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PROPOSALS FOR 2020 RULES CHANGES  

Driving Rules  

Article No. 163 ï Protests (GRs)  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

NED NF:  

Because the driving competition is over 2 or 3 days, we would like to suggest to propose 

that a protest can be filed till the start of the following competition  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The deadline for protests is set out in the FEI General Regulations and is 30 minutes after 

the announcement of the final results of the relevant competition. This deadline applies to 

all FEI disciplines and it is not proposed to make an exception for Driv ing. The proposed 

change would make the protest system uneven/unfair in practice because it would mean 

that the length of time to protest would vary depending on whether or not the competition 

in question was the last one of the event or if further competi tions would follow. This would 

go against the principle of fairness and a level playing field.  

 Proposed Wording  

 
No change to proposed wording. 
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Article No. 901.8  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC modified the wording regarding the frequency of the Para Driving World 

Championships to every two years, in order to be in line with the GR Art 104.1.1.2  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

In even years, the FEI will invite NFs to organise  the CH -M-A4, the CH -M-A1 and the CH -

EU-A Youth. In odd years, the FEI will invite NFs to organise the CH -M-A P1, 2, 4 and the 

CH-M-A2. No Continental Championship may be run in the same year as a World 

Championship in the same class. Every year , a CH -M-PEA1 and  a CH-M-A1 YH may be 

organised , and each even  year, a CH -M-PEA1 may be organised . See FEI General 

Regulations, Appendix D  
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Art. 902 Competitions  

Art. 903 Events  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

HUN NF:  

 

As we would use second based result making process, these articles need to be modified. 

See details later in this material.  

 

Article 902 Competitions  

 

1. At the conclusion of each Competition, the Athletes will be classified according to the 

seconds penalties  received in that Competition.  

2. In each Competition, the winner is the Athlete with the least number of 

seconds penalties . 

3. Seconds  Scores  will be calculated to two decimal places.  

 

Article 903 Events  

 

1. The Final Classification for individuals is determined by adding together the 

seconds penalties  received in each Competition. The Athlete with the lowest number of 

penalties seconds  is the winner of the Event.  

2. Athletes who are Eliminated or Disqualified or who Retire or Withdraw in any one of the 

Competitions cannot be included in the Final Classification. They will only be listed on the 

result sheet as: Eliminated (E), Disqualifi ed (D), Retired (R), or Withdrawn (W).  

 

FEI Feedback:  

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021 . 

Proposed Wording  

No change to proposed wording.  
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Article No. 910 ï Official Results  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

NED NF :  

Clarification is needed since a time limit exists for protests and appeals. There is often a 

delay from signing to actually posting results for athletes to review.  

 

 910.1  

Results are official as soon as they have been  signed  and posted online  by the Ground 

Jury. See General Regulations.  

 

USA NF:  

The wording of this Article should reflect the General Regulations and make it clear that 

the Results are official only once announced, not when signed by the Ground Jury  
 

FEI Feedback:  

The FEI Driving Technical Committee agrees that this Article needs clarification and proposes 

the below wording.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Article 910 Official Results  

1.  Results are official as soon as they have been signed by the Ground Jury  and 

published  on the official board at the Show Office . See General Regulations.  

 

 

Article No. 9 27  ï Additional Entries for Championships and CAIO  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the FEI :  

 

The FEI Board has decided that the practice of  host countries being able to enter ad ditional 

entries in FEI Championship s/Games  is unfair and goes against the FEI General Regulations 

principles of fair & equal conditions and the level playing field .  

 

In the future, host countries cannot have an autom atic right to more entries than the other 

participating nations.  

 

Proposed Wording  

Article 927 Additional Entries for Championships and CAIOs  

CAIOs  

1. At the discretion of the OC all NFs who have submitted a Nominated Entry for a team 

may  be invited to enter Additional Entries for Championships and CAIOs  (excluding 

Championships  and Gam es) . 

2. A second nominated entry date shall be specified in the Schedule should the OC decide 

to  invite NFs to submit additional entries.  
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3. Additional Entries for the host country  

3.1 The host country may enter up to 3 additional entries. For Combined Pony 2 per class  

(Single, Pair, Four - in -Hand). and Youth Championships, 2 per class (age group) . Exceptions  

may  be granted by the FEI Driving Committee in conjunction with the Technical Delegate.  

 

Championships and Games  

3.2 4.  In multidiscplinary Championships and Games, if Driving is organised with other 

disciplines,  No Additional Entries are permitted for Championships or Games (standalone or 

combined) unless specifically permitted by the FEI. tThe host country will be limited to the 

same number of Athletes and Horses as the maximum  number permitted for the foreign 

countries . 

 

CAIOs and Championships and Games  

4. 5.  The number of nominated Athlete Entries may be twice the number permitted for 

definite  entries as set out in the General Regulations, Article 116.4.2.  
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Chapter V ï Athletes  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA/NED NF:  

Propose re -naming this chapter ñAthletes  and Grooms ò, to make the contents of the 

chapter searchable.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC agrees with the proposal.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Chapter V ï Athletes and Grooms  

 

 

Article No. 928 -  Dress, safety and whips  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add these lines in order to help judging the Para  Drivers that are 

competing in Able Bodied competitions. This way, the Stewards, TD , etc. know about the 

specifications. These specifications are also on the Master List.  

 

Proposed Wording  

(é) 

1.2 Jackets or national dress, driving aprons, hats and gloves are obligatory for Athletes.  

Para Driving Athletes from nominated profiles may compete with no gloves or adapted 

gloves but must have this noted on the Master  List following classification evaluation.   

 

(é) 

 
4. The whip, if dropped, need not be repl aced and the Athlete may finish without a whip. 

However the Groom may hand the Athlete a spare whip and without any further penalty  

 

4.5. Para Driving  Athletes  from nominated profiles may compete with the whip held /used 

by groom but must have this noted on the Master  List following classification evaluation.  

 
5. Whip for Marathon and Combined Marathon  

The whip can only be used by the Athlete. Failure to comply will incur 20 penalties.  

 

5.1. Para Driving Athlete from nominated profiles may compete with t he whip held /used 

by groom but must have this noted on the Master  List following classification evaluation.  
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Article 928 Dress, safety and whip  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add the specification of start and finish lines in order to clarify .  

 

Proposed Wording  

Article 928 Dress, safety and whip  

(é) 

 
1.4.  In Cones, Grooms must remain seated in their proper positions between the 

start line and the finish line.  

