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20 October 2021 

Dear National Federations, 

Please find below a summary of the proposed changes to the Vaulting Rules together with 

the corresponding explanations, the comments received as well as the reasoning for 

accepting or not accepting each proposal. 

In the following document you will find 2 sections as follows: 

A. Proposed Rules changes to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021; 

and 

 

B. Proposed Rules changes that have been rejected or deferred to a future 

Rules revision.  

 

 

Thank you for your attention, 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 

Bettina De Rham, 

Vaulting Director 

 

 

 

  

PROPOSALS FOR 2022 MODIFICATIONS TO THE 

VAULTING RULES 
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A. PROPOSED RULES CHANGES TO BE VOTED AT THE FEI GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

2021 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number – Article Name  

Article 701 – Events and Competitions 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

The FEI Vaulting Committee (VTC) proposes to clarify the formats and the starting order of the 

Official Team competition for CVIO and FEI Seniors Championship (please also refer to articles 

706/708). 

 

The VTC is suggesting a review of Championships’ format for Seniors to make it more attractive 

and exciting. The format of the Senior Individual would consist of three Tests, Compulsory, Tech 

Test and Free test. The weighting of the Tests at Championships has been refined to give more 

importance to the Finals. 

 

The format of the Individual Juniors Championships has also been slightly modified to align the 

number of tests with the Seniors. The Committee proposes to remove the second Compulsory 

Test. 

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

12. SENIOR CHAMPIONSHIPS (CH-V) 

12.1. Senior Championships must be organised in accordance with the General Regulations. 

12.2. Each NF may enter only one Team. 

12.3. An Official Team Competition must be scheduled. 

12.4. For the Official Team Competition Option 1 is mandatory.  

 12.5.   The Official Team Competition will be open to the best eight (8) Teams based on the 

ranking.  

 

12.6. Format 

 Pas-de-Deux 
Individual Male & 

Female 
Squad Official Team 

Day 1 

 Round 1 -  

Compulsory Test 
 

● Open to all 
● Starting order: Draw 

Round 1 -  

Compulsory Test 
 

● Open to all Squads, 1 
per Nation 

● Starting order: draw 

 

Day 2 

Round 1 - Free Test 

 

● Open to all PdD 
● Starting order: Draw 

Round 1 -  

Technical Test 
 

● Open to All 
● Starting order: Reverse 

order of ranking Round 
1-Compulsory 

  

Day 3 

 Final - Free Test 
 

● Number: Top 20 of 
ranking of Round 1 

● Starting order: Reverse 
order of ranking Round 
1 

Final - Free Test 
 

● open to all Squads 
● Starting order: 

reverse order of 
rankings Round 1 

Declaration of Teams 

(see text) 
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  Medals Medals   

Day 4 

Final - Free Test 
 

● Number: 15 
● Starting order: 

reverse order of 
ranking Round 1 

  Final - Free Test 
 

● Number (see text) 
● Starting order 
(see text) 

 Medals   Medals  

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

BEL NF 

 

We have remarks regarding the senior championship article 701. In the current format the 

selection was made by compulsory and freestyle followed by a final with technical test and 

freestyle. The final result was strongly influenced by the double freestyle which gave a big 

advantage for the strong freestyle vaulters. 

 

The current proposal with selection based on compulsory and technical test will probably give the 

reverse movement that the technical vaulters are favoured and only the 20 selected are allowed 

to show their freestyle. Hereby the Artistic and show aspect of the freestyle is reduced to just 20 

vaulters. The freestyle is the exercise that appeals most to the public and that makes the sport 

beautiful and unique. Vaulters invest years to bring their freestyle up to standard and it would be 

a shame that the kür vaulters are disadvantaged as a result. 

 

For both the show aspect and for a balanced selection it seems better to use compulsory and 

freestyle as the selection and to have the best 20 vaulters perform their technical test in the final 

with again mandatory and free exercises. 

 

DEN NF 

 

We support the proposed new format for the execution of Senior Championships. 

 

BRA/ECU/URU NFs 

 

Article 701.12 states that in Senior Championships the squad competition is composed by two 

rounds. First Round being Compulsory and second round being the Free Test. That is due to the 

Official team competition that would consist of another round of Free Test.  

Unfortunately not all countries are able to have an Official team (Individual female, Individual 

Male and Squad/Pas de deux), which means that these teams will not have the chance to perform 

two Free Tests, which will greatly harm developing countries. There’s also an enormous risk of 

losing vaulters and nations due to the limited space given to work on the Free test. 

 

We suggest that the squad competition consists of two rounds: First (Compulsory and Free Test) 

and Second (Free Test). Only the top 12 squads qualify for the second round. If the qualified 

squad is also in the Official Team competition the score would also count for the Squad 

Competition. 

 

Article 702.12 states that the Individual competition is composed of two Rounds: 

Round 01: Compulsory and Technical Test (open to all vaulters) 

Round 02: Free Test (Top 20 of Round 1 ranking). 

Also another change that will harm developing countries, is that most of our vaulters won’t have 

the chance to show their Free Test, which generally is our strongest test. Only a few countries 

will have the chance to represent the artistic side of the discipline and again this might result in 

losing vaulters and nations for the limited space given to work on the Free test. 
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We suggest that the Individual competition continues to consist of two rounds: 

First Round: Compulsory and Free Test 

Second Round: Technical Test and Free Test. 

Only the top 20 vaulters qualify for the second round. If the qualified individual is also in the 

Official Team competition the score would also count for the Individual Competition. 

 

FRA NF 

 

In order to remain in the context of this equestrian discipline and in view of the possibility of 

vaulting becoming an Olympic equestrian discipline, we have reviewed the proposed 

modifications. We learned about the proposed changes. The proposals suit us perfectly and we 

welcome the innovative and constructive spirit of these changes.  

 

However, we would like to propose a different organization for the senior championships. Indeed, 

this competition is an occasion to be a showcase of the discipline as it is the only event to be 

entirely broadcast throughout the world and accessible to all. This event has the opportunity to 

seduce new nations, give birth to new talents, convince the CIO of the interest of this discipline 

and embrace the enthusiasm it generates among the public. 

 

For these reasons, we believe it is important to highlight the technical and artistic qualities of the 

athletes and to put the horse in the full light. We believe it is important to make the discipline 

accessible to everyone and entertaining to watch.  

 

The proposal made by the committee highlights the following elements :  

- Compulsories for 3 vaulters / around 24 nations (wich would mean 72 vaulters max) 

- technical test for 3 vaulters / around 24 nations 

- Freestyles for 20 vaulters…  

 

The consequences of this choice are: 

- About 220 mns of compulsories, 220 mns of technical test and 60 mns of artistic freestyle, or 

14% of the time 

- A monotony of the competition 

- A lack of emphasis on the equestrian aspect of the discipline (especially in the compulsories) 

and the important work done by the lunger 

- A lack of appreciation of the connection between the horse and the vaulter 

- Only one artistic representative / country 

- The risk of losing vaulters and nations due to the minor space given to the work done on the 

freestyle 

- The psychological aspect of the flyer who cannot show the result of a year's work, increasing 

the possibility of loss of motivation  

- The risk of not attracting new nations (which is necessary to have the necessary quorum of 

nations for the Olympic games) 

- The risk of proposing a show similar to very technical gymnastic disciplines 

- Highlighting the technical qualities of most vaulters but not the skills they have developed in 

terms of harmony, lightness and expressiveness (73% of vaulters excluded from the final) 

 

The consequence would be to show a very limited version of the discipline whereas the purpose 

was to offer a very successful program, at the technical level but also in the artistic expression 

and sensibility. 

 

These thoughts lead us to make the following propositions: 

- Technical test / freestyle 1 '// freestyle 1'30 for the 20th bests vaulters  

The Finale test could be a little longer with different judging requirements.  

- CVIs serve as a selection, including Pas de deux 

Compulsory / technical test / freestyle 
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Why ? 

- On top of that the Technical Test already shows us how important the technical element is with 

the vaulter as it includes the same structures as the compulsories. 

- Highlighting the horse's bodybuilding dressage work in itself shows us that vaulting has its place 

in equestrian disciplines 

- Quality of the impressive lunging work 

- Artistic and spectacular aspect of this discipline 

- Possibility for each vaulter and each country to present and highlight their work 

- Possibility for each vaulter to show the best of himself and his intrinsic qualities thus being the 

best ambassador for the promotion of the discipline 

- This proposition allows, by the technical qualities, artistic qualities and by the smoothness and 

gliding of the vaulters , to put the horse in the limelight and give him his rightful place. 

- The technical aspect of the Compulsory exercises, extremely useful in developing the vaulter 

are not very media friendly 

 

The expected benefits of our proposition : 

- Better communication on the discipline 

- A growing number of nations represented 

- A growing number of vaulters being seduced by the beauty of the discipline more than by the 

technical aspects 

- Greater media coverage 

- Greater motivation to progress on technical but also artistic aspects 

- A discipline accessible to the general public 

 

It seems important to us to keep the compulsory test to carry out the selection in CVI. Indeed, 

the compulsories only have meaning in the training to acquire the technical qualities in order to 

evolve in a complete safety and freedom, in harmony with the horse and with the greatest 

expressiveness. 

 

  

NED NF 

 

Vaulting has been growing as a Discipline and the level has been rising a lot over the last few 

years. Freestyles are getting harder, more unique and the top athletes constantly seek the limit 

of what is possible to showcase on the back of a cantering horse.  

Many of the proposals made by the committee are good and necessary. For example, 20 vaulters 

in the finals is a very good change. As well as having the nations cup as a separate competition 

and not as a part of the individual and squad competition, but as a big final at the last day of a 

championship.  

However, on some points we have a somewhat different view in how to make vaulting more 

attractive and accessible. We think the artistic and creative side of the sport should be showcased. 

The freestyle is the most unique and attractive part of vaulting and interesting to watch. For 

vaulters to show a high scoring free test they need flawless technique but also very good artistic 

skills.  

The proposal made by the committee is as follows for individuals;  

• Compulsory round 3 vaulters / approximately 24 nations (72 vaulters) • Technical test 3 

vaulters / countries of about 24 nations • Freestyle test for 20 vaulters  

The consequences of this choice: • Approximately 220 minutes of compulsory 

(repetitive/uninteresting to watch especially for people with not a lot of technical knowledge of 

the sport), 220 minutes of Technical test and 60 minutes of freestyle, which is only 14% of the 

time.  

• Only 20 vaulters will be able to show their freestyle which is the nicest to watch for spectators. 

Also the smaller vaulting countries will not qualify and won’t be able to show their freestyle and 

artistic side of the sport which is not a good development. And also for the vaulters it is not 

motivating and will stop the creative process or even make them stop the sport completely  

We do believe it is a good thing the vaulters also need to do a technical test in the first round 

because you can test both technique and artistic. However, we believe that at this level having 
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compulsories is not a good thing. It is uninteresting and repetitive to watch, there is not a lot of 

harmony to be shown by the vaulter (for technical test and freestyle harmony really shows), and 

if we see how the sport is evolving, we need to be more forward  

thinking and let go of old habits. This is why we would like to propose the following. We know it 

is a change, but so was putting a technical test in for the individuals 15 years ago. And look what 

is has done for the sport, so much more improvement of the level within the discipline. We need 

change!  

