


Rules Group Meeting 
9th February 2026
Attendees:
Alan Wallis, Freya Askham, Barry Elkington, Alan Leakey, Graham Nilsen & David May
	Apologies
	ACTIONS

	· None
	

	Chair’s Update
	

	· Rules Group Membership 
a. AW updated the group on a potential new member (suggested by DM). 
b. AW proposed that the Chairs of other BOF groups could be approached to attend Rule Group for specific discussions for input on rules in more specialist areas such as mapping.
c. FA proposed that the regional associations could be approached to identify members to act as Rules Group Liaisons. This could open up a channel of communication to ask for opinions and input to decisions facing the group and also to disseminate information about up-coming rule changes.
· AW had shared by email an updated version of the Rules Group Roadmap document
a. The group discussed the merits and disadvantages of duplicating some elements of the rules in the competition rules.
b. The group discussed the best ways to communicate rules changes and updates to organisers/planners/controllers. It was felt that the length of the Major Events Webinars might have put some off attending/watching at a later date and it could be useful to be more focused in the future.
	



FA to draft request to regional associations for nomination of Rules Group liaison/contact.

All to review Roadmap document and send comments to AW

	Approval of the minutes
	

	a. The minutes of the meeting on 13/1/26 were approved. 
	

	 Review of actions from previous meeting:
	

	· AW to feedback to event officials of Southern Championships 2026 regarding the waiver and with details of the suggested way in which to comply with the rule. – It is understood that water and cups were provided for a self-service water station as suggested by the group.
	Closed

	· AW to feedback to event officials of JK Relays 2027 regarding the approval of the waiver. - Done
	Closed

	· TS to share the original Rules Group document on event levels and All to review – covered on agenda
	Closed

	· All to read through GN’s Enlarged Maps document for discussion at the next meeting. – covered on agenda
	Closed

	Rule Waiver Requests
	

	· None
	

	Rule Change Requests
	

	· None 
	

	Miscellaneous issues arising since last meeting
	

	· A query was received from Peter Brooke regarding the lack of rules about bibs at major events. It was noted that bibs were not used at the British Night Championships this year. It was agreed that guidelines on the format and provision of bibs would be useful but the group felt that this was not a rules issue and that it should be referred for consideration to Event Officials Group for inclusion in guidance manuals.
· TS had suggested by email that the group look at whether guideline course lengths should be dropped from the rules in favour of just putting course length ratios. The group agreed that a significant number of recent colour coded events were included courses that were too long (e.g. at the top end or beyond the maximum course length guideline in addition to significant height climb and rough/tough terrain). It was agreed that more emphasis should be made on adjusting for height climb and terrain. However, the inclusion of guideline course lengths can be important where course length ratios are difficult to use – e.g. on small areas. The group discussed how this should form part of the “Event Levels” discussion and how the two levels might require separate course tables.
· TS raised an issue via email regarding the provision of 2026 CSC rules to controllers of event heats. BE said that the rules had been distributed to event organisers of the understanding that they would be forwarded on to the other officials involved.
· The group discussed whether there was a case for clarifying or adjusting seeding rules regarding who should be seeded when entrants on a class differed in their actual age class. The group agreed no adjustment to the rules was necessary.
· The group discussed the issue of whether when two courses are identical apart from being printed at different map scales they should be treated as one for ranking purposes. This occurred at both the British Nights and the National event the following day where the Green course was split into 1:10000 maps for women (UKOL W16, W55 W60 but included all women who entered green) and 1:7500 for (M65 M70 UKOL but included all men who entered green) but the whole entry on Green was considered together for ranking point purposes. This currently does not breach the rules but the group agreed that more investigation of this kind of situation is needed.
· YBT – allocation of clubs to Trophy or Shield based on BO membership database. The group agreed that those actively involved in the administration of the competition should come up with a proposal as to how they wish to administer the event in the future for consideration by the group.
· The current rules do not specify that for a level A event the “E&CC appointed controller” has to be from a different club although they do state that they “should” be from a different region. This area of the rules will be tightened up when the group addresses event level definitions.
	AW to refer issue of guidance on bib format and provision to Event Officials Group

















AW to go back to YBT co-ordinator to suggest drawing up of a proposal if a rule change is required/desired.

	Event Level Differentiation
	

	· The group discussed the way that is issue should be tackled and agreed that a specific workshop meeting should be held. AW will merge both the current event level discussion documents (AW’s and TS’s) as a basis for the workshop. Discussions included whether it would be better to start with what we would like the different levels to be like rather than where we are now and whether Area Championships (currently level B) should have the option to be graded at level A. It was agreed that there is currently a wide range of events which are labelled as level B varying between regional associations and that the rules should be crafted to help ensure that there is more consistency across regions of what is considered to be a level B event. It was suggested that it would be helpful to include BOF fixtures in the discussion regarding event levels.
	

	Enlarged maps
	


	· Prior to the previous meeting GN had distributed a paper on the use of enlarged map scales for Major Events and the issue of whether the rules should ensure that all equivalent M & W age classes are provided with the same scale map. The current rule states that “Where classes requiring different scales run the same course, the larger scale may be used for both classes.” Depending on the cut off for enlargement, men & women of the same age may be provided with different scale maps. GN’s analysis looks at whether ensuring equality of map scales across genders would inordinately increase the number of start lanes required.
· The group discussed how to find out at what age eyesight is considered to become an issue for a significant proportion of the population. AW remembered some CompassSport articles on the subject.
· The group agreed to begin by producing revised course class tables for the major events based on a universal change of map scale from 1:15k to 1:10k at M/W45 for the premier classes (not short classes). This approach would then be used on the general long distance event table (for level B events) in the main rules and used to look at further gradations of enlargement.
	All to read through document for discussion at the next meeting.






AW to research CompassSport articles about eyesight 

GN to produce draft revised course/class tables for major events based on M/W45 change of scale

	AOB
	

	· David May told the group that he is now standing down from Rules Group. He said he has served on various rules groups for around 35 years and felt it was time for him to retire. AW offered a vote of thanks to David for all his hard work.
	

	· Dates of next meetings –Monday 23rd March 2026 & Monday 13th April (Event levels workshop)
	