 

(é) 
 

 

 

Article No 928.4 1.  -  Whip for Dressage and Cones  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA /FRA /NED  NF:  

The deleted portion is unnecessary and rarely checked.  The whip may have a longer or 

shorter lash or stick  
 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC agrees with the proposal.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

4.1.  The Athlete must carry a whip of traditional style. The lash, which may be tied to 

the stick, must be capable of release, and must be long enough to reach all the Horses.  
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Article 931 Number of Horses  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC believes that Elimination is the correct penalty regarding the following breaches.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Article 931 Number of Horses  

3.  Failure to comply with any part of this Article will result in Disqualification.  

Elimination  
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Article No 935  -   Examinations and Inspections of Horses  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

Propose adding rule ñ1.5 At CAIs, these examinations can be coupled with the first 

inspectionò. The DSC supports the examination upon arrival, but it can be a hardship on 

Organizers of smaller events to oversee this additional inspection.  

Endurance (CEI) events allow the examination upon arrival to be coupled with the first 

horse inspection; we suggest the same allowance for CAIs.  

 

BEL NF:  

The Belgian commission  think that the best person to decide if a horse is fit to compete is 

the FEI vet.  

His decission must only be confirmed by the PGJ.  

 

BEL proposed wording :  

(...)  

1.9 A re - inspection on the following day is only possible if no decision (accepted or not 

accepted) is made on the day of the Horse Inspection. The Horse must be presented 

by the same person as before. In all cases of further inspection or re - inspection, the 

FEI Veterinary Delegate will decide whether  the horse is fit to compete. The decision 

will be confirmed by the President of the Ground Jury. opinion of the VD must be made 

clear to the panel. Each member of the Ground Jury and the Veterinary Delegate will 

be issued with a voting slip on which they must check either a Yes or No box to indicate 

whether they consider the Horse fit to compete. After consideration of the veterinary 

opinion from both Veterinary Delegate(s)and holding box Veterinarian, these forms will 

be handed to the President of Jury who will announce the majority d ecision as to 

whether the Horse may compete. When there are two lanes of Horses of a same class 

being inspected the Ground Jury of both lanes will come together along with the 

Veterinary Delegate will come together from each lane.  

 

If there is an even numb er of Ground Jury members and Veterinary Delegates, then the 

Veterinary Delegateôs vote from that particular lane will be counted twice. There is no 

Appeal against this decision. It is compulsory to have a Veterinarian available in the 

holding box.  

 

(é) 

 

FRA NF:  

Unlike to articles 1038.6 and 1043 the opinion of VD is often contradicted by the voting of 

the judges. This may not happen and may be reminded during FEI Official courses and 

maybe underlined in the driving regulation.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The proposals that would allow for the FEI vet to make the decision on the fitness of the 

Horse to compete are not compatible with the Veterinary Regulations or the FEI General 

Regulations which specific that this is a Ground Jury decision. This system applies  across 

all disciplines and the FEI does not support have a different system for Driving.  

 

Proposed Wording  
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No change to original wording.  

 

Article 935 Examinations and Inspections of Horses  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

In order to clarify that the Athlete can substitute a Horse even when the Cones competition 

has started, the DTC proposes to modify the Article as per below.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

5.1 The In -Harness Inspection must be carried out before the turnout starts the Cones  

test any Horse starts Cones , only when Cones follow Marathon. It must be performed by an 

Inspecting Committee consisting of one Member of the Ground Jury together with the  

Veterinary Delegate, or the Veterinary Commission. The Inspection is obligatory at all 

Events when Cones follow Marathon. The Horse(s) must be presented by the Athlete 

himself; Competing without presenting will result in an Elimination   

 

 

Article No 935. 3.1  -   Examinations and Inspections of Horses  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC believes that  10 minutes is too long  after Section A or Controlled Warm Up . It goes 

against the ñwarm upò effect on the horse . For a control 5 minutes is enough.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

3.1.  This must take place at all Events during, and at the site of, the 10 5 minutes 

compulsory rest prior to the start of section B of Marathon. One Veterinarian is  responsible 

for this Inspection. It must be performed carefully but rapidly so that the Athlete has time 

to care for his Horses before the start of section B.  
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Art. 935.2 First Horse Inspection  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs  for the following reasons :  

 

FRA/NED NF:  

Veterinarians rules applied for driving (proposal send to Veterinarian & Driving 

departments)  

 

Article 1034 Horse Inspection Principles  

Horse inspection is a challenging in term of duration and cost regarding the officials panel 

required during 1 extra day in most of the shows. Nevertheless in order to keep a vet 

supervision before the start of the competition it could be added in the driv ing rules that 

when there is no horse inspection than there is an in harness inspection before dressage  

First horse inspection  

Ÿ Asphalt and pavements footing may not be allowed for this inspection. It is slippery, more 

than firm and in most of the case not flat. Driving is the only discipline which allow these 

footings. This is a non -sense for a horse inspection which should be similar between the 

different disciplines and as a normal sport footing.  

Extract of the FEI Code of conduct for the welfare of the horse  

b) Ground surfaces All ground surfaces on which Horses walk, train or compete must be 

designed and maintained to reduce factors that could lead to injury.  

Ÿ Asphalt and pavements are not at all part of the surfaces wished through the FEI code o f 

conduct.  

 

Ÿ Add CAI1* and CAI2* to the point 1 of this article in order to make the HI optional in 

those events as it is the case in the CIC. Few following articles may be update with this 

change.  

 

Ÿ Addition  : vet inspection cannot take pace on asphalt or pavements.  

 
Ÿ Vote process  : Support to the FEI DTC proposal from pages 33 and 34 from the 

GA18_Annex_19.3_Part 1_Memo with NFs comments  

 

 

HUN NF:  

 

The importance and implementation of the First Horse Inspection should be revalued, 

because this inspection can be done during the Examination on Arrival. The purpose of the 

First Horse Inspection can be achieved while identifying the horses, checking the 

vaccinations, blood tests and also examining fitness of horses when they arrive to the venue.  

The First Horse Inspection is a plus, unnecessary, time consuming part of the competition. 

With the cancellation of it, we would have a shorter event (one day) and the OCs could 

reduce the expenditures because Officials, including veterinarians with high per diem, would 

spend one day less at the venue.  

 

Article 935. 2. First Horse Inspection  

 

This must take place at all Events before the start of the first Competition  during the 

Examination on Arrival . It must be performed under the direction of the President of the 

Ground Jury, together with at least one judge  other Member of the Ground Jury , the 

Veterinary Delegate and/or the President of the Veterinary Commission.  

See Veterinary Regulations and Guidelines for OCs and Officials for details.  
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Remark: If First  Horse Inspection can not be integrated into Examination on Arrival, we have 

a suggestion about the place and footing of the First Horse Inspection : It must be important 

to have the same footing for this inspection as the dressage/cones arena has, so if t he arena 

is covered by artificial sand, HI should be done on sand, if it is grass, have grass covered 

place for the HI. Sometimes it is terrible to have old, cracked concrete or asphalt footing for 

this inspection which unduly bother the horses, because th ey hardly ever trot or compete 

on it.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

See FEI Feedback on Art. 935 above.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording   

 

Article 937 -  Weights and Dimensions  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

Propose to delete weight requirements from 937.4 & 937.4.2.  