All of these thoughts lead us to make the following proposition: • Technical test 1min10 / free 

test 1min; making up 50% of the total score. Final: Free test 1min30 (with 20 vaulters) making 

up 50% of the total score. This last freestyle for the Final could be a little longer with different 

judging requirements. Putting the focus more on the artistic side and harmony with the horse. 

And also more emphasis on the horse score as vaulting is still an equestrian discipline. • For CVIs 

the selection can be either technical test together with the first free test. Or Round 1 and 2 as 

would be shown at a championship. Why? • Technical qualities of the compulsory are also asked 

in the technical test but on a harder level. As is shown at CVI’s, everybody can do a somewhat 

good compulsory and pass all exercises, however for the technical test this is not the case. Which 

in our eyes means that the technical is better suitable for the higher level and test the abilities of 

the vaulters, whereas the compulsories do not. So, it is logical in our eyes that on the 3star level 

compulsories do not need to be shown anymore.  

• It is much more impressive and nice to see 3 tests who are technically as well as artistically 

impressive, then to see the repetitive compulsory. For broadcasting it is much better. • Artistic 

and spectacular aspect of this discipline is showcased The expected benefits: • A growing number 

of nations represented • A growing number of vaulters and other athletes seduced by the beauty 

of the discipline more than by the technical aspects • Greater media coverage • Greater 

motivation to progress on technical but also artistic aspects • A discipline accessible to the general 

public It is important for us to keep the compulsory in the CVIs in all the classes except 3 star. 

Indeed, the compulsory is important to lay a good foundation for technical abilities to be able to 

evolve and be safe and in harmony with the horse. But we strongly believe that when you reach 

the 3-star category the compulsory can be replaced by the technical test. It is a logical evolution, 

as the technical test gives you the same foundation but on a higher level.  

Finally, for squads we believe that keeping the compulsory is good and important. In a squad 

there are different ages, often the flyers are young (around 12 years old) and it is important that 

they do train the basics. Also the level of the vaulters can vary and be less good then an individual 

vaulter. Therefore we would suggest to keep the compulsory for the teams.  

 

USA NF  

 

We support this change. 

 

 

FEI feedback 

 

Seniors Championships: 

 

The Vaulting Committee (VTC) went through all comments received and understood that their 

original proposal to only offer the opportunity to athletes qualified for the second round to perform 

their freestyle was only partly supported. The VTC does not support removing the Compulsory 

test from the Championships format for Individual Senior athletes at this stage as NFs would not 

have the opportunity to give their opinion on that.  

 

 

The VTC is not in favour to offer more time to perform the Free test and Technical test as that 

had already been proposed some years ago but had not been supported by NFs for welfare 

reasons.  

 

Comments received from BRA/ECU/URU NFs: 
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The VTC understand their challenges but the VTC encourages NFs to increase their pool of 

individual athletes with a goal to have a chance to form an Official Nation Team for Championships 

level. The VTC were not in favour to change the proposed format of the Official Nations Team 

competition. 

 

The Final proposal from the VTC to be voted at the GA is to keep the compulsory test in Round 1 

for Individuals and that the Final individual Test (Free Test) is open to all. 

 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

12. SENIOR CHAMPIONSHIPS (CH-V) 

12.1 Senior Championships must be organised in accordance with the General Regulations. 

12.2  Each NF may enter only one Team. 

12.3 An Official Team Competition must be scheduled. 

12.4 For the Official Team Competition Option 1 is mandatory.  

 12.5.   The Official Team Competition will be open to the best eight (8) Teams based on the 

ranking.  

 

12.6. Format 

 Pas-de-Deux 
Individual Male & 

Female 
Squad Official Team 

Day 1 

 Round 1 -  

Compulsory Test 
 

● Open to all 
● Starting order: Draw 

Round 1 -  

Compulsory Test 
 

● Open to all Squads, 1 
per Nation 

● Starting order: draw 

 

Day 2 

Round 1 - Free Test 

 

● Open to all PdD 
● Starting order: Draw 

Round 1 -  

Technical Test 
 

● Open to All 
● Starting order: Reverse 

order of ranking Round 
1-Compulsory 

  

Day 3 

 Final - Free Test 
 

● Open to all 
● Starting order: Reverse 

order of ranking Round 
1 

Final - Free Test 
 

● open to all Squads 
● Starting order: 

reverse order of 
rankings Round 1 

Declaration of Teams 

(see text) 

  Medals Medals   

Day 4 

Final - Free Test 
 

● Number: 15 
● Starting order: 

reverse order of 
ranking Round 1 

  Final - Free Test 
 

● Number (see text) 
● Starting order 
(see text) 

 Medals   Medals  

 

 

 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number –Article Name  



 

 

 

Page 8 of 41 

 

Article 701/702 – Events and Competitions 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

The VTC proposes to introduce Championships for Young Vaulters, which should be organised 

together with Junior Championships (amendments to include this category of Championships 

have been added to different articles in the rules). The main goal is to provide a better transition 

between Junior and Senior competition, to increase participation in Vaulting and to draw more 

spectators to Championships.  

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

1. General 

 

1.1. There is no limit to the number of foreign nations which may be represented. 

 

1.2. Male and Female Individual Vaulters may be classified together at 1* level and must be 

classified separately in all other levels. 

 

1.3. In principle, the Horse must canter left, exception for CVI1* and CVIJ/Ch1* where the 

Horse may canter to the right or to the left. 

 

13.4 FEI Young Vaulters World Championships  

 - Young Vaulters Male and Female 

 - The Championships may be held every uneven year 

 

13.5 FEI Young Vaulters Continental Championships 

 - Young Vaulters Male and Female 

 - The Championships may be held every even year 

 

13.6 Young Vaulters Regional Championships 

 

- Regional Championships (such as Mediterranean, Balkan, Danube, etc.) may be organised 

annually. 

 

702 

 

2.4. A Vaulter may only compete in either the Senior Championship or in a Youth 

Championships (Juniors or Young Vaulters) in any calendar year.  

 

2.4.1. However, and notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the GRs, a Vaulter competing 

in a Junior Individual Championship competition or a Young Vaulters Championship 

may compete in a Senior Squad Championship Competition in the same calendar year 

(this possibility is the only exception to the rule).   

2.4.2. When Youth and Senior Championships are held concurrently, such Vaulter may only 

compete in two Competitions in total.  

2.4.3 When Youth and Senior Championships are held separately, the participation of such 

Vaulter in the Senior Championships is strictly limited to the Squad of his/her Nation. 

 

2.4.2.5. In Senior Championships a Vaulter is allowed to start in all Competitions. 

 

2.6. In Juniors or Young Vaulters Championships, a Vaulter is only allowed to start in two 

Competitions: one Individual Competition, plus a Pas de Deux or a Squad Competition 
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Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

SUI NF 

 

In Pas de Deux, the fact that there is no Young Vaulters category, can cause a major disruption 

in the individual career of the vaulters: as soon as one of them turns 18, they move to the Senior 

Pas de Deux Championship. 

If one of them turns 18 before the other one:  

- the younger one is excluded from Individual Junior Championships, and thereafter Young 

Vaulter Championships 

- the older one is excluded from Young Vaulters Championships. 

If they both turn 18 the same year, they are both excluded from the Individual Young Vaulters 

Championships. 

In any case, they have to interrupt their individual championship career for at least 3 years, or 

even more (depending on the difference in age between them). 

 

In order to avoid this major disruption, we propose to apply the same exception for Pas de Deux, 

that is already granted for Squads: 

 

 

2.4. A Vaulter may only compete in either the Senior Championship or in a Youth Championships 

(Juniors or Young Vaulters) in any calendar year.  

 

2.4.1. However, and notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the GRs, a Vaulter competing in 

a Junior Individual Championship competition or a Young Vaulters Championship may compete 

in a Senior Squad or Pas de Deux Championship Competition in the same calendar year (this 

possibility is these are the only exceptions to the rule).  

2.4.2. When Youth and Senior Championships are held concurrently, such Vaulter may only 

compete in two Competitions in total.  

2.4.3 When Youth and Senior Championships are held separately, the participation of such Vaulter 

in the Senior Championships is strictly limited to the Squad or Pas de Deux of his/her Nation. 

 

 

GBR NF – Article 701.1.2 

 

States: In principle, the Horse must canter left, exception for CVI1* and CVIJ/Ch1* where the 

Horse may canter to the right or to the left. For horse welfare a bilateral load in canter is of great 

importance. Therefore, we propose that at all CVI1* and CVIJ/Ch1* during the compulsory test 

the horse will canter to the right and in the Free Test the horse will canter to the left. Or the 

horse canters to the right for the full competition for CVI1* and CVIJ/Ch1*. To have a good 

continuous line to the higher level and also horse welfare, we think it is preferable for vaulters in 

the CVI2*/CDIJ2*/CVICH2* that they can choose if the horse canters right or left.  We feel it is 

right to retain the rule as it in that in 1* compulsory that you should be able to choose to canter 

Right or Left.  A number of experienced horses used in 1 * star will have little experience of 

cantering on the right so fairer to allow the Lunger coach to decide. 

 

Article 701.13.4 

 

We are fully supportive of the introduction of a Championship for young vaulters being organised 

together with a Junior Champions as we believe this will provide a better transition between junior 

and Senior Competitions and help retain more Junior vaulters through into the senior ranks in GB 

and also help draw more spectators. 

 

FEI feedback 
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The VTC thanks both NFs for their comments which both received the support of the VTC, however 

as both are new proposal, they need to be deferred to 2023 for review. 

  

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above. 

 

 

Proposal from  

FEI 

 

Article Number –Article Name  

Article 703-1.1 and 1.2 

 

Explanation for Proposed Change 

 

Clarification 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

Article 703 QUALIFICATION PROCEDURE AND CERTIFICATES OF CAPABILITY 

 

1. Qualification for FEI Championships  

 

National Federations will be responsible for ensuring that their Individual and Pas-de-Deux 

Vaulters meet the qualification requirements as laid down below. Certificates of Capability, 

providing proof of qualification results must be sent by each NF to reach the FEI no later 

than the closing date for Nominated Entries. 

 

1.1. FEI World Championships (CH-M-V) & Continental Championships (CH-EU-V) for 

Seniors 

 

Eligibility requirements for each FEI Championship shall be published on the FEI website 

at least 12 months before the respective Championship. 

 

These scores must have been attained between January 1st of the year preceding the 

relevant FEI Championships and the closing date for Nominated Entries. 

 

There are no qualification requirements for Squads. 

 

1.2. FEI World (CH-M-V J) & Continental Championships (CH-EU-J -V) for Juniors 

 

Eligibility requirements for each FEI Championship shall be published on the FEI website 

at least 12 months before the respective FEI Championship. 

 

These scores must have been attained between January 1st of the year preceding the 

relevant FEI Championships and the closing date for Nominated Entries. 

 

There are no qualification requirements for Squads. 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

BRA/ECU/URU NFs 
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There will be qualification requirements for Squads. Unfortunately the developing countries 

cannot afford to qualify a Squad and also compete at Championships. There is not enough 

financial support both from the NFs nor sponsors to make that possible, Which again could result 

in fewer countries competing.  

