rain Day is a 5th day added to the schedule where no 
specific activity is planned.  The Rain Day may be used if inclement weather prevents any of the rounds 
from being flown in its entirety and that round or rounds cannot be made up on its scheduled day.  
Should a round not be able to finish and the Rain Day is implemented, the Finals day may be pushed 
back one day to accommodate.  The missed round(s) should be flown at the Site they were originally 
scheduled for and, if possible, in front of the judges that were assigned to that round.  If a round was 
partially flown and the same judges are not available, that round must be flown again in its entirety or 
that round must be discarded completely.  In the event that two or more days are rained out and the 
finals cannot be flown, the National Champion will be determined by using the ranking scores that 
would have determined the finalists.  In the event of a tie, the tie-breaker will be determined by using 
both scores the contestants earned on the day they actually flew on the same line.  In the event the top 
two contestants are still tied, both will be declared Co-Champions. 

 



Example:  Monday through Wednesday are set as preliminary and Semi-Finals days.  The Finals are 
scheduled to be flown Thursday.  The Rain Day is scheduled for Friday.  In the event that it rains on any 
day of the preliminaries and/or Semi-Finals and the day is a total loss, the Rain Day will be implemented 
and the finals pushed to Friday utilizing Thursday as the Rain Day.  All missed preliminary and/or semi-
final rounds will be flown on Thursday.  In the event that it rains on Thursday for the Finals and the day 
is a total loss or the Finals cannot be completed on that day, the Rain Day will be implemented and the 
Finals or the completion of the Finals will be held Friday. 

 

 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

This updated the section “Inclement Weather” to present day times.  The AMA has seen fit to give us a 
5th day for potential flights to be made at the National Championship and our rule does not take this into 
account.  The current rule also loses some sensibility in where the participants will fly the missed rounds 
as well as how many contestants will fly in the Finals based on inclement weather.  It also does not 
address the needs of the classes that are currently on Site 4 and may have also missed flights due to 
inclement weather.  This needed to be addressed and an example given to utilize the Rain Day granted 
to us. 

Proposal 4 – Inclement Weather Removal 
Brief summary of the proposed change: 

Remove section on inclement weather   

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 

Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

ORIGINAL WORDING 

Inclement Weather: In the event that inclement weather prevents one of the preliminary 
rounds from being flown, those rounds will be completed on the morning of Day 4 (Finals Day) 
and only the top 4 contestants will fly in the Finals that afternoon. Those contestants that were 
scheduled to fly on Site 3 on the day of the missing rounds will fly those rounds on Site 3. Those 
contestants that were scheduled to fly the missing rounds on Site 1 will fly their rounds on Site 
4. The number of rounds flown in a rain shortened Final will be at the discretion of the ED as 



detailed in 13.2. In the event that the 4th (Finals) day is rained out, the National Champion will 
be determined by using the 

ranking scores that would have determined the finalists. In the event of a tie, the tie-breaker will 
be determined by using both scores the contestants earned on the day they actually flew on the 
same line. In the event the top two 

contestants are still tied, both will be declared Co-Champions. 

 

CHANGE TO: 

Remove the inclement weather paragraph above 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

  

The inclement weather section of the rules is very specific about how to deal with delays due to rain at 

the NATS.  Removal of this section will allow more flexibility to the Nats ED in dealing with rain delays 

and how to use the rain day. 

Proposal 5 – Aircraft Safety 
Brief summary of the proposed change.  