With modern carriage designs and safety features, the rule of minimum weights for marathon 

carriages seems outdated. Modern carriage builders could create strong and safe vehicles that 

can support better horse welfare, but instead they are restricted by weight requirements. 

Additionally, carriages are rarely weighed at competition. The DSC recommends removing this 

requirement for all events.  

 

4. Marathon Carriages must  comply with the following:  

 

Class  Wheels  

Min  

Grooms  

Min.  

Weight  Width  

Horse Four - in -Hand  
4 

600 kg  
2 behind  125 cm  

Pony Four - in -Hand  300 kg  

Horse Pair  
4 

350 kg  
1 behind  125 cm  

Pony Pair  225 kg  

Horse Single  
4 

150 kg  
1 behind  125 cm  

Pony Single  90 kg  

 

4.1 In Marathon, all Carriages will be measured before the start of section B and the same 

Carriage must be used for all sections.  

 

4.2 The President of the Ground Jury will decide whether all, or a random selection, of 

Carriages will be weighed after Marathon.  

 

FRA NF  

For safety reason minimum weights may stay defined by the rules.  

A specific survey could be done but as an evidence, it would be dangerous to decrease the 

weight of single carriages.  
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NED NF:  

The USA NF proposed for the Rules Revision 2019 to delete the weight requirements from 

937.4 & 937.4.2. Herewith we want to inform you we definitely donôt support this change and 

leave this rules as it is now.  

 

HUN NF:  

As per rules, the minimum weight of a Horse Four - in -Hand marathon  carriage 600 kg. This 

weight must be reduced, because mainly the 2 wheeler horses pull the carriage in the 

obstacles, the 2 leader horses are not able to help pulling the carriage in the very technical 

marathon hazards. Comparing with the Horse Pairs ï mi n. weight 350 kg of the carriage ï 

the wheelers must carry much more weight, the carriage and the plus one groom.  

 

 

HUN NF:  

Article 937.4 Marathon Carriages must comply with the following:  

 

 

Class  Wheels  

Min  

Grooms  

Min.  

Weight  Width  

Horse Four - in -Hand  4 

600 kg  

450 kg  2 behind  125 cm  

Pony Four - in -Hand  300 kg  

Horse Pair  
4 

350 kg  
1 behind  125 cm  

Pony Pair  225 kg  

Horse Single  
4 

150 kg  
1 behind  125 cm  

Pony Single  90 kg  

 

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC prefers  to keep  the weights  requirements  as they are  for safety reason in order to 

avoid turnover s. 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording . 
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Article 938 -  Equipment  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

Propose  deleting Article 938.1  

While tradition is valuable, the DSC does not see the necessity of requiring lamps on 

Dressage carriages (with threat of penalty) in this modern sport. These additional 

unnecessary costs only add to the expenses that overall deter a thletes from continued 

participation.  

 

FRA NF:  

 

This article may not be regulated in the modern sport, especially with penalties applying.  

 

USA/ FRA NF:  

Article 938 Equipment  

1.  Dressage Carriages must be fitted with forward facing lamps and rear lamps or 

reflectors in dressage only (penalties: see Article 957). Lamps or reflectors are not 

compulsory in Cones.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC proposes  to change ñm ust ò to ñmayò, in order to give the choice to the athletes.  

 

Proposed Wording  

Article 938 Equipment  

1. Dressage Carriages must  may  be fitted with forward facing lamps and rear lamps 

or reflectors in dressage only (penalties: see Article 957). Lamps or reflectors are 

not compulsory in Cones.  
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Article No 939 ï Tyres & related art. 936 (CHART)  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

 
Remove restrictions on pneumatic or air - filled tires in marathon to modernize the sport.  

Article 939 Tyres   

 

1. Pneumatic or air - filled, tyres are only permitted in CAI1* as per Article 936.  

  

2. In all Competitions carriages must be fitted with iron or solid rubber tyres. The outer 

surface of the tyre must be smooth. Failure to comply results in an Elimination.   

  

3. Pneumatic tyres are permitted in Para Driving  

 

FEI Feedback:  

No change for 2020 ï A survey will be made for NFs to know their point of view for 

implementation in 2021 . 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording . 
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Art. 942 ï Safety  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

GER NF:  

 

Supporting personnel, medical assessment before continuing or next start in case of an 

accident.  

A medical assessment after an accident must also apply to the Athlete (= Driver) if such a 

rule is amended for Grooms on the carriage.  

Proposed articles: 942 or 943  

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

The FEI is working on developing a medical assessment system  for Athletes and Grooms  

throughout all the disciplines.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording . 
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Article no. 943 -  Participation  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add these lines in order to help judging the Para Drivers that are 

competing in Able Bodied competitions. This way, the Stewards, TD, etc. know about the 

specifications. These specifications are also on the Master List.  

 

Proposed Word ing  

 

(é) 

2.6. The Athlete is the only person allowed to handle the reins, use whip and brake 

throughout each Competition. Each contravention of this Rule, even if to prevent an 

accident, will result in 20 penalties. However, a Groom may handle the reins and brakes 

without penalty in all Competitions provided the carriage remains stationary.  

 

2.6.1.  Para Driving Athletes from nominated profiles may compete with the whip held 

/used by groom, the brake operated by the groom, and the groom holding the finger loop 

but m ust have this noted on the Masterlist following classification evaluation.  

(é) 

 

2.7.1 Para Driving: A Para Driver may be attached on the carriage for support with a lap 

belt or a 4 point belt, but there must be a quick release system . 

 

2.7. 12. For Para Driving Athletes, in addition ref. to Annex 8.  

 

(é) 
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Article no. 945 ï Outside Assistance  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add these lines in order to help judging the Para Drivers that are 

competing in Able Bodied competitions. This way, the Stewards, TD, etc. know about the 

specifications. These specifications are also on the Master List.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

(é) 

 

2.1.5 Para Driving Athletes from nominated profiles may compete with the whip held 

/used by groom, and /or  the groom holding the finger loop but must have this noted on the 

Masterlist following classification evaluation.  

 

2. 1.6  Grooms of Para Driving Athletes must sit so that he/she can help in case of need.  

The event Organiser or the Technical Delegate has the right to disapprove the position of 

the groom on the vehicle.  

 

(é) 
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Article 947.3 -  Declaration of starters  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA/NED NF:  

WE can understand this rule for Championships, but suggests removing the requirement of 

horse declarations from CAIs. This only adds extra paper work and respo nsibilities for all 

when it does not matter which horses start in each competition phase once inspected.  