 

We suggest that there are no qualification requirements for Squads. It should remain up to the 

NFs, coaches, and chefs d’equipe to decide whether the national teams (Junior and Senior) are 

qualified to compete at championships. 

 

FEI feedback 

 

The VTC thought that there was some misunderstanding about the qualification requirements for 

Squad. It is still the intention of the VTC not to have qualification requirements for Squad 

Competitions except being eligible to compete. The VTC decided to remove the sentence “there 

are no qualification requirements for Squads” in the rules as any reference to qualification criteria 

are in a separate document published on the FEI Website. 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above. 

 

Proposal from DEN/SWE NFs 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN/SWE NFs 

Article Number –Article Name 

Art. 707: Substitutions 

Comment and Rationale 

For clarification, it would be helpful to use the same wording throughout. In 707.1-3 it says ‘one 

hour before the beginning of the first test of the Competition’. In 707.4-5 it says ‘one hour before 

the beginning of the Competition’.  

Proposed Wording 

In 707.4-5: Change wording to: ‘one hour before the beginning of the first test of the 

Competition’ 

FEI feedback 

The VTC supports this clarification and is in favour of applying it. 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Article 707   SUBSTITUTIONS 

 

4. At Championships the Lunger, and/or the Horse (provided it has passed the Horse Inspection) 

may be changed up to one hour before the beginning of the first test of the Competition; 

provided Nominated Entries have been made for both by any NF.  

 

5. At CVIs, substitutions are permitted up to one hour before the beginning of the first test of 

the Competition. A Horse may be entered as substitution only if it has passed the Horse 

Inspection. 
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Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number –Article Name  

Article 719 – Equipment 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

The main change has been to adopt the language that is used in the FEI Dressage Rules for 

equipment, to have more information on what is allowed to be used in competition. More 

information has been given to describe the Bridle or Lunging Cavesson and for Bits that can be 

used. 

 

The Equipment Expert Group are trying to align across the disciplines the use of ear plugs, which 

it deems should not be used in competition as it removes one of the senses of the horse. Ear 

hoods with noise reduction can be used in competition, but ear plugs would only be allowed in 

Prize Giving ceremonies. 

 

An equipment check of the horse is proposed to be introduced as the Horse exits the arena.  

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

2. The equipment in the Competition Arena will be as follows: 

 

2.1. Bridle with noseband.  

2.1.1. Except for the buckles and padding the headstall and noseband must be made entirely of 

leather or leather-like material. Padding is allowed on bridles. Nylon or other non-metal 

material may be used to reinforce leather in the headstall but must not be in direct contact 

with the horse. Elastic inserts are permitted in the crownpiece and cheek pieces only and 

must not be in direct contact with the horse or the bit.  

2.1.2. A browband is required, and except for the parts that attach to the crownpiece or 

headstall, is not required to be made of leather or leather-like material.  

2.1.3. The crownpiece of the bridle must lie immediately behind the poll and may extend forward 

onto the poll but must not be fitted to lie behind the skull.  

2.1.4. A throatlatch is required except when the combined noseband or Micklem bridle are used. 

2.1.5. At any level of competition, a noseband may never be so tightly fixed that it causes harm 

to the horse and must be checked as per the Stewards Manual noseband protocol. 

2.1.6. A plain snaffle bridle is required to be used with a regular cavesson noseband, a dropped 

noseband, a flash noseband, a crossed noseband, a combined noseband or a Micklem or 

similar design of bridle. 

2.2 Snaffle Bit. The Snaffle bit must have a smooth surface. Twisted and wire bits are 

prohibited. Bits must be made of metal, rigid plastic, or durable synthetic material and 

may be covered with rubber/latex. Bits must not place mechanical restraint upon the 

tongue. The diameter of the mouthpiece of the snaffle must be such so as not to hurt the 

Horse. Snaffles must have a minimum diameter of twelve millimetres (12 mm) for horses 

and ten millimetres (10mm) for Ponies. The diameter of the mouthpiece is measured 

adjacent to the rings or the cheeks of the mouthpiece. 

2.2.1 Snaffle bits may be used with loose ring, D-Ring, and Eggbutt cheeks. Single or double 

jointed snaffles may also be used with upper or lower cheeks, or full cheeks. Loose rings 

may have a sleeve fitted around part of the ring. 

2.2.2 Flexible rubber or synthetic mouthpieces are permitted. Unjointed mouthpieces must be 

flexible. 

2.2.3 A snaffle may have up to two joints. A barrel or ball joint is permitted as the centre link 

in a double jointed snaffle, however, the surface of the centre piece must be solid with no 

moveable parts other than a roller. The centre link may be tilted in a different orientation 

from the mouthpiece but must have rounded edges and may not have the effect of a 

tongue plate.  
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2.2.4 A double jointed snaffle or snaffle with rotating mouthpiece may be shaped to allow tongue 

relief. The maximum height of the deviation is 30mm from the lower part of tongue side 

to the highest part of the deviation. The widest part of the deviation must be where the 

mouthpiece contacts the tongue and must have a minimum width of 30mm. The 

mouthpiece of a jointed or unjointed snaffle may be shaped in a curve within the 

dimensions specified above. 

2.3 Rubber bit guards are permitted. 

Lunge cavessons may be used instead of a bridle. They can be used with or without a snaffle. If 

used with a snaffle they must adhere to the rules above. 

 

2.8 Ear hoods and plugs are permitted for all Events and may also provide noise reduction 

and must allow the ears to move freely. Ear hoods must not cover the horse’s eyes. The 

ear hoods should be discreet in colour and design. Ear hoods may not be attached to 

the noseband. 

 

2.11. The surcingle and the back pad may be changed from test to test. 

 

2.12. The Lunger must carry a lunging whip.  

 

3. Equipment check. A visual check before leaving the last warm up arena may be conducted 

by the Stewards to prevent Athletes going into the Competition arena with any forbidden 

equipment. A visual check can be declined, as it is designed to help Athletes but is not 

compulsory. However, it remains the full responsibility of the Athlete not to enter with any 

forbidden piece of Equipment.  

 

4. A Steward must be appointed to check the equipment of each Horse immediately after it 

leaves the arena. Any discrepancy will be reported to the Judge at A and result in immediate 

Elimination if confirmed. The checking of the bridle must be done with the greatest caution, 

as some Horses are very sensitive about their mouths (see FEI Steward’s Manual). 

The Steward must use disposable surgical/protective gloves when checking the bridle (one -

1- pair of gloves per Horse). 

 

2.5. The equipment of the Horse in the warm-up arena will be as under Article 719.2 with 

the following additions: 

 

- Auxiliary reins are allowed. 

- Double bridle is allowed when riding. 

- Side Reins and/or auxiliary reins must not be fastened in place for an excessive period. 

After such times they must be unfastened and the Horse allowed to move freely for 

a period of time before the side reins are reattached. 

- Lunge rein must be attached to the inner ring of the bit or to the lunge caversson. 

- Double lunge/long reining is allowed, when the lunge is attached in a way that it is only 

being used as a long rein (attached to the ring of the bit. A double lunge may not be used 

as a draw rein. 

 

3.6. Any member of the NF Delegation may work the Horse mounted. When mounted for riding, 

suitable footwear and Protective Headgear secured by a three-point retention harness is 

compulsory. 

 

6.6. Failure to wear such Protective Headgear where and when required after being notified to 

do so by an FEI Official, shall result in a Yellow Warning Card, being issued to the Athlete. 

 

7. Identification number 

 

7.1. Each Horse keeps the same identification number provided by the Organiser Athlete/PR 

on arrival throughout the Event. It is compulsory that this number be worn by the Horse 
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while actively competing and at any time while working in the exercise and schooling areas 

or being hand walked (from the time of their arrival until the end of the Event) so that 

they can be identified by all Officials including the Stewards.  

7.2.  Failure to display this number incurs firstly a warning and, in the case of a repeated 

offence, a fine imposed on the PR (Person Responsible) by the Ground Jury.  

7.3.  The identification numbers shall be discreet on white background, the colour of the 

numbers may vary. 

Failure to display this number incurs first a warning and, in the case of a repeated offence, a 

Yellow Warning Card imposed on the Lunger by the Ground Jury or the Chief Steward. 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

SWE NF – Article 719.2.12 

 

It would be helpful with a definition of a lunging whip. For example, what length is allowed? A 

suitable definition of required length of whip and lash. Minimum and maximum.   

 

DEN/MEX NF – Article 719.3 

 

We strongly oppose this addition to the Rules. There should be no check of equipment right 

before entry into the arena, voluntary or not. It is a very sensitive time in the preparation to 

compete for all parts of the competitive unit, where both vaulter, lunger and horse are in a 

well-rehearsed zone of concentration, which should not be interrupted by people from outside 

their own team. As the VTC already states, complying with the Rules is the responsibility of the 

Athlete, and any non-compliance is therefore their responsibility. If they are in doubts as to 

whether their equipment is in compliance, they can consult the stewards or TD during the 

Event. 

 

We support the VTC proposal to have an equipment check upon exiting the competition arena. 

 

The point should be removed 

 

SWE NF – Article 719.3 

 

The issue of the equipment is too late to be addressed when Athletes are entering the 

Competition Arena. This must be conducted at an earlier stage or after the test.  

 

We support the VTC proposal to have an equipment check when leaving the competition arena. 

 

The point should be removed 

 

USA NF - Article 719.3 

 

We strongly oppose this addition to the Rules. There should be no check of equipment right 

before entry into the arena, voluntary or not. It is a very sensitive time in the preparation to 

compete for all parts of the competitive unit, where both vaulter, lunger and horse are in a well-

rehearsed zone of concentration, which should not be interrupted by people from outside their 

own team. As the VTC already states, complying with the Rules is the responsibility of the Athlete, 

and any non-compliance is therefore their responsibility. If they are in doubts as to whether their 

equipment is in compliance, they can consult the stewards or TD during the Event.  

We support the VTC proposal to have an equipment check upon exiting the competition arena.  

 

The point should be removed 

 

GBR NF – Article 719.2.5 
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We support retaining the rule as it is keeping boots and bandages as our sport cannot be 

compared to dressage and actually is more like reining where they can be worn.  

 

 

FEI feedback 

 

The VTC believes that there is some misunderstanding about the visual check before leaving the 

last warm up arena. This visual check would be optional and it would not be a pre-requirement 

to leave the warm up arena. The VTC would be in favour to keep this article as proposed to 

guarantee a fair competition, if athletes would like to ask for a visual check to avoid any 

elimination that could occur during the check when leaving the field of play. 

  

The VTC would not agree to add a definition of a lunging whip at this stage but they thanked the 

NF for their comments. The VTC will pay attention to this topic and review this in the future as 

needed. The wording is amended and the verb carry is replaced by use. 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above except for 2.11 which is amended as following:  

 

2.11. The surcingle and the back pad may be changed from test to test. 

 

7.12. The Lunger must carry use a lunging whip.  

 

 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number –Article Name  

Article 723 – Officials 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

To align with the FEI General Regulations, star ratings of Officials have been replaced with Levels 

throughout all Officials Roles. 

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

1.3. Star rating of the Judges: 

 

- FEI level 4 Judge  

- FEI level 3 Judge  

- FEI level 2 Judge  

- FEI level 1 Judge 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

No comments were received  

 

FEI feedback 
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N/A 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above. 