To add additional safety features to the aircraft in order to provide a safer environment to the pilot, 
spectators, fellow competitors and crew.  This proposal also falls in line with the current FAI Sporting 
Code Sec. 5.1.11 Paragraph L for electrics and adds similar criteria for gas/glow powered aircraft 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

ADD SECTION 6.xTO THE SECTION 6 SAFETY REQUIREMENTS AS FOLLOWS: 

 6.x – For electric powered models, the electric power circuit(s) must not be physically 
connected, before the starting time is begun or the aircraft is preparing to be taken out to the runway 
for the flight and must be physically disconnected immediately after removal of the aircraft from the 
landing area.  For gas/glow powered models, the engine must be shut off in the same area as electric 



models.  At no time will a model be left unrestrained or unattended while running or in an “armed” 
state (for electrics) unless the model is on the runway.  If maintenance or testing need to be done on the 
model and the model must be running or in an armed state, this must be done in areas designated by 
the CD. 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

This change makes the flying field environment safer for contestants, judges, crew and certainly 
spectators during a contest as the current description of Rule 6 clearly states as its intention.  The model 
having a physical break in the connection between the batteries and the ESC/motor makes the disarmed 
state clear and insures that the motor cannot restart. In addition, gas/glow engines must be shut down. 
The penalty for this addition is defined in Rule 6 prior to 6.1 

Proposal 6 – Telemetry 
Brief summary of the proposed change.  

As telemetry functions become more prevalent, it is imperative for verbiage in the rule to be updated to 
allow the existence of this technology but prevent it from being used as a competitive advantage. 

 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

 

CHANGE SECTION 4.4 EQUIPMENT FUNCTIONS AS FOLLOWS: 

4.4: Equipment Functions. There are no limitations to the type of control equipment or to the number of 
control functions. Limitations of other functions are as outlined. As used below, telemetry is defined as 
any communication sent by systems in the model and transmitted to receivers on the ground. 

  

4.4.1 Use of telemetry communicated to the pilot or their caller will only be permitted in 
competition for the purpose of model safety. Any telemetry communicated to the pilot or their 
caller used for competitive advantage is not allowed during competition. Telemetry data shall 
not be used as a basis to request a re-flight. 

 

 Examples of Uses of Telemetry allowed: 

 



1. Receiver power supply voltage. 
 

2. Remaining fuel or Motor battery voltage. 
 

3. Radio link status or fail-safe activation. 
 

 Examples of uses of telemetry not allowed: 

 

1. Airspeed, altitude or attitude data. 
 

2. Position data such as GPS. 
 

3. Power plant data such as RPM limits, throttle setting, Current Draw, etc. 
 

4.4.2 Use of autopilot control or aircraft axis stabilization using any reference during 
competition is prohibited. Automatic control sequencing or timing devices either in the 
transmitter or the model are prohibited. Any equipment containing such abilities must have 
them disabled during competition and are subject to spot-checking by the CD. 

 

Examples of control functions allowed: 

 

1. Control surface throws or power plant limits that are changed by the pilot. 
 

2. Any control that is initiated and terminated by the pilot using any sort of 
 transmitter control. These controls are not limited to external controls on the 
 transmitter but can also be internal. 

 

3. Programmable mixes either in the transmitter or the aircraft systems. Any form 
 of manual input by the pilot can adjust these mixes. 

 

4. Powerplant management such as mixture control or systems that normalize the 
 power delivered to a motor over time. 

 



              Examples of control functions not allowed: 

 

1.  Snap buttons with automatic timing mode. 
 

2.  Preprogramming that will automatically perform a series of commands. 
 

3.  Automatic leveling or electronic stabilization in any axis. 
 

4. Power plant management systems that adjust power with regards to model 
 performance, position or attitude. 

 

5.  Positioning systems utilizing any sensors such as air data, GPS, distance, etc. 
 

6.  Learning functions involving maneuver-to-maneuver or flight-to-flight analysis. 
 

7.  Feedback from the model of any kind except as outlined above. 
 

 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

 

Technology in the equipment available to a participant continues to evolve. Many systems that can 
improve the safety of a model but not add a competitive advantage are either currently available or 
under development. Many of these safety systems will involve the use of air data, model attitude and 
position. Manufacturers are developing model control equipment that will contain the sensors or 
equipment to enable these features. Systems are now available that can assist a pilot during training. 
These systems in many cases will be integral to the equipment in the model and will either be difficult or 
impossible to physically remove them. 