 

 

947 Declaration of starters  

2.  At CAIOs, Chefs d'équipe (At CAIs -  the Athletes) must declare in writing at least one 

hour before the scheduled start time of the Competition the names of the Athletesô 

Horses, chosen from those already definitely entered and approved at the first Horse 

Inspection, who will be starting in each Competition.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

The DTC changed the Article 947.3, in order to all ow the Athlete to declare only once the 

horses that will participate in each competition in CAIs.  

 

 

NF Proposed Wording  

Article 947 Declaration of starters  

 

1.  In CAIOs and Championships, the Chefs dôEquipe must declare, in writing, the 

composition of the team and declare the names of the individual Athletes at the latest 

one hour after the first Horse Inspection.  

 

2.  The declaration of starters may not take place before the end of the first Horse 

Inspection.  

 

3.  Chefs d'Equipe  (At CAIOs and Championships)  (At CAIs -  the Athletes )  must declare in 

writing at least one hour before the scheduled start time of the Competition the names 

of the Athletesô Horses, chosen from those already definitely entered and approved at 

the first Horse Inspection, who will be starting in each Competition.  

Athletes  (At CAIs)  must nominate  before the draw the participating  Horses for all 

Competition s. 
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Article 948 -  Starting Order  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

FRA NF:  

We would suggest to adapt the marathon starting order. This in order to prevent that team 

members can follow each other and so not give the opportunity of a good team 

management.  
 

GER /BEL / NED NF:  

OK, we would lik e to add our last yearôs proposal that a similar procedure should be used 

for the Marathon starting order in Team Events art. 948.2.2:  

The Nationsô order and the blocks stay the same, the individual drivers are positioned 

in reverse order of the Dressage Ranking into the blocks A,C,E, the Team Drivers 

positions are placed by the CdEs into blocks B, D, F .  

 

In all equestrian disciplines it is unanimously agreed that for team competitions (excluding 

a final that also counts individually), the Chef dôEquipe has the right to decide in which order 

the team members will start.  

 

USA and FRA proposed wording:  

 

948 Starting order  

2.2.  Starting order for Marathon for CAIOs and Championships  

 

A second draw will be done after the Dressage;  

 The Athletes are divided in two groups along the Dressage result with the group 

A (the worse placed 50%) and the group B (better placed 50%).  

If there is an odd number of Athletes the group A will be the bigger one.  

a)  Each group is drawn separately by the Chef dôequipes or by the Individuals 

themselves.  

a)  The B -group will be listed always second.  

 

 

Keep the process of blocks from dressage starting order and number drawn by chefs 

dô®quipe for the dressage. 
Ÿ Individuals should be listed in reverse order of the dressage ranking and splitted in  the 

groups A, C, E.  
Ÿ Fill the 3 team memberôs places from the groups B, D, F in reverse order of the dressage 

ranking.  
 
 

Other proposal first one is not wished : Chefs dôEquipe may set the order of their team 

drivers using the starting places from the groups B, D, F. This order may be different than 

the one of the dressage  

 

NED NF:  

We would like to propose to make a starting order according to the World Cup Qualifier 

ranking of the Top Driver Award ranking.  

Put all competitors in order of the ranking (for example 30 drivers). Divide this into  

groups and make a draw in these 3 groups (with a max of 4 groups for singles). You can  

also  draw the 3 groups. In this way, the circumstances between the direct opponents  

remain the same and this is also more attractive for the spectators.  
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HUN NF:  

The main purpose of these proposals is to change penalty system to second based 

evaluation of the athletes at driving events. If it is accepted by the DC all penalty / penalty 

points word must be changed into seconds in the rules logically.  

 

1.1.2  Starting Orde r for the second and third Competitions for CAIs  

The Athletes will go in reverse order of the results in the previous Competition(s). The 

Starting order will be:  

a) Retired Athletes, followed by  

b) Eliminated Athletes, followed by  

c) The Athletes competing  twice with their turnout in the highest placing, followed by  

d) The remaining Athletes, commencing with the highest number of seconds penalties , so 

that Athlete with the least number of  seconds penalties  achieved without Retirement or 

Elimination will start last.  

 

(é) 

 

2.3. Starting order for Cones for CAIOs and Championships  

  

The Athletes will go in reverse order of the results in Dressage and Marathon  Cross 

Country Driving , so that the Athlete with the most penalty points  seconds  from Driven 

Dressage and Marathon  Cross Country Driving  will go first and the Athlete with the fewest 

Penalties  seconds  goes last. In the event of equal Driven Dressage and Marathon Cross 

Country penalties  seconds , the result of the Marathon decides.  

  

The starting order will be:  

  

a) Retired Athletes, followed by  

b) Eliminated Athletes, followed by  

c) The remaining Athletes, commencing with the one with the highest number of penalties  

seconds  af ter Dressage and  Marathon  Cross Country Driving , so that the Athlete with the 

least number of  penalties  seconds  achieved without Retirement or Elimination will start last.  

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

No Change for 2020 -  the system was changed in 2018  and it will remain as it is for a few 

years, in order to truly test it.  

 

The system should be kept for 2020, with the below changes, to make it more logical and 

practical.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

1.1.2  Starting Order for the second and third Competitions for  CAIs  

The Athletes will go in reverse order of the results in the previous Competition(s).  

The Starting order will be:  

a)  The Athletes competing twice with their turnout in the highest placing, followed 

by  

a) b)  Retired Athletes, followed by  

b) c)  Eliminated Athletes, followed by  

The Athletes competing twice with their turnout in the highest placing, followed by  

The remaining Athletes, commencing with the highest number of penalties, so that Athlete 

with the least number of penalties achieved without Retirement or Elimination will start 

last.  
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Article 950  -  The Arena  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

NED NF:  

We recognizes a problem for Organizers in the length of Dressage tests; the amount of 

time required for each entry is restrictive. We would like to suggest two different the 

following;  

 

Shorten the arena to 80m x 40m, which would also be easier on new facilities to support 

a CAI, or (cf. Art 951)  

 

Art. 950  

1. The Driven Dressage arena must be   80m 100m x 40m and laid out in accordance with 

the Annexes for all classes at Championship and CAIO events and for all classes of Four - in -

Hand at CAI Events.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The art. 950 .2  gives the possibility for CAI s Singles and Pairs to have a smaller arena.  

 

The DTC decided to change Art 950.1  and 950.2 in order  to give the opportunity for all pony 

classes, including Pony CAIOs and Championships to use a smaller arena.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  
 

1.  The Driven Dressage arena must be 100m x 40m and laid out in accordance with the 

Annexes for all classes at Championship and CAIO events and for all classes of Four -

in -Hand at CAI Events  except Pony CAIOs and Championships where the size must 

be 80x40m.  
 