 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number - Article Name  

Article 727.3 – Yellow Warning Card 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

To align with the FEI General Regulations, this article has been slightly modified and clarified. 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

3. Carelessness or irresponsible behaviour, including during Prize-giving Ceremonies, may result 

in a Yellow Warning Card, a fine up to CHF 2,000 and/or Elimination and/or Disqualification of 

the PR and the Horse from the Competition/Event being issued to the PR(s). Acts of gross 

irresponsibility or carelessness resulting in accident will be reported to the FEI Legal Department 

for further action. Refer to FEI General Regulations. 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

No comments were received  

 

FEI feedback 

N/A 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above. 

 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number –Article Name  

Article 729 Eliminations 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

To align with the other FEI disciplines on blood rules, this article has been amended and 

consequences on fall of a horse has been added. 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

2.6 The Judge at A may eliminate an Athlete and/or Horse in the following cases: 

 

2.6.1 If the Judge at A suspects fresh blood anywhere on the Horse during the test, he will stop 

the Horse to check for blood. If the Horse shows fresh blood, it will be eliminated. The 
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elimination is final. If the Judge through examination clarifies that the Horse has no fresh 

blood, the Horse may resume and finish its test.  

2.6.2 If the FEI Steward discovers fresh blood in the Horse’s mouth during the check at the end 

of the test (Article 719.4), he/she informs the Judge at A, who will eliminate the 

Competitive Unit.  

2.6.3 If the FEI Steward discovers fresh blood anywhere else on the Horse’s body (i.e. other 

than the Horse’s mouth) during the check at the end of the test, the Competitive Unit is 

not automatically eliminated. The FEI Chief Steward shall inform the Judge at A whether 

the Horse is fit to continue in following competition(s) in the Event. The Judge at A will 

take a decision on the Horse’s fitness to continue, based on the FEI Veterinarian’s advice. 

If the Judge at A decides the Horse is not fit to continue, the Horse will not be permitted 

to take part in any further Competition(s) or tests at the Event, but the result(s) obtained 

by the Competitive Unit in any Competition(s) or tests already completed shall stand.  

2.6.4  

If the Horse is eliminated pursuant to the above, or if the Horse is injured during the test 

and starts bleeding after finishing the test, it should be examined by an FEI Veterinarian 

prior to the next Competition to determine if it is fit to continue in the Event the following 

day(s). The decision of the FEI Veterinarian is not subject to appeal. Horses bleeding on 

the flank(s), in the mouth or nose or marks indicating excessive use of the whip anywhere 

on the Horse (in minor cases of blood in the mouth, such as where a Horse appears to 

have bitten its tongue or lip – Officials may authorize the rinsing or wiping of the mouth 

and allow the Lunger to continue – any further evidence of blood in the mouth will result 

in elimination). 

2.6.5  Fall of a Horse. The Horse must be considered fit to continue in the event by the FEI 

Veterinary Delegate, before if may be permitted to take part in a next round or 

Competition. 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

No comments were received  

 

FEI feedback 

N/A 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Wording remains as in proposal above. 

 

 

Proposal from 

FEI 

Article Number - Article Name  

CHAPTER VII to CHAPTER –CHAPTER X “Scoring” 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

Vaulting is developing rapidly and has many dedicated actors in its community who invest a lot 

in the discipline of Vaulting. 

 

The audience is eager to see exciting performances, and the current FEI Vaulting rules do not 

always follow this development with the same, fast pace. The VTC proposed a new concept of 

weighting for the different scores of the Free Test (artistic, technical and structure scores) across 

all classes. 
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The aim of this new concept is: 

 

 To offer a methodology that is applicable to all classes.  

 To allow the judges to take all relevant criteria into account, and to differentiate the 

scores.  

 To allow for variations in weighting the different criteria, depending on the level and class, 

using the scoring system, without impacting the judging methodology.  

 To allow for a precise assessment of the performances of the athletes, based on a 

relatively short description, which can easily be shared and used for training purposes. 

 

The FEI Vaulting Committee is also working on a full revision of the FEI Vaulting Guidelines and 

Code of points which will be published after the 2021 General Assembly. 

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

 

Article 731  GENERAL PRINCIPLES 

 

1. The maximum score is 10.0. Decimals are allowed. 

 

2. The following marks are applicable for all marks: 

 

Mark  Mark  

10 Excellent 4 Insufficient 

9 Very good 3 Fairly bad 

8 Good 2 Bad 

7 Fairly good 1 Very bad 

6 Satisfactory 0 Not executed or “as a 

result of deductions” 

5 Sufficient 

 

3. All calculated intermediate and final results will be rounded off to the third decimal (i.e. 

0.0011-0.0014 down; 0.0015-0.0019 up). 

 

 

4. Calculation of Scores 

 

4.1. Calculation of scores in a Round: for each round with more than one test, the scores of all 

tests are added and divided by the number of tests. 

 

4.2. Calculation of the Final score:  

 

1.2.1 If the first Round comprises more than one Test, the total Final score will be 

calculated with a ratio of 50% for the first Round and a ratio of 50% for the Final 

(one Test).  

 

1.2.2 If the first Round comprises only one Test, the total Final score will be calculated 

with a ratio of 40% for the result of the first Round (one Test) and a ratio of 60% 

for the result of the Final (one Test). 

4.3. For Competitive units who do not qualify for the Final, the score for the first round will 

count. 

 

4.4. Tie: In case of a tie, the higher mark from the last test will decide. If still tied, the Artistic 

Score of the last test will decide, then the Technique Score and last the performance score. 
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4.5. In case of a tie in the Team competition results, the Squad or Pas-de-Deux final score 

will count. If two Teams are still tied, the best Individual final score will count. 

 
4.6. Number of Judges: 

 

If the Ground Jury consists of four Judges, each Judge will give one score for each test. If the Ground 
Jury consists of two Judges, each Judge will give all scores for each test. 

 

If the Ground Jury consists of more than 4 Judges, up to four marks will be given two 

times. The average score out of the two marks will be listed in the result sheet. Distribution 

of Judges is outlined in the Guidelines. 

 

 

Article 732 SCORESHEETS AND RESULTS 

 

1. The Judge will give their marks according to the scoresheet of each test and sign it. 

 

2. Any corrected score must be initialled by the Judge having made the correction.  

 

3. There is also a column for the Judge's remarks, where the Judge, as far as possible, should 

state the reason for their judgment. Giving remarks is strongly recommended, when 

giving marks of 5 and below. 

 

4. The original scoresheets must be handed to the Athletes at the end of the Competition. 

 

5. Official results are signed by the President of the Ground Jury. Once signed, the results 

must be officially published with a date and time. 

 

6. All FEI score and results sheets can be downloaded from the FEI website. 

 

 

Article 733 TESTS 
 

For each test different scores are awarded. The value (percentage) for each score and the responsible 
judge/table are laid down in the Vaulting Guidelines. 

 

 

1.  Compulsory Test  

 

 Horse Score 

 Exercises Score 

 

2. Free Test  

 

 Horse Score 

 Technique Score 

 Artistic Score 

 Structure Score 

 

3. Technical Test  

 

 Horse Score 

 Exercises Score 

 Artistic Score 
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Article 734 SCORES 

 

The judging criteria for each score and the responsible judge/table are laid down in the Vaulting 

Guidelines. 

 

1. Horse Score 

 

 Description : evaluation of the general quality of the gait and training level of the Horse, the 

execution of the performance and its behavior, as well as the quality of the lunging and the 

communication between lunger and Horse. 

 

1.1.  Judging of the Horse Score begins with entering the arena and ends with the final 

dismount. 

 

1.2.  If more than one Individual Vaulter or Pas-de-Deux is on one Horse, the General 

Impression of the Entry, Salute and trot round will be taken into account for all Vaulters on 

that Horse. 

 

2. Exercises Score 
 

2.1  Description: evaluation of all required compulsory exercises, with regards to harmony 

with the Horse, body control and posture, movement quality, balance and flexibility. The 

Exercises score is an average of the scores awarded for each compulsory exercise. 
 

2.2  In the compulsory Test, all required exercises get a score. 
 

2.3  In the Technical Test, the required technical exercises get a score. The performance of 

additional exercises will be scored separately. 
 

2.4  Judging of the Test begins when the Vaulter touches the surcingle, the pad or the Horse 

and ends after the final landing of the Vaulter.  
 

3. Technique Score 

 

3.1 Description : evaluation of the degree of difficulty, according to the Code of Points; 

evaluation of the Performance, based on the average execution of all shown element 

 

3.2 Judging of the Degree of Difficulty begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, 

the pad or the Horse and ends with the time limit. 

 

3.3 Judging of the Performance score begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the 

pad or the Horse and ends after the final landing of the last Vaulter.  
 

4. Artistic Score 
 

4.1. Description : evaluation of the music interpretation and the artistic concept and of the 

Composition of the Test, including its Harmony with the Horse and fluidity; in Squad and 

Pas de Deux, the evaluation of the way the different roles are shared among the Vaulters. 

 

4.2. Judging the artistic score begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the pad or 

the Horse and ends with the time limit. The only exception is Artistic Score in Technical 

Test, see Guidelines. 
 

5. Structure Score 

 
5.1. Description: evaluation of the variety of exercises and the use of space; in Squad and Pas 

de Deux, evaluation of the variety of shown combinations with several Vaulters. 
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5.2. In the structure score the variety of the performed exercises and combinations, and the 

use of space during the test will be scored.  

 

5.3. Judging the Structure Score begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the pad 

or the Horse and ends with the time limit. 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

DEN/MEX NFs - article 731 

 

Article 731: Proposal from GER regarding percentages in new Artistic Scores. 

Please see our later proposal regarding the changes to the Artistic Score. However, if the new 

Artistic Score moves forward for 2022, we would propose maintaining the current percentages, 

and if not then we support the percentages proposed by NF GER for Sen3*/YV2* rather than the 

percentages proposed by the VTC. This is not part of the Rules, but refers to the Guidelines. 

 

DEN/MEX NFs - article 733, 734, 737, 741, 744, etc.: Tests and Scores 

More and more elements of critical importance to the execution of our sport are moved from the 

Rules to the Guidelines, and NFs have limited input on changes to Guidelines. We propose that 

changes to the Guidelines should go through a similar process as changes to the Rules, where 

NFs are given the opportunity to participate in the process annually through proposals and 

comments. The changes will of course not go through the FEI GA, and final decisions will remain 

at the discretion of the VTC. 

 

The articles mentioned are just examples, where the Rules refer to the Guidelines, and where 

former Rules have been moved to the Guidelines.  

 

DEN/MEX NFs - CHAPTER VII to CHAPTER X: Scoring – response to proposal from VTC 

for changes to Rules regarding Artistic Score 

 

Every time we change our Rules and Guidelines, we cause ripple effects intentional or not all the 

way from the Competition Arenas to the local training facilities. We must be very aware of what 

we are aiming to achieve in the long term with any changes to our Rules and/or Guidelines, but 

also of the consequences in the short term both to our Officials and Athletes, when the basis of 

our sport (Rules and Guidelines) is constantly changing. We cannot only use current tests to 

assess new Rules or Guidelines, since the tests will change significantly as a direct consequence 

of any changes we make. Vaulting is a sport of equestrianism, athleticism and artistry, but for 

us to remain a serious sport in the eyes of all stake holders, we must not diminish the importance 

of technical skills and harmony with the Horse. The athletes and performances shown at the 

highest level of our sport serve as role models for new vaulters, and if those performances shift 

from technical excellence to show-based performances, then that will impact who we recruit to 

our sport and the direction of their emphasis in training and competition. 