 

Also, the features in both the controls on a transmitter and the communication between the transmitter 
and the model’s receiver continue to progress. Voice from the transmitter is now somewhat common. 
Switching such as the use of dual rates or flight modes is or will soon be available by the shake of a 
transmitter or by verbal communication.   



 

It is felt that using these systems during training and for improving safety should be allowed. It is also 
the current belief that the use of some of these systems in competition should be disallowed. The 
enforcement of these rules may be difficult, but it is no more difficult than our current rule regarding 
gyros. Today gyros are so small that a visual inspection would be nearly impossible to detect them 
installed in a model. 

 

This purpose of this proposal is to adjust the rules in the RC Aerobatics event regarding equipment and 
their function to reflect the current or near future level of development. 

Proposal 7 – Transmitter Failsafe 
Brief summary of the proposed change.  

To promote safety and recognize the importance of properly implementing the “Fail Safe” function on 

transmitters 

 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

 

ADD SECTION 6.x TO THE SECTION 6 SAFETY REQUIREMENTS AS FOLLOWS: 

 6.x – All models that have the capability of Fail Safe in the radio shall have the throttle set to Fail 
Safe in a way that the motor/engine comes to a complete stop or a minimum idle if it were to lose signal 
from the transmitter.  The CD may spot check the Fail Safe function at any given time during the contest. 

 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

 

This change makes the flying field environment safer for contestants, judges, crew and spectators during 
a contest.  Revision 6.x insures that the importance of proper set up is not overlooked when it comes to 
safety.  The penalty for this rule is clearly stated in Rule 6 prior to 6.1 



Proposal 8 – Transmitter Impound 
Brief summary of the proposed change.  

Field Procedure regarding impound of transmitters 

 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

 

CHANGE SECTION 17.2 AS FOLLOWS: 

 

WAS: 

17.2: There will be no testing of transmitters or receivers during the flying period. 

Transmitters may be impounded at the discretion of the CD. Any person causing interference 
will 

suffer immediate disqualification. The CD should provide a monitor receiver, if available, to 

 check for interference. 

TO: 

17.2: Frequency control, if needed, will follow the established procedure at the host club flying 
site. Any entrant causing interference will be subject to disqualification.   

 

 

 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

 

This rule has been obsoleted by the changeover to Spread Spectrum radios. The testing of transmitters 
occurs throughout the contest day without regard to any frequency control in disregard of the existing 
rule. For the few remaining radios that are on 72 Mhz, the existing frequency board and pin system used 



by the host club will suffice. This is the system currently in use at most contests to provide frequency 
control of 72 Mhz radios and works very well. 

Proposal 9 – Weight Calibration 
Brief summary of the proposed change.    Remove the calibration requirement from the weight rule 

Exact wording proposed for the rule book.  (List paragraph numbers where applicable.  Example: 
Change “quote present rule book wording” to “exact wording required”.   

_ 

From Section 4.3  

If no calibration system is available for the scales, a tolerance of 50 grams will be allowed  
for possible inaccuracies in the measurement instrument.  
 

Change to: 

A tolerance of 50 grams will be allowed for possible inaccuracies in the measurement 
instrument. 

 

Logic behind proposed change, including alleged shortcomings of the present rules.  State intent for 
future reference.  

 

This rule applies specifically to the Nats as local contests do not enforce the weight rule. However, at the 
Nats, there is typically not a “calibrated” scale available. When this is the case, a 50 gram tolerance is 
applied.  Since the contestants do not know ahead of time whether the scales will be calibrated as 
opposed to just an effort to insure accuracy, there is vagueness in the maximum weight contestants 
must meet. Removing the distinction of meeting calibration standards insures both the contestant and 
the contest management know exactly what is required before traveling to an event. 

 

Our next Board Meeting will be held in January to initiate the new Executive Officers.  Voting is to be 
completed by January 10 and the new board installed by January 15.  Jon Lowe will set a date as we get 
closer to January. 

Meeting adjourned at 9:13PM CST 
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