2.  At CAI Events a smaller arena, measuring 80m x 40m and laid out in accordance with 

the Annexes, may be used for all classes of Singles ,  and Pairs  and Pony Four - in -

Hand , in which case the loops of the serpentine must be reduced from five to three.  
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Article 951  -  Driven Dressage Tests  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

The DSC recognizes a problem for Organizers in the length of Dressage tests; the amount 

of time required for each entry is restrictive. We are split between two different suggestions:  

1. shorten the arena to 80m x 40m, which would also be easier on new facilities to support 

a CAI, or  

2. re -write the Dressage tests to end within 6 minutes.  

 

FRA NF:  

Dressa ge tests should be shorter especially for Children and more progressive from an age  
class to the next one. Nowadays YD test is less challenging than J one . 
 
 

NED NF:  

In Para Driving two Grades are distinguished, but there is no difference in difficulty of the 

dressage tests. We would like to plead for different levels for different Grade s (like for Para 

Dressage)  

NED NF would like to suggest to revise the dressage tests every four years for Driving 

and Para Driving.  

 

HUN NF:  

Much shorter driven dressage tests are needed ï the length must be maximum 6 minutes  

 

FEI Feedback:  

A new Dress age  test will be created on 80x 40 arena for Four - in -Hand and tested before 

implementation of such change.  

 

A new diagram of the 80x40 arena with changed proportion is proposed in the annexes.   

 

The Driving Technical Committee  will work on two  different Dressa ge t ests for the two Para 

Driving Grades in 2021.  

 

Proposed Wording  

No change to proposed wording . 
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Article no. 955 ï General Impression  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add this Article in order to allow Para Drivers competing in Able -Bodied 

competitions to execute the One -Handed movements with two hands, when allowed on the 

Master List and thus giving them the maximum score of 4 if the figure is well executed. This 

reflects the decision that was communicated in February 2018.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

(é) 

 

2.2 Para Driving Athletes in able -bodies competitions  

Athletes may salute with a nod of their head only. Hats may must  not be removed at the 

salute, and contact must be maintained on the reins during the halt and salute.  

 

2.3. Para Driving Athletes are allowed to do one handed movements with two hands, when 

mentioned in the Classification Master List of active Para Driving Athletes  following the 

classification of the Athlete.  

 

(é) 
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Article No. 958 ï Classification  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

NED NF:  

 

Because the balance with dressage is completely gone we would like to propose to work 

with percentages (the same as in eventing). This will also increase the important of the 

marathon. More unity also between the disciplines, will give more clarity to the discipline 

driving and the spectators.  

 

With this change we donôt support the change of increasing the penalties from 0,25pts/sec 

to 0,3pts/sec. This will have too much impact.  

 

HUN NF:  

 

At the moment, we have the results in penalty points. The scoring program calculates the 

results not only in penalty points, but in PERCENTAGE, too. We suggest a new calculation 

because the driven dressage tests are long and boring ï spectators do not understand the 

tests, the judgement is very subjective, 90% of the ath letes do not have the chance to be 

better at marathon or cones after dressage, it is impossible to reduce the gap or to finish 

with higher placings at the overall ranking. All these come from the penalty based calculation 

of the dressage competition.  

Dressage is overrated ï the final result of an event is decided in a competition  

what spectators can not understand, so they do not watch it and because of  

this reason, media does not broadcast it. It would be much easier to understand the 

percentage based  calculation for the athletes and spectators, too. We would not rate the 

athletes with penalties because they have not made any mistakes, only they have achieved 

results. Nowadays, any type of achievement is evaluated in percentage, so why not to use 

this calculation system in driving?  

 

Remark: Use the same judging method as now with 3 or 5 judges ï calculating the points 

and percentages as we usually do. After having the results in %, we calculate the seconds 

(see the calculation of Gothenburg below), in t his way we could get realistic, second based 

rating and scoring system, not only in dressage, but in marathon and cones -  mentioned 

later.  

 

Article 958 Classification  

(é) 

1.3 Penalties are only awarded by the President of the Ground Jury at C. Any penalti es will 

be deducted from the adjusted average score and the final total will be deducted from 160 

to obtain the penalties for the Test  and the achieved percentage will be used forward . 

 

1.4 Scores, percentages and seconds will be calculated to two decimal places.  

 

1.5. The 1st placed athlete will have 0 second and from the 2nd placed athlete, we would 

calculate: all athletes have the differential between the % of the 1st placed athlete and his 

own % and converted into seconds. 1 % difference means 1 second for the athletes.  
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1.5 1.6 The Athlete with the lowest score in penalties zero second will be the winner of 

Driven Dressage.  

 

Example:  

 

 

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording . 
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Article 959 General  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC reckons  that there is no judgement of pace during the marathon competition and 

therefore proposes to remove its mention from the Article  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

1.  The objective of Marathon is to test the fitness, stamina and training of the Horses, 

and the driving skill , judgment of pace  and general horsemanship of the Athlete.  
 

 

 

 

 

Chapter XII Marathon  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

HUN NF:  

Calling this competition Marathon is old fashioned, time has gone and previous marathon 

has been changed. These days, athletes drive not real, traditional marathon  like 25 -35 

years ago, we have much shorter sections. So, we need to rename the competition and 

call cross country driving.  

 

 

Chapter XII -  Marathon  Cross Country Driving  

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

The DTC is looking for a better term for the Marathon Competition. For 2020, the name will 

stay as it is.  

 

 Proposed Wording  

No change to proposed wording . 
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Article 960 .3  ï Marathon sections  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

The three -section option only adds to the Organizer and Officialsô challenges; this can 

simplify CAI2*/3*s. Additionally, this can provide a difference between the 2*/3*and 4* 

levels.  

 

DEN NF:  

Seems too difficult to administrate as a replacement for phase A, with phase A rules and 

penalties. Could be replaced just as a warm -up, not being a part of the competition.  

 

FRA NF:  

This 10 minutes -Rest often contravenes the ñwarm-upò effects of Section A, this is an horse 

welfare issue. Before to start in B section horses donôt need a ñlongò rest like it was 

necessary due to the heavy/fast sections from the past.  

After being inspected by FEI officials horses need to have a small rest and get warmed 

properly before the start of B. The first obstacle is coming only few hundred meters from 

the s tart.  

Drivers may choose to use a warm up obstacle or to keep more time to rest.  

 

Transfer section after a controlled warm up is useless when the start of B section is closed.  

We suggest to add :  
Ÿ In case of controlled warm up instead of phase A, the Transfer section is not compulsory.  

 

3.1.  
Ÿ Inspection  

Ÿ Rest : 6 minutes. Walk or halt only.  

Ÿ Neutral zone : 4 min. Warm up zone with an indoor type obstacle or space to warm. Free 

paces.  

 

3.7. Turn outs may only stand or walk within the rest area  

 

USA NF:  

The US Driving Sport Committee requests further clarification of the ócontrolled warm-upô 

rules, upon receiving practical experience and feedback from events and Officials.  