 

We strongly support an update to our artistic scoring system to ensure transparency and 

consistency, but we believe that the process has been insufficient due to COVID. We believe that 

the ‘old’ version of the Guidelines for judging the Squad Artistic Score was lacking with almost 

no criteria described. The interim (current) version has remedied some of this. We, NF DENMARK, 

would like to suggest that we make no major changes to our Rules for Artistic Score, until we 

have had the opportunity to meet in person at a regular Judges’ Seminar and discuss this 

thoroughly and from multiple viewpoints, and we have had the opportunity to practice together 

and thereby identify potential issues and places of improvement, before we find ourselves at an 

actual Event. This has not been possible in 2020 and will likely not be possible in 2021. This has 

proven very valuable previously for the implementation of changes to e.g. the Technical Test and 

the Horse Score. There are several aspects in the proposal that could be implemented without 
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completely changing the system – see next comment table – however, we suggest that other 

aspects are postponed. 

 

Currently, we are recovering from a long competition break due to COVID, while trying to 

incorporate an updated Horse Score and updated Code of Points. Season 2021 will also be limited 

and thus giving most judges few opportunities to implement these changes in a competitive 

setting. In 2022, the Technical test will be updated with the return of the cartwheel but with new 

judging guidelines. The VTC is proposing to add additional major changes to our way of judging 

by further updating our Code of Points as well as a completely revised Artistic Score to be 

implemented by January 1, 2022. We would like to propose that we push the implementation of 

the full new Artistic Score for minimum 1 year in recognition of the work load already placed on 

our Officials and Athletes to adapt to the changes already decided to the Rules and Guidelines. 

 

We disagree with the statement from the VTC as a justification for the new Artistic Score. The 

justification for a new Artistic Score should be a desire to develop our sport in a direction, that 

we have discussed and agreed upon as a community, since this is of such significance. The VTC 

states their justification as: “The audience is eager to see exciting performances, and the current 

FEI Vaulting rules do not always follow this development with the same, fast pace.” Should the 

wishes of our audience be our main justification for making significant changes to our Rules and 

Guidelines? Do we even know what the audience wants, and do we know the consequences the 

proposed changes might have on our sport both short term and long term, especially if we shift 

the focus so markedly from technical skills and clean execution to artistic performance and 

structural design in the scoring system? Do we risk losing our existing fan base, who understand 

and value the technical skills required in our sport, in pursuit of an audience that may not exist? 

Artistic gymnastics and other comparable disciplines are highly popular with a broad audience 

across the world, despite (or likely because of) their strong focus on the technical elements and 

execution. If our perceived audience wants a show performance rather than technical and artistic 

skills, maybe we need to be clearer about who and what we are.  

 

As we have already mentioned in our proposal submitted earlier this year, we believe that we 

should focus on making our judging more transparent, but also help educate our audience on the 

key elements that make our sport unique, rather than diminish the technical requirements. If 

people understand the background for the scores, they will be more engaged and be able to 

predict the ranking. This can be done e.g. by ‘live scoring’ where preliminary scores are published 

immediately from the judges’ tables (as in Dressage), spectator judging, instructional 

descriptions from the speakers at the beginning of each competition, small official info videos to 

be played in breaks, etc. etc.  

 

We – NF DEN/MEX - have further comments and suggestions in response to the proposal for the 

new Artistic Score, but we are unsure if this is the right place, since they are comments for 

Guidelines and not Rules. NF GER have already included a suggestion belonging to the Guidelines 

in this year’s Rule Change Proposal, thus highlighting the need for further discussion. If full 

implementation is postponed, it will be possible to have a process, where we can all discuss these 

important suggested changes and their impacts.  

 

The working group has done a thorough job of analysing and identifying key elements of the free 

tests and made a comprehensive proposal, but there is still work to be done. The process has 

uncovered the need for a bigger conversation about the future direction of our sport. 

 

No change to current wording, or if necessary Rule changes will not be possible next year, then 

a limited change to the current Rules that will make additional changes to the Guidelines for 2023 

possible. 

 

DEN/MEX NFs - New Artistic Score – comments for proposed Guidelines and Score 

Sheets from VTC 
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Please find below our comments for the proposed changes to the Artistic Score. We see the 

proposal as having three parts: 

1. Adding check boxes to all score sheets to increase transparency, including check boxes 

for structure groups, positions, and directions, and new check boxes in Squad for Roles 

and Combinations. Also new base scores for Composition. 

2. Changing the weighing (percentages) between different elements of the Artistic Score. 

3. Changing the existing Artistic Score into two separate scores – Artistic Score and Structure 

Score. 

 

Re. 1: 

 New C2 (Composition): Very nice and comprehensive descriptions of basic scores for 

Composition. The new base scores for Composition could easily be implemented in the 

current system for judging Artistic Score (current C3). 

 New C3 (Roles): Variation is always good in a test, and we support the effort to record 

this. However, we do not think that it will possible to properly identify the different vaulters 

to assess this fairly, despite the proposed rule change to have squad numbers on arm or 

leg, not back, since the Vaulters change positions constantly, and we may not be able to 

see the right arm or leg. We worry that the judge’s focus will be on identifying vaulters 

rather than the actual test, and we do not find that our judging system should be reliant 

on highly skilled secretaries. At the end of the day, the scores are the responsibility of the 

Judges. The final scores are sometimes very close, and a mis-recorded role could be 

decisive. We suggest that this part of the Artistic Score is discussed further before 

implementation, and if not then that the Roles become part of the basic scores for Squad, 

and the 3.8 % for Roles are added to Composition. 

 New D3 (Combinations): Nice descriptions, but not addressing the issue of ratio between 

single, double, and triple exercises, thus risking overload on our Horses especially in 

Squad Free Test 2. We need to be proactive at a time, where there is an increasing 

attention on our social license to operate in equestrian sports. Studies have shown than 

a load of >20 % of the Horse’s bodyweight significantly alters the Horse’s biomechanics, 

and three adult Vaulters easily exceed this amount. 

 We like the proposed ‘bonus system’, where Structure groups (current C1) and 

Positions/Directions (current C2) each come to a maximum of 8.0 with the possibility to 

add more, to replace the current system, where the maximum is 10.0, and we have the 

opportunity to deduct. This could also be implemented within the current format of the 

Artistic Score. 

 

Re. 2 and 3:  

Our main concern in the proposal for the new Artistic Score is the weighing (percentages) 

between design and execution, and the split up of the Artistic Score on two judges. Do we wish 

to reward ability to design or reward technical proficiency and ability to perform? And is it 

beneficial or even necessary to split the Artistic Score on two judges? 
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 The Performance score drops from currently 35-50 % of the total Free test score to 21-

35 % of the total Free test score in the proposed new system (see table), which is an 

approx. 30-40 % reduction. Performance is where the vaulters show that they do not only 

possess the ability to choreograph a routine that checks boxes, but also have the skills to 

execute it with correct biomechanics in balance and harmony with the Horse.  

 Music is up across all tests from 7.5-2.5 % to 12.5-7.5 % meaning that Music is now equal 

to or more important than Composition even in 1*.  

 Harmony with the Horse is also part of Composition (a minor part of new C2 which is 

between a total of 12.5-5.3 %), but the weighing of Composition is relatively unchanged 

between the current and new proposal meaning that it does not make up for the drop in 

the weighing of the Performance score.  

 Structure (check boxes) is increased to approx. double impact from 5-7.5 % (current) to 

new 10-17.5 % (except for 3*Squad/PdD where it is lowered). If the aim was to give the 

Vaulters less restrictions and more freedom to innovate, then this is a step in the opposite 

direction (except for 3* Squad/PdD). 

 

All together this means that technical skills, execution and harmony loose importance compared 

to structural design and Music. 

 

If the only real difference from the current system to the new system is that we must record 

structure groups, positions, and directions in PdD and Squad, then that does not require separate 

judges. Even if we add the Combinations to the Squads, then that is not beyond what we should 

be able to do within the current system, especially since we have a lot more time in Squads, and 

the proposal does not require that we record every exercise, just the first time for each box. 

 

Another important aspect to consider, is how a system with four different scores in the free test 

will work for competitions with fewer than 4 judges and CVNs. We realise and recognize that FEI 

Guidelines are for FEI Events, but it is highly beneficial both to Officials and Athletes, when similar 

systems can be used at several levels of competitions including CVNs. We hope that the VTC will 

reconsider the proposed timeline and allow for this to be discussed further, before it is fully 

implemented. 

 

We suggest that selected parts of the proposal are included for 2022, while other parts are 

postponed. 

 

We propose that the following parts are included for 2022:  
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 The new description for Composition including base scores is added to the Guidelines for 

2022 for current C3. 

 A description of the desired Roles and Combinations could also be added (an expansion 

of the current text), either as part of the Composition base scores or separately.  

 It might be possible to add the check boxes for current C1 and C2 to the existing score 

sheets for Individuals and perhaps to the score sheets for PdD and Squad to increase 

transparency. We are already recording these for Individuals, so we have the experience 

and should be able to implement this for PdD and Squad with minimal extra training. 

 It might also be possible to include the new ‘bonus system’ and the Combinations in the 

current format, if each element only has to be recorded once for them to count. 

 

We propose that the following parts er NOT included for 2022, but postponed until after the next 

in-person Judges’ Seminar hopefully in 2022: 

 The new weighing (percentages). 

 The split up of the Artistic Score on two separate judges (Artistic and Structure). 

 The check boxes for Roles (and maybe Combinations). 

 

AUT/ITA/EEF (European Equestrian Federation) 

 

As the new scoring proposal would change the direction of what is rewarded in Vaulting it is felt 

that more time is needed to test the new proposal in 2022 before putting it forward for FEI GA 

approval. It is recommended to delay this item to the FEI GA in 2022 as it would be too early for 

a decision in 2021. 

 

 

SWE NF 

 

We feel that the proposed change with the artistic score is major and feels rushed. We would like 

to see proper testing in how this will affect the results and what it will reward in the long run 

before implementing such a huge change. The aim of the change seems unclear since it seems 

to be a result of the limits of a judge’s capacity rather than actually improving the sport. In 

retrospect big changes like this has caused Athletes to quickly rethink their training and programs 

which might be the purpose of this change but is it fair? When the structure groups and positions 

were introduces the medium level Athletes were performing very similar programs in order to 

make sure to tick as many boxes as possible. If we want Athletes to be creative, original and 

able to develop their personal style we also need to make room for the judges to feel the program 

and not only look for required elements of different kinds.  

 

If we want to make major changes to the system, it could be an idea implemented in 1* first to 

then follow the Athletes up through the levels. That would also make the transition to a 

completely new system and way of thinking easier and allow the Athletes and officials to adapt 

and grow into a new system.  

 

We suggest that selected parts of the proposal are included for 2022, while other parts are 

postponed. 

 

We propose that the following parts are included for 2022:  

 The new description for Composition including base scores is added to the Guidelines for 

2022 for current C3. 