Currently, the rules do not specify to what degree the controlled warm -up is considered 

part of the competition. What rules are to be followed and implemented by the judge, 

veterinarian and steward who are present? Upon review, the Officials may appreciate more 

guidance in this a rea.  

 

BEL / NED NF:  

We suggest the rules for a ĂControlled Warm-upñ replacing Phase A (and also in fact T) to 

be reworded in the sense of the other Driving Competitions : this Warm -up is NOT part of 

the Marathon Competition , but proper rules for Stewarding there have to be established 

including the use of a training obstacle and a compulsory ĂHarness and Health checkñ for 

each turnout  

Phase A without penalties and a fixed start time for B section . 

 

NED NF:  

960.3.1  

3.1. There must be a compulsory rest of not less than 10 minutes in the designated rest 

area prior to the start of Section B.  
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Not compulsory in a ñcontrolled warm upò but horse/bit / harness check as art. 960.1.7  

 

GER NF:  

Delete the Transfer section; to  be replaced by a ñneutralò section in case of necessity for 

all CAI* categories.  

At each Marathon competition with two phases rest of 10 minutes including horse 

inspection/ bit/ harness check as in article 960.1.7 and safety check is compulsory.  

 

To be ad ded: Article 960.1.7 (alternative option to Phase A: controlled warm -up) to be 

amended:  Not part of the Marathon competition, but Stewarding Rules etc. to apply.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC agree s that the 10 minutes rest period after the Section A contravenes the Warm 

Up effect of the Section A. Therefore, the DTC decided to remove it , and to change it to 5 

minutes in order to give the time to perform the Horse/Bit/Harness/Carriage check . The 

belo w is proposed.  

 

Proposed Wording  

Article 960 The Course  

 

1.7.  As an alternative option to the Phase A there can be used  a controlled Warm -up 

(min 30 minutes before starting time) in a designated warm -up arena with 

minimum 7000 square metres, properly stewarded, with a judge and veterinarian 

in attendance.  

A marathon - type obstacle for preparation purposes should be provided. Horse 

inspection and bit/harness control 5 10 minutes before the start in Section B is 

compulsory.  

(é) 
 

3.  A There must be a  5 minutes compulsory rest must be done before the start of 

section B to allow a Horse/Bi t /Harnes s/Carriage  (as Art. 960.1.7) safety  check of 

the turnout . must be made before the start of Marathon  and  during the 10 minute 

hold  at the end of the Transfer Section (Option 1) or Section A (Option 2) 

Compulsory rests.  

 

3.0.  There must be a compulsory rest of not less than 10 minutes in the designated rest 

area prior to the start of Section B. Not compulsory in a ñcontrolled warm upò but 

horse/bit / harness check as art. 960.1.7  

 

3.0.  The area of the compulsory rest should, if possible, provide some shade and must 

be large enough to accommodate three turnouts at once and have room for 

additional motor vehicles.  

 

3.1.  Water must be available provided  at the start of Section B. at the rest area for the 

Horses.  

 

3.1.  A farrier must be available at the Start of Section B rest area . If the Athlete has to 

wait for the Farrier for any reason beyond his control, then the Athlete will be 

credited with that time.  

3.1.  In e xceptional circumstances, the minimum time required for the Compulsory Rest 

may be increased by the President of the Jury in consultation with the Technical 

Delegate.  

 

3.1.  If a Horse is not accepted by the Veterinarian at the res t area  after 10 minutes the 

Horse and Athlete will be Eliminated.  
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3.2.  Turnouts may only stand or walk within the rest area . 

 

Article no. 960.3.8 ï The Course  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

Currently, there are no mentions on when the CS/TD should verify the quick release 

systems of the Para Driving athlete, therefore, the DTC proposes to add this article in 

order to clarify.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

(é) 

 

3. 5. Para Driving: quick release  systems to secure a wheelchair and lap belts or 4 points 

belts with a quick release system must be checked by the Technical Delegate and /or the 

Chief Steward before the start of the marathon.  

 

(é) 

 

 

Article 960.6 ï The Course  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

 

The US Driving Sport Committee proposes deleting these rules altogether, as they 

complicate the sport for very little purpose. It is rare for an athlete to be at any other pace 

than walk or trot coming in to the finish.  

 

6. Paces   

  

6.1. The finish of Section B must not be more than 300 m from the exit of the last 

Obstacle unless the Technical Delegate grants an exception. If the last obstacle is situated 

within 300 m of the finish, the Athletes may stop within 30 m of the out gate of  the 

obstacle to repair a broken or detached harness without penalty. A 30 m marker will be 

placed on the track to indicate this point if the last obstacle is within 300 m of the finish.   

  

6.2. Between last obstacle (or 300 m) and finish, pace must be trot or walk only. The Athlete 

will accumulate one penalty point for each five seconds the turnout is not at the walk or 

trot.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

The DTC finds this Article important for the safety. Therefore, no changes will be proposed.   

Proposed Wording  
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No change to proposed wording   

 

Article 960.6.2 The Course  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The marked -up part has been added in order to clarify the exact distances where a 

turnout must be trotting or walking.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

 

6.2 Between the 30 meter sign of the last obstacle (or 300 m) and finish, pace must be 

trot or walk only. The Athlete will accumulate one penalty point for each five seconds 

the turnout is not at the walk or trot.  
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Article 961 -  Obstacles in Section B  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

Propose shortening entry/exit distance to obstacle.  

With 10 m distances, the speeds wonôt be excessive and dismounted grooms wonôt be left 

behind.  

--  

 

With Athletes increasing speeds in obstacles, increasing the minimum width of compulsory 

gates in obstacles is more horse - friendly. Most obstacle gates are already being built at 3 

m widths anyway.  

 

961.3  

3.  Design and Construction of Obstacles  

 

3.1.  The number of each Obstacle must be clearly displayed on the post supporting the 

Red Entry Flag.  

 

3.2.  The Entry and Exit of each Obstacle must be marked by Red and White Flags (red on 

the right and white on the lef t), not less than 20  10 m from the nearest lettered gate, unless 

the Technical Delegate grants an exception. After the finish line of each obstacle a 30 m 

sign must be established. A dismounted groom in an obstacle must be back on the carriage 

before the r ear axle passes the sign.  

 

(é) 

 

4.4.  The minimum width of a compulsory gate is 2.50  3 m.  

 

 

FRA NF wishes that 961.3 and 961.4.4. stays the same for the following reasons:  

Concerning the width, this is a minimum so it means that even with the current rules it is 

possible to have wider gates.  

A change to 3m as it has been proposed last year would not benefit to the sport.  

Current regulation may stay the same. A change to 2, 75m may be planed for the future 

but must be anticipated over 2 -3 years to let OCs ad apt their obstacles.  