 A description of the desired Roles and Combinations could also be added (an expansion 

of the current text), either as part of the Composition base scores or separately.  

 It might be possible to add the check boxes for current C1 and C2 to the existing score 

sheets for Individuals and perhaps to the score sheets for PdD and Squad to increase 

transparency. We are already recording these for Individuals, so we have the experience 

and should be able to implement this for PdD and Squad with minimal extra training. 

 It might also be possible to include the new ‘bonus system’ and the Combinations in the 

current format, if each element only has to be recorded once for them to count. 
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We propose that the following parts are NOT included for 2022, but postponed until after the 

next in-person Judges’ Seminar hopefully in 2022: 

 The new weighing (percentages). 

 The split up of the Artistic Score on two separate judges (Artistic and Structure). 

 The check boxes for Roles (and maybe Combinations). 

 

USA - Article 731: Proposal from GER regarding percentages in new Artistic Scores  

 

Article 733, 734, 737, 741, 744, etc.: Tests and Scores 

 

Please see our later proposal regarding the changes to the Artistic Score. However, if the new 

Artistic Score moves forward for 2022, we STRONGLY propose maintaining the current 

percentages, and if not then we support the percentages proposed by NF GER for Sen3*/YV2* 

rather than the percentages proposed by the VTC.  
 

More and more elements of critical importance to the execution of our sport are moved from the 

Rules to the Guidelines, and NFs have limited input on changes to Guidelines. We propose that 

changes to the Guidelines should go through a similar feedback process as changes to the Rules, 

where NFs are given the opportunity to participate in the process annually through proposals and 

comments. The changes will of course not go through the FEI GA, and final decisions will remain 

at the discretion of the VTC.  

 

The articles mentioned are just examples, where the Rules refer to the Guidelines, and where 

former Rules have been moved to the Guidelines.  

 

Every time we change our Rules and Guidelines, we cause ripple effects intentional or not all the 

way from the Competition Arenas to the local training facilities. We must be very aware of what 

we are aiming to achieve in the long term with any changes to our Rules and/or Guidelines, but 

also of the consequences in the short term both to our Officials and Athletes, when the basis of 

our sport (Rules and Guidelines) is constantly changing. We cannot only use current tests to 

assess new Rules or Guidelines, since the tests will change significantly as a direct consequence 

to any changes we make. Vaulting is a sport of equestrianism, athleticism and artistry, but for 

us to remain a serious sport in the eyes of all stake holders, we must not diminish the importance 

of technical skills. The athletes  

and performances shown at the highest level of our sport serve as role models for new vaulters, 

and if those performances shift from technical excellence to show-based performances, then that 

will impact the direction of their emphasis in training and competition.  

We strongly support an update to our Artistic scoring system to ensure transparency and 

consistency, but we believe that the process has been insufficient due to COVID. We believe 

that the ‘old’ version of the Guidelines for judging the Squad Artistic Score was lacking with 

almost no criteria described. The interim (current) version has remedied some of this. We, NF 

UNITED STATES, would like to suggest that we make no major changes to our Rules for Artistic 

Score, until we have had the opportunity to meet in person at a regular Judges’ Seminar and 

discuss this thoroughly and from multiple viewpoints, and we have had the opportunity to practice 

together and thereby identify potential issues and places of improvement, before we find 

ourselves at an actual Event. This has not been possible in 2020 and will likely not be possible in 

2021. This has proven very valuable previously for the implementation of changes to e.g. the 

Technical Test and the Horse Score. There are several aspects in the proposal that could be 

implemented without completely changing the system – see next comment table – however, we 

suggest that other aspects are postponed.  

Currently, we are recovering from a long competition break due to COVID, while trying to 

incorporate an updated Horse Score and updated Code of Points. Season 2021 will also be limited 

and thus giving most judges few opportunities to implement these changes in a competitive 

setting. In 2022, the Technical test will be updated with the return of the cartwheel but with new 

judging guidelines. The VTC is proposing to add additional major changes to our way of judging 

by further updating our Code of Points as well as a completely revised Artistic Score to be 
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implemented by January 1, 2022. We would like to propose that we push the 

implementation of the full new Artistic Score for minimum 1 year in recognition of the 

workload already placed on our Officials and Athletes to adapt to the changes already 

decided to the Rules and Guidelines.  

 

Furthermore, we disagree with the statement from the VTC as a justification for the new Artistic 

Score. The justification for a new Artistic Score should be a desire to develop our sport in a 

direction, that we have discussed and agreed upon as a community, since this is of such 

significance. The VTC states their justification as: “The audience is eager to see exciting 

performances, and the current FEI Vaulting rules do not always follow this development with the 

same, fast pace.” Should the wishes of our audience be our main justification for making 

significant changes to our Rules and Guidelines? Do we even know what the audience wants, and 

do we know the consequences the proposed changes might have on our sport both short term 

and long term, especially if we shift the focus so markedly from technical skills and clean 

execution to artistic performance and structural design in the scoring system? Do we risk losing 

our existing fan base, who understand and value the technical skills required in our sport, in 

pursuit of an audience that may not exist? Artistic gymnastics and other comparable disciplines 

are highly popular with a broad audience across the world, despite (or likely because of) their 

strong focus on the technical elements. As we have already mentioned in our proposal submitted 

earlier this year, we believe that we should focus on making our judging more transparent, but 

also help educate our audience on the key elements that make our sport unique, rather than 

diminish the technical requirements. This can be done e.g. by ‘live scoring’ where preliminary 

scores are published immediately from the judges’ tables (as in Dressage), spectator judging, 

instructional descriptions from the speakers at the beginning of each competition, small official 

info videos to be played in breaks, etc. etc.  

We – NF USA - have further comments and suggestions in response to the proposal for the new 

Artistic Score, but we are unsure if this is the right place, since they are comments for Guidelines 

and not Rules. NF GER have already included a suggestion belonging to the Guidelines in this 

year’s Rule Change Proposal, thus highlighting the  

need for further discussion. If full implementation is postponed, it will be possible to have a 

process, where we can all discuss these important suggested changes and their impacts. The 

working group has done a thorough job of analysing and identifying key elements of the free 

tests and made a comprehensive proposal, but there is still work to be done.  

 

No change to current wording, or if any necessary Rule changes will not be possible next year, 

then a limited change to the current Rules that will make additional changes to the Guidelines 

for 2023 possible.  

 

Please find below our comments for the proposed changes to the Artistic Score. We see the 

proposal as having three parts:  

1. Adding check boxes to all score sheets to increase transparency, including check boxes for 

structure groups, positions, and directions, and new check boxes in Squad for Roles and 

Combinations. Also new base scores for Composition.  

2. Changing the weighing (percentages) between different elements of the Artistic Score.  

3. Changing the existing Artistic Score into two separate scores – Artistic Score and Structure 

Score.  

 

Re. 1:  

• New C2 (Composition): Very nice and comprehensive descriptions of basic scores for 

Composition. The new base scores for Composition could easily be implemented in the current 

system for judging Artistic Score (current C3).  

• New C3 (Roles): Variation is always good in a test, and we support the effort to record this. 

However, we do not think that it will possible to properly identify the different vaulters to assess 

this fairly, despite the proposed rule change to have squad numbers on arm or leg, not back, 

since the Vaulters change positions constantly, and we may not be able to see the right arm or 

leg. We worry that the judge’s focus will be on identifying vaulters rather than the 

actual test, and we do not find that our judging system should be reliant on highly 
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skilled secretaries. At the end of the day, the scores are the judge’s responsibility 

alone. The final scores are sometimes very close, and a mis-recorded role could be decisive. We 

suggest that this part of the Artistic Score is discussed further before implementation, and if not 

then that the Roles become part of the basic scores for Squad, and the 3.8 % for Roles are added 

to Composition.  

• New D3 (Combinations): Nice descriptions, but not addressing the issue of ratio between single, 

double, and triple exercises, thus risking overload on our Horses especially in Squad Free Test 2. 

We need to be proactive at a time, where there is an increasing attention on our social license to 

operate in equestrian sports.  

• We like the proposed ‘bonus system’, where Structure groups (current C1) and 

Positions/Directions (current C2) each come to a maximum of 8.0 with the possibility 

to add more, to replace the current system, where  

 

The maximum is 10.0, and we have the opportunity to deduct. This could also be 

implemented within the current format of the Artistic Score.  

 

Re. 2 and 3:  

• Our main concern in the proposal for the new Artistic Score is the weighing (percentages) 

between design and execution, and the split up of the Artistic Score on two judges. Do we wish 

to reward ability to design or reward technical proficiency and ability to perform? And is it 

beneficial or even necessary to split the Artistic Score on two judges?  

 

 
 
• The Performance score drops from currently 35-50 % of the total Free test score to 21-35 % 

of the total Free test score in the proposed new system (see table), which is an approx. 30-40 

% reduction. Performance is where the vaulters show that they do not only possess the 

ability to choreograph a routine that checks boxes, but also have the skills to execute 

it with correct biomechanics in balance and harmony with the Horse.  

• Music is up across all tests from 7.5-2.5 % to 12.5-7.5 % meaning that Music is now equal to 

or more important than Composition even in 1*.  

• Harmony with the Horse is also part of Composition (a minor part of new C2 which is between 

a total of 12.5-5.3 %), but the weighing of Composition is relatively unchanged between the 

current and new proposal meaning that it does not make up for the drop in the weighing of the 

Performance score.  

• Structure (check boxes) is increased to approx. double impact from 5-7.5 % (current) 

to new 10-17.5 % (except for 3*Squad/PdD). If the aim was to give the Vaulters less 

restrictions and more freedom to innovate, then this is a step in the opposite direction. 

Overall, the newly proposed Artistic scoring system decreases the objective evaluation 
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of execution and impact of harmony with the horse (resulting from lower coefficients 

for Performance).  

 

All together this means that technical skills, execution and harmony lose importance 

compared to structural design and Music.  

If the only real difference from the current system to the new system is that we must record 

structure groups, positions, and directions in PdD and Squad, then that does not require separate 

judges. Even if we add the Combinations to the Squads, then that is not beyond what we should 

be able to do within the current system, especially since we have a lot more time in Squads, and 

the proposal does not require that we record every exercise, just the first time for each box.  

 

Another important aspect to consider, is how a system with four different scores in the free test 

will work for competitions with fewer than 4 judges and CVNs. We realise and recognize that FEI 

Guidelines are for FEI Events, but it is highly beneficial both to Officials and Athletes, when similar 

systems can be used at several levels of competitions including CVNs. We hope that the VTC will 

reconsider the proposed timeline and allow for this to be discussed further, before it is fully 

implemented.  

 

We suggest that selected parts of the proposal are included for 2022, while other parts are 

postponed, pending further testing, vetting and feedback.  

We propose that the following parts are included for 2022:  

• The new description for Composition including base scores is added to the Guidelines for 2022 

for current C3.  

• A description of the desired Roles and Combinations could also be added (an expansion of the 

current text), either as part of the Composition base scores or separately. However, tracking 

these roles as proposed is not a practical solution.  

• It might be possible to add the check boxes for current C1 and C2 to the existing score sheets 

for Individuals and perhaps to the score sheets for PdD and Squad to increase transparency. We 

are already recording these for Individuals, so we have the experience and should be able to 

implement this for PdD and Squad with minimal extra training.  

• It might also be possible to include the new ‘bonus system’ and the Combinations in the current 

format, if each element only has to be recorded once for them to count. Also, more detailed 

guidelines for criteria to reward bonus points between 8.0-10.0 should be expanded.  

 

We propose that the following parts are NOT included for 2022, but postponed until 

after the next in-person Judges’ Seminar hopefully in 2022:  

• The new weighing (percentages).  

• The split up of the Artistic Score on two separate judges (Artistic and Structure).  

• The check boxes for Roles (and maybe Combinations).  

 

 

FEI feedback 

Based on the comments received concerning the new Scoring system for the artistic score that 

was proposed by the Vaulting Committee, the VTC understands that whilst NFs and the Vaulting 

Community appreciate the value of the new system and are not against it, they feel that they 

need more time to review it.  

 

The VTC will have a testing phase and offer the opportunity to discuss this new system before its 

introduction. The VTC agreed that due to the pandemic situation with no CVIs for more than 14 

months, that it had been impossible to meet the community in person or to test the new system 

in real competitions but it had been done by the testing group based on videos. 

 

The VTC received the approval of the Board to postpone the new Artistic Scoring system from 

the full revision and to review it in Autumn 2021 and in 2022 for an implementation in 2023. The 

impact in the rules would be minor and would mainly impact the Guidelines.  

 

The VTC will propose a testing method and phase for the new Artistic Scoring System. 
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Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

Chapter VII – SCORING 
 

As of 1 January 2022, the FEI can, with the prior agreement of the relevant Organising 

Committee, test a new scoring system on a trial basis at selected events, it being understood 

and agreed that the new scoring system will not be used to calculate the official results.  

 

The details/explanation of the new scoring system will be published on the Vaulting page of 

inside.fei.org. The FEI, in consultation with the FEI Vaulting Committee, can make revisions to 

the new scoring system from time to time provided that any changes must also be published on 

the Vaulting page.  

 

If the FEI Vaulting Committee and the FEI decides that the trial of the new scoring system has 

been successful, it will be proposed for inclusion in the FEI Vaulting Rules 2023. 

 

 

731.8 

 

8. Calculation of Scores 

 

8.1 Calculation of scores in a Round: for each round with more than one test, the scores of 

all tests are added and devided by the number of tests. 

 

8.2 Calculation of the Final score:  

 

1.2.3 If the first Round comprises more than one Test, the total Final score will be 

calculated with a ratio of 50% for the first Round and a ratio of 50% for the Final 

(one Test).  

 

1.2.4 If the first Round comprises only one Test, the total Final score will be calculated 

with a ratio of 40% for the result of the first Round (one Test) and a ratio of 60% 

for the result of the Final (one Test). 

 

8.3 For Competitive units who do not qualify for the Final, the score for the first round will 

count. 

 

8.4 Tie: In case of a tie, the higher mark from the last test will decide. If still tied, the Artistic 

Score of the last test will decide, then the Technique Score and last the performance score. 

 

8.5 In case of a tie in the Team competition results, the Squad or Pas-de-Deux final score 

will count. If two Teams are still tied, the best Individual final score will count. 

 
8.6 Number of Judges: 

If the Ground Jury consists of four Judges, each Judge will give one score for each test 

(Technique, Artistic or Horse Score). If the Ground Jury consists of two Judges, each Judge 

will give Technique, Artistic and Horse Scores for all tests. 

 

https://inside.fei.org/fei/disc/vaulting/rules
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If the Ground Jury consists of more than 4 Judges, up to four marks will be given two 

times. The average score out of the two marks will be listed in the result sheet. Distribution 

of Judges for larger Ground Juries is outlined in the Guidelines. 
 

Distribution of Judges is outlined in the Guidelines. 

 

Article 732 SCORESHEETS AND RESULTS 

 
1. The Judge will give their marks according to the scoresheet of each test and sign it. 

 

2. Any corrected score must be initialled by the Judge having made the correction.  Judges’s 

scores must be recorded in ink. 

 

3. There is also a column for the Judge's remarks, where the Judge, as far as possible, should 

state the reason for their judgment. Giving remarks is strongly recommended, when 

giving marks of 5 and below. 

 

4. The original scoresheets must be handed to the Athletes at the end of the Competition. 

 

The scoring office must have copies of the test sheets available for a period of one year. 

 

5. Official results are signed by the President of the Ground Jury. Once signed, the results 

must be officially published with a date and time. 

 

6. All FEI score and results sheets can be downloaded from the FEI website. 

 

 

 

 
Article 733 TESTS 

 

For each test different scores are awarded.  

 

4.  Compulsory Test  
 

 Horse Score 

 Exercises Score 

 

5. Free Test  

 

 Horse Score 

 Technique Score 

 Artistic Score 

 

6. Technical Test  

 

 Horse Score 

 Exercises Score 

 Artistic Score 

 
  

Article 734 SCORES 
 

The judging criteria for each score and the responsible judge/table are laid down in the Vaulting 

Guidelines. 
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1. Horse Score 
 

1.3.  Description: evaluation of the general quality of the gait and training level of the Horse, 

the execution of the performance and its behavior, as well as the quality of the lunging and 

the communication between lunger and Horse. 

 

1.4.  Judging of the Horse Score begins with entering the arena and ends with the final 

dismount. 

 

1.5.  If more than one Individual Vaulter or Pas-de-Deux is on one Horse, the General 

Impression of the Entry, Salute and trot round will be taken into account for all Vaulters on 

that Horse. 

 

2. Exercises Score 
 

2.1.  Description: evaluation of all required compulsory exercises, with regards to harmony 

with the Horse, body control and posture, movement quality, balance and flexibility. The 

Exercises score is an average of the scores awarded for each compulsory exercise. 

 

2.2.  In the compulsory Test, all required exercises get a score.  

 

2.3.  In the Technical Test, the required technical exercises get a score. The performance of 

additional exercises will be scored separately. 

 

2.4.  Judging of the Test begins when the Vaulter touches the surcingle, the pad or the Horse 

and ends after the final landing of the Vaulter.  

 

3. Technique Score 
 

3.1 Description: evaluation of the degree of difficulty, according to the Code of Points; 

evaluation of the Performance, based on the average execution of all shown element 

 

3.2 Judging of the Degree of Difficulty begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the 

pad or the Horse and ends with the time limit. 

 

3.3 Judging of the Performance score begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the 

pad or the Horse and ends after the final landing of the last Vaulter.  

 

4. Artistic Score 
 

4.1 Description: evaluation of the: variety of exercises, variety of positions, the unity of 

composition&complexity and music interpretation of the Test. 

 

4.2. Judging the artistic score begins when the first Vaulter touches the surcingle, the pad or 

the Horse and ends with the time limit. The only exception is Artistic Score in Technical 

Test, see Guidelines. 
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B. PROPOSED RULES CHANGES THAT HAVE BEEN REJECTED OR DEFERRED TO 

A FUTURE RULES REVISION 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN NF 

Article Number - Article Name 

Article 708.1. Start list: the starting time must be indicated on the official start list for each 

Horse for Championships and is recommended for CVIs. 

 

Comment and Rationale 

We strongly support this Article, however there are no recommendations for the actual times 

allocated for each Horse. We propose the addition of minimum times for each competitor for each 

test, and subsequent minimum times for any additional vaulter(s)/Pas-de-Deux on the same 

Horse in the same run-in. Additional time may be added by the OC to the recommended times if 

required due to e.g. competition arena specifics (e.g. an extra-long run-in), broadcasting, etc., 

however the minimum times should be listed to ensure consistency. Being fast should not be an 

aim in itself, when we run competitions. It creates unnecessary stress both in the warm up for 

our Athletes and Officials and at the Judges’ tables. A consistent flow and reliable starting times 

should be the aim, similar to what we already see in Dressage. Reliable starting times can easily 

be established by timing previous competitions. (We have already listed recommended starting 

time calculations for our national competitions in Denmark and made them available to our 

organizers, and we will be happy to share them with the VTC as a proposal). 

 

Proposed Wording 

Article 708.1: A list of minimum times to be used when allocating starting times should be 

added to the Rules, as an appendix. 

FEI feedback 

VTC: These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new 

proposals from the VTC published in July 2021. This was not an urgent repair and should be 

deferred to the next full revision of the Vaulting Rules. 

 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN NF 

Article Number –Article Name 

Article 708.7.2.1.1 

Comment and Rationale 

For clarification, it would be helpful to add the sentence: ‘The order of go on the Horse remains 

as in previous rounds’ or something similar. Sometimes the Vaulters or OC interpret the current 

wording to mean, that they also have to change the order of go on the horse to have the lowest 

ranked vaulter first. 

Proposed Wording 
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708.7.2.1.1: ‘In the last test or second round more than one Individual or Pas-de-Deux may be 

on the Horse at one run-in. In this case, the starting place of the Horse will be determined by 

the score of the lowest ranked Vaulter(s), with the lowest ranked Vaulter(s) starting first. The 

order of go on the Horse remains as in previous rounds’. 

FEI Feedback 

VTC: These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new 

proposals from the VTC published in July 2021. This was not an urgent repair and should be 

deferred to the next full revision of the Vaulting Rules. 

 

Proposal from 

NED NF 

 

Article Number - Article Name 

711.4 GENERAL Maximum starting possibilities per Horse per event 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

For horse welfare it is necessary to lower the maximum starting possibilities per horse per event. 

Especially when horses are competing in different competitions at an event and for all those 

competitions a horse is doing a warming up, too much is asked from the horses.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 
FEI Feedback  

 

The VTC reported that based on research and data collections from several CVI's, they observed 

no more than 3 run-ins of one Horse per day. This shows that the current rules ensure the welfare 

of the Horses for the moment; however, the FEI Vaulting Technical Committee will closely monitor 

the situation in upcoming years and revise starting possibilities yearly.  The VTC intends to 

contact Chief stewards of CVIs to retrieve specific feedback on this matter. 
 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

n/a 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

NED NF 
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We propose the addition of a point 711.1x: In the starting possibilities it is possible to have 6 

individuals or 3 PDDs on the same Horse. The Lungers often choose to combine these Vaulters 

in the same run-in. However, that presents a problem with regards to Horse welfare, since we 

have a rule in the Stewards manual that states that the Horse should not be in a fixed head 

position for more than 10 minutes. It is not possible for a Horse to enter the Arena, salute, do 

the trot round, carry 6 individuals / 3 PDDs, salute and exit the Arena all in 10 minutes. We 

propose that we implement an upper limit of 3 individuals/2 PDDs in a run-in.  

 

Article 711.14: At CVIs and in round 1 of Championships, it is permitted to enter the arena with 

a maximum of 3 individual vaulters/2 Pas-de-Deux’s in one run-in. (or something similar) 

 

DEN NF 

 

We propose the addition of a point 711.1x: At CVIs, for the welfare of the Horses it is common 

practice to combine competitions to lower the number of run-ins per Horse. However, to ensure 

consistency and quality of judging, we believe that the requirement should be that the combined 

competitions must consist of the same tests both for the compulsory test (e.g. Individual Comp 

Test 1), the technical test (if relevant), and the free test. Judging is already highly complex and 

demanding. The Vaulters have trained for a long time and deserve the best possible assessment. 