 

The more important stay the :  

-  Building from OC and obstacle builder  

-  Lettering from course designer  

-  Skills from horses and drivers  

 

 

HUN NF:  

 

961.3 There are many obstacles, the routes in obstacles that are not enjoyable or 

spectacular for athletes and for the spectators, too ï the obstacles have become forests of 

narrow poles. These obstacles are boring, not interesting, moreover, not horse friendly 

ones and do not serve the main purposes of Cross Country Driving.  

 

Article 9 61.3 Design and Construction of Obstacle  

(é) 
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3.11 At least 50% of the obstacles on Section B must include, must be constructed with 

natural elements like hill, forest, bridge, lake, stream etc.  

 

Article 961.5 Dislodgeable/detachable elements  

 

961.5 At some events the dislodgeable elements do not serve realistic functions, do not 

protect horses or athletes.  

 

5.4. The number of dislodgeable/detachable elements must not exceed  24 in total  1 per 

obstacle . Athletes will incur two penalties  10 seconds  for each element dislodged.  

 

Remark: One of the obstacle judges needs to have a flag, so when the element in the 

obstacle is dislodged, he must sign this mistake with the flag, so instant info can be sent 

to the other judges and spectators that  a mistake happened in the obstacle.  

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

USA proposal:  

The committee is not in favor to change 3.2 as it believes 10 meters is not enough to stop 

the Horses. It is contrary to the Safety. Many obstacles throughout all the venues  would 

have to be rebuilt and it is not feasible.  

 

Regarding the point 4.2, as mentioned by the FRA federation, the distance is a minimum so 

Course Builders are free to create larger gates.  

 

HUN proposal:  

 

The Driving Technical committeeôs main goal is to promote the Driving sport and to increase 

the number of Events. Therefore, the point 3.11 would be detrimental to the sport as there 

arenôt a lot of Organisers who would be able financially and realistically to have 50% of 

obstacles constructed with natura l elements. Currently, the Rules give Organisers the choice 

to decide whether or not they want to incorporate natural elements.  

However, the Driving Technical Committee decided to add a mention about Natural Elements 

to the Guidelines for OCs.  

 

Regarding P oint 5.4., the Driving Technical Committee is currently reviewing the whole 

classification system for Driving competitions and therefore will not change this Article for 

this year, however this remark will be taken into consideration.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

No change to proposed wording  
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Article no. 962 ï Inspection of the Course  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

A Para Driver who is unable to walk the course should be authorized to use his MV to walk 

the course. This is already in the master list.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

(é) 

 

3.5. The Obstacles may only be inspected on foot. No motor vehicles or bicycles may be 

taken inside any part of an obstacle. Failure to comply will be penalised by the issue of a 

Warning for the first infringement and a Yellow Warning Card for the second. Athletes with 

disabilities must obtain dispensation from the Organiser to be exempt from this Article and 

their vehicles clearly identified.  

3.5.1 Para Driving  Athletes from nominated profiles may use a  Motor Vehicle to walk the 

course (MVWC) but must have this noted on the Masterlist following classification 

evaluation.  

 

(é) 

 

 

Article no. 964 ï Penalties on the Marathon Course  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC proposes to add these lines in order to help judging the Para Drivers that are 

competing in Able Bodied competitions. This way, the Stewards, TD, etc. know about the 

specifications. These specifications are also on the Master List.  

 

Proposed Word ing  

 

(é) 

 

1. Whips  

Whips, if carried, may only be used by the Athlete. Failure to comply will incur 20 

penalties.  

 

1.1  Para Driving Athletes from nominated profiles may compete with the whip held /used 

by groom but must have this noted on the Masterlist  following classification evaluation.  

 

 

(é) 
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Article 965 & 973 Obstacles in Section B  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The Driving Technical Committee proposes to always use the  terminology ñthe whole 

turnoutò. (Apart from the time keeping articles.) 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Art. 965  

 

(é) 

2.6.  An Athlete is not considered to have passed through a Compulsory Gate in an 

Obstacle until the whole  complete turnout has passed between the Flags denoting the 

Compulsory Gate.  

 

(é) 

 

Art. 973  

(é) 

5.2.  The  whole entire  turnout must pass between the markers. Failure is considered as 

Disobedience (see Art. 975.7.3 and 975.7.6).  

(é) 

5.5.  Each distinct section of a Closed multiple obstacle (Ls, Us and Boxes) must be 

clearly marked, in different colours (See Annexes). The whole entire turnout must pass 

between these markers in the correct alphabetical order.  

(é) 
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Scoring System for Combin ed Driving Competitions  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

GER NF:  

 

As successfully realised in Eventing, the Dressage score should be calculated as follows 

and taken into account for the combined ranking:  

 

The Dressage score is converted into penalty points:  

100 minus percentage of Dressage results,  

i. e. a Dressage resu lt (without any coefficients) in percent is deducted from 100 and 

counts as penalties.  

Example  : Result of 65.63 % = 34.37 (or 34.4 if rounded) penalty points  

 

Penalties from Marathon and cones are added subsequently throughout the competition.  

Attached please find some results from 2018 competitions recalculated with the new 

scoring system.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021.  

 

 Proposed Wording  

No change to proposed wording  
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Article 966 Examinations and Inspections of Horses  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

In order to be in line with Art. 935.3.1: ñOne Veterinarian is responsible for this Inspection. 

It must be performed carefully but rapidly so that the Athlete has time to care for his Horses 

before the start of section B.ò, the mandatory member of the Ground Jury is removed. 

 

 

Proposed Wording  

Article 966 Judges  

1.  Positions  

 

1.0.  One Member of the Ground Jury must be at the compulsory rest before 

Section B.  The Judge should act on the advice of the Veterinary Delegate to 

decide whether the Horses are in a fit condition to continue the Competition. 

The Judge must also supervise the measuring of the carriages and 

correctness of the Harnessing. See Articles 937 & 940.  
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Article 968 -  Classification  
 

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

HUN NF:  

Scoring is not in penalties, but second based as mentioned at Driven Dressage.  

 

1. Conversion of time to penalties  Calculation of seconds (Scoring method):  

1.1. The total time taken by the Athlete in the obstacles will be recorded to hundredths 

second , and penalties will be calculated to two decimal places. .Any time over the Time 

Allowed in each of the Sections, will be multiplied by 0.25  and any time under the 

Minimum Time in Sections A and B will be multiplied by 0.25. will be added. The penalties 

Seconds for under Minimum Time plus  penalties  seconds  for over time allowed and the 

total obstacle times shall be added to any other driving penalties seconds  seconds  

received for mistakes on sections or in obstacles to determine the final score in seconds  

for each Athlete in Marathon Cross Country Driving.  

1.2 For Athletes who are Eliminated or Retire, see Article 911.  

1.3 The Athlete with the lowest number of penalties seconds will be the winner of the 

Competition.  

1.4 In the event of an equality of  penalties  seconds , the Athletes will be placed on equal 

rank.  