When we as judges and our secretaries have to switch back and forth between very different 

scoring systems especially between free test and technical test (e.g. if J2* and YV2* are 

combined), the risk of mistakes increases substantially. Horse welfare is important, but quality 

of judging is essential. It is the responsibility of the Lunger to ensure that the Horse is only 

entered into the number of competitions that he is fit to compete in. Another argument is that 

combining competitions with very different components confuses our audience and makes our 

sport less transparent. 

 

Article 711.13: At CVIs, it is permitted to combine competitions to minimize the number of run-

ins for each Horse. However, the combined competitions must consist of the same tests both 

for the compulsory test, the technical test (if relevant), and the free test (see Article 735, 738, 

742). 

 

Alternative: However, the combined competitions must consist of the same tests for the 

technical test (if relevant) and the free test (see Article 738 and 742). 

 

 

FEI Feedback 

 

Based on the comments received, the VTC agreed that the maximum starting possibilities of a 

Vaulting horses should be reviewed. A detailed review of this topic will take place in 2022 for 

2023. 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

n/a 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN/SWE NFs 

Article Number –Article Name 

Article 711.12: The performance is to take place with the Horse and therefore no exercises or 

dance moves on the ground are allowed. Contravening to this rule may incur a Warning. 

Comment and Rationale 
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DEN NF 

 

We suggest that contravening to this rule should incur a deduction in Artistic Score rather than 

or in addition to a Warning. A Warning has no real impact and is rarely imposed, however a 

deduction is a clear consequence. 

 

SWE NF 

 

As a warning are rarely used and have no real value unless followed through. It would make 

more sense to have a deduction the same way as we have changed Athletes behaviours 

through deductions on other issues. 

 

Proposed Wording 

Addition of a deduction to the Guidelines for Artistic Score. 

FEI feedback 

VTC: These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new 

proposals from the VTC published in July 2021. This was not an urgent repair and should be 

deferred to the next full revision of the Vaulting Rules. 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

SWE NF 

Article Number –Article Name 

Article 726 PRIZE-GIVING CEREMONIES 3. Horse Equipment 

Comment and Rationale 

We feel that the horses should not have to be in full vaulting attire for the prize-giving. Since 

no one is supposed to be on the horse a bridle should be enough and more in line with the 

welfare of the horse.  

 

Proposed Wording 

Horse equipment required is a bridle.  

 

FEI Feedback  

 

These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new proposals 

from the VTC published in July 2021. 

Based on the comments received, the VTC agreed that the equipment of the horses during Prize 

Giving ceremonies should be reviewed. A detailed review of this topic will take place in 2022 for 

2023. 

 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN/SWE NFs 

 

Article Number - Article Name 

Article 729.2.4. Athlete and/or Horse leaving the arena without permission of the Judge at A, 

including prior to starting. 
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Comment and Rationale 

We suggest adding ‘Exception: an accident to a Squad member’ to this point. This already 

happens, when a squad member is injured and leaves the arena for medical assessment and 

attention. There is some confusion among Vaulters and Lungers as to whether this may cause 

elimination, but it must be in everyone’s interest that the Athlete is assessed as quickly as 

possible, but outside the competition arena where there is peace and quiet and discretion. 

 

Proposed Wording 

Article 729.2.4. Athlete and/or Horse leaving the arena without permission of the Judge at A, 

including prior to starting. Exception: an accident to a Squad member. 

FEI Feedback 

These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new proposals 

from the VTC published in July 2021 as per the FEI status could not be changed now but this 

proposal would be reviewed in 2022. 

 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN/SWE NFs 

Article Number - Article Name 

Article 729.3.1-3: Elimination is left to the discretion of the Judge at A in the following cases:  

3.1 Not entering the arena within 30 seconds after the bell. 

3.2 Failure to salute (see Article 714.2). 

3.3 Taking more than 30 seconds after the bell following the trot, to commence the 

performance. 

Comment and Rationale 

 

DEN 

 

We suggest that in the three cases above, the faults should be a point deduction in the Horse 

Score, and elimination should only be a last resort if the fault is excessive. This would be 

similar to ‘misbehaving’ of the Horse, where we have deductions in Horse Score A2 prior to the 

last resort of an elimination. As it is now, in reality being slow to start has no consequence, 

since imposing elimination at 35 seconds seems excessive, but how much is too much. A clear 

deduction (suggestion in A3) will be a deterrent and make the Lungers more aware and likely 

to comply. This will have the added benefit of making the starting times more reliable, since 

the time spent for run-in and trot round will be more consistent. 

 

SWE  

 

The consequence elimination is quite strict and rarely used. To address the issue it would be 

better with deductions which would lead to competitors being more careful with their time.   

 

 

Proposed Wording 

Deductions should be added to Guidelines.  

FEI feedback 

VTC: These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new 

proposals from the VTC published in July 2021. This was not an urgent repair and should be 

deferred to the next full revision of the Vaulting Rules. 
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Comments received by 30 August 2021 

DEN/SWE NFs 

Article No.–Article Name 

Article 729.3.6-7: Elimination is left to the discretion of the Judge at A in the following cases:  

3.6 Misbehaving of the Horse during a performance - elimination of the Vaulter/Vaulters on the 

Horse. 

3.7 Misbehaving of the Horse before or after the Performance – elimination of all Vaulters in the 

circle and starting on that Horse. 

Comment and Rationale 

 

DEN 

 

Clarification and alignment of wording: Does the elimination of the Horse in those two 

situations apply only to the Athlete (Athletes if PdD) on the Horse when the Bell is rung, to all 

Athletes in the same run-in, or to all Athletes entered on the Horse in that Competition? 

 

SWE 

 

This paragraph is unclear. Elimination from what, is it with that Athlete, or Athletes on the run-

in or all in the competition or elimination for the whole event? 

Rephrase with definitions 

 

Proposed Wording 

Clarification by the VTC. 

FEI feedback 

These comments were not sent by the 1st of March and was not included in the new proposals 

from the VTC published in July 2021 and as per the FEI status could not be changed now but a 

clarification would be proposed in 2022 for 2023. 

 

Proposal from 

NED NF 

 

Article Number –Article Name 

740.4 Squad Free Test 2 

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

For the Squad Free Test 1 there is mentioned a maximum of 6 static triple exercises. The triple 

exercises are very stressful and a heavy load to carry for the horse and must be limited. Referring 

to the welfare of the horse we are of the opinion this maximum should be applied in all squad 

categories, starting with the static exercises. 

In the future we may also need to look at the dynamic exercises. 

 

Proposed Wording 

Art. 740.4 Squad Free Test 2 

A Squad Free Test 2 includes single, double and triple exercises, with a maximum of 6 static 

triple exercises. 

FEI Feedback  
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The VTC is not in favour of accepting this proposal. This topic is already covered in the new 

proposed concept of the free test. The new system will encourage squads to focus equally on 

triples and double exercises as well. 

 

Proposed Wording on 12 July 2021 

n/a 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

DEN NF –  Article 740.1 – proposal from NF NED 

The NED NF raise an important question regarding load on our Horses for Squad Free Test 2. We 

do not agree with the proposal for a limit of 6 static triple exercises, however we do not agree 

with the comment from the VTC either, that this problem is already addressed in the proposal 

for new Guidelines for the Artistic Score. There is no mention of an expected or desired ratio 

between single, double, and triple exercises (4.4.2). Instead, there is a strong emphasis on 

doubles and triples. 

See comments below regarding proposed changes to the Artistic Score. 

 

USA - NF 

The NED NF raise an important question regarding load on our Horses for Squad Free Test 2. We 

do not agree with the proposal for a limit of 6 static triple exercises, however we do not agree 

with the comment from the VTC either, that this problem is already addressed in the proposal 

for new Guidelines for the Artistic Score. There is no mention of an expected or desired ratio 

between single, double, and triple exercises (4.4.2). Instead, there is a strong emphasis on 

doubles and triples.  
See comments below regarding proposed changes to the Artistic Score  

FEI feedback 

 

The VTC agreed that the weight carried by the Vaulting horses should be reviewed. A detailed 

review of this topic will take place in 2022 for 2023 as it would fall under welfare issues and allow 

the VTC to propose rules modifications outside of the 4 years full rules revision process. 

Concerning the Artistic and new scoring system, please refer to FEI feedback mentioned above 

relating to Chapter VII to V. 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 

 

n/a 

 

Proposal from 

NED NF 

 

Article Number –Article Name 

745 INDIVIDUAL FREE TESTS 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

In order to allow the athlete to get the best out of his exercise/freestyle we propose to change 

the time limit in the individual free test CVI3* from 1 minute into 1 minute and 10 seconds.  

With 10 seconds extra vaulters can meet all the artistic requirements, which fits in the 

development of the sport, have more time to finish their performance without rushing (i.e. 

rushing into a dismount), and there is more time for the choreography and interpretation of the 

music. This makes the free test more interesting to watch and safe for the vaulter.  
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We are aware of a possible extra time pressure on the program for OCs, but with e.g. 30 

competitors it takes 5 minutes in the program, according to our opinion this time investment is 

worth it. 

Proposed Wording  

Art. 745 :  

1. A Free Test consists of static and dynamic exercises. A static exercise must be held for at least 

three canter strides.  

 

Lunger and all Vaulters performing on the same Horse enter the arena together. No one else may 

enter the arena.  

 

Time Limit: 1 minute 10 seconds 

 

FEI Feedback  

 

This was already proposed in 2020 and most NFs were against it. The current members of the 

VTC are not in favour of adding 10 seconds to the Free test either. This would increase the 

training time, the competition time, and we do not think it will have any major influence on the 

attractiveness of the performance. 

 

FEI Proposed Wording 12 July 2021 

n/a 

Comments received by 30 August 2021 

 

DEN NF – Article 740 and 741 

 

Free test and Technical test for Individuals (time limit) 

We strongly support the position and arguments of the VTC, that the time limit for individuals 

free test and technical test should remain 1 min. An additional 10 sec. will only mean, that the 

Vaulters will add more content to their tests. Most individual vaulters already perform 15-19 

exercises in 1 min. despite only the top 10 exercises counting towards the DoD, so if time is the 

issue, they could remove exercises and thus free up time for choreography etc. Similarly, most 

Vaulters include >2 exercises in the sequences between technical exercises in the Technical 

test, yet the Guidelines clearly state that ‘one or more’ exercises can result in a high score. 

 

USA NF – Article 740 and 741: Free test and Technical test for Individuals (time limit)  

 

We strongly support the position and arguments of the VTC, that the time limit for 

individuals free test and technical test should remain 1 min. An additional 10 sec. will only 

mean, that the Vaulters will add more content to their tests. Most individual vaulters already 

perform 15-19 exercises in 1 min. despite only the top 10 exercises counting towards the DoD, 

so if time is the issue, they could remove exercises and thus free up time for choreography etc. 

Similarly, most Vaulters include >2 exercises in the sequences between technical exercises in 

the Technical test, yet the Guidelines clearly state that ‘one or more’ exercises can result in a 

high score.  
 

FEI feedback 

 

The VTC thanked both NFs for their support and would not increase the time of the test, as per 

the original feedback. 

 

Proposed Final Wording to be voted at the FEI General Assembly 2021 
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n/a 

 

 