1.5 Results after Cross Country Driving (A+B): adding the seconds from Driven Dressage 

and Cross Country Driving together. The reverse order of A+B result determines the 

starting order for Con es.  

 

Remark: Some examples of the mistakes and errors in seconds not including the whole 

chart.  

 

Article 969 Summary of Penalties in Marathon Cross Country Driving and in Combined 

Marathon  

Athletes are liable to the following penalties seconds in  Marathon : Cross Country Driving:  
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FEI Feedback:  

 

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording  
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Article 967 -  Officials and related articles  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA/NED NF:  

Propose simplifying these requirements for Organizers, possibly even deleting Ground 

Observer rules altogether.  

 

The need for ground observers is becoming difficult and less necessary;  with few 

volunteers this position is last to fill, many Course Designers are utilizing less compulsory 

turning flags on course, some compulsory flags are not visible on course which makes it 

unenforceable, and the sport has developed enough that the resul ts do not focus on 

compulsory turning flags.   

 

960 The Course  

 

5.  Compulsory turning flags  

 

5.3.  Ground Observers must record the Athleteôs track through the compulsory turning 

flags; If any compulsory turning flags are missed out or passed in the wrong sequence, the 

details must be reported to the member of the Ground Jury or Technical Delegate as soon 

as possible.  

 

Article 967 Officials  

 

Ground observers  

 

1.1.  Ground observers should be allocated positions around the Course by the Technical 

Delegate from which they can observe the most critical compulsory turning flags.  

 

1.2.  Ground observers must be given the starting order of Athletes, together with copies 

of Instructions and the Ground Observers Report and a Control sheet.  

 

1.3.  Ground observers mu st report all incidents for which an Athlete may be penalised, 

and any other information, to the President of the Ground Jury or Member of the Ground 

Jury periodically and at the end of their period of duty.  

 

1.4.  Ground observers cannot Eliminate or other wise penalize Athletes. It is the 

responsibility of the Ground Jury to impose appropriate penalties.  

 

1.5.  After the Competition, Ground observers must remain in the vicinity of the 

Secretaryôs Office until dismissed by the President of the Ground Jury. 

 

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC proposes to keep t he Ground Observers remain.  

The PGJ needs to check the Compulsory Turning Flags.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording  
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Article 969 Summary of Penalties in Marathon and in Combined Marathon  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

The DTC believes that Elimination is the correct penalty regarding the following breaches.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Article 969 Summary of Penalties in Marathon and in Combined Marathon  

 

Finishing Section B with less Horses 

than required.  

931  Disqualification Elimination  
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Article 971 Competitions  
  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

HUN NF:  

 

At a CAI event there can be 4 different types of competitions, but examining the last 5 

years, mainly Fault Competition is organized (except for Aachen or Lähden once a year). 

The rest of the competition formats (with winn ing round or in 2 phase) are unnecessary 

and redundant. We suggest to have only one type counting for the final results of CAI 

event, based on seconds like Time Competition.  

 

Article 971 Competition  

1. The Fault Competition shall be used in Driving Events.  

 

1.1 The Fault Competition is conducted on the basis of penalties for obstacles knocked 

down and for exceeding the Time Allowed. The score from this round will always be used 

solely to decide the Final Classification in all Events.  

 

1.2 There may be a Driv e-off between all Athletes with zero penalties, or equality of 

penalties, to determine the winner of Cones.  

 

1.1 The Time Competition  

 

1.2 The Time Competition is conducted on the basis of the time in seconds taken by 

Athletes to complete the Course, wit h any penalties  seconds  for faults converted to 

penalty seconds. Time Competition are only to be used to will determine the placings in 

Cones and also counting for the final results.  

 

2. Competition in two Phases  

 

The result of the first section may solely be used for the final results of the Combined 

Driving Event.  

3. Competition with a Winning Round  

 

4.1 This Competition is run over one round according to penalties and time which will 

count for the final classif ication in the Driving Event, and a Winning Round to determine 

the placings in Cones.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC prefers to k eep  this article in order to leave the choice to the OCs to run the format 

they want .  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording  
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Article 972 ï Cones competition summary  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

USA NF:  

 

Propose clarification:  as noted in Annex 5, when offering alternate options, the official 

distance is measured by the longest route.  

 

1.2.  Alternative options: A maxiumum of two (2) single obstacles may offer an 

alternative single option (see Annex 7).  The official distance must be measured 

by the longest route.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

The DTC proposes to change Art 972 and 973 as below, in order to clarify the way to 

measure properly the cones course and indicate the distance measured with a dotted line.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

Article 972 The Course  

1.  Building and Measuring the Course  

 

1.2.  The Course Designer is responsible, under the supervision of the Technical 

Delegate, for laying out, marking and measuring the Course and building the 

obstacles. The Course Designer must indicate with a dotted line on the 

course plan how the length of the course was measured. The President of 

the Ground Jury must ensure that the length of the Course was measured 

accurately.  

 

1.3.  The Arena should be not less than 70 m x 120 m or an equivalent area. 

Should this not be possible the number of obstacles must be redu ced 

accordingly, unless an exception is granted by the Technical Delegate.  

 

1.4.  The starting and finishing lines may not be more than 40 m nor less than 20 

m from the first and last obstacles respectively.  

 

1.5.  The number of obstacles may not exceed 20 (except. 97 9.3) and for 

Children, the number may not exceed 15.  

 

1.6.  The length of the Course must be between 500 m and 800 m, for Children it 

may be shorter.  

 

1.7.  Courses must be laid out so that Athletes have a chance to maintain a 

reasonably fast pace throughout the major  part of the Course. Certain 

obstacles, and combinations of obstacles such as open and closed multiples, 

will inevitably slow down the pace, but such a layout should be limited to a 

small proportion of the whole Course.  

 

1.8.  All obstacles should be visible fro m the Judgesô boxes. 

 

1.9.  The President of the Ground Jury must walk the course to inspect it before 

the start of the Competition. The course is the track which the driving Athlete 

must follow when competing, from passing the start in the correct direction 
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up to the finish. The length must be measured accurately to the nearest 

metre taking account, particularly on the turns, the normal line to be 

followed by the Horse(s). This normal line must pass through the middle of 

the obstacles.  If there is an alternative , the official distance has to be 

measured by the longest route.  

 

Article 973 Obstacles  

 

6.  Plan of the Course  

 

6.1.  At least one and a half hours before the start of the Competition for each 

class in the Event, a plan of the Course  with a dotted line how the length  

was measured , signed off by the Course Designer and the President of the 

Ground Jury, must be given to the Athletes and be posted in the Collecting 

Ring showing the length, speed in metres per minute and the Time Allowed 

for that Class. Should the t iming be adjusted by the Ground Jury, this will 

be announced by the Commentator.  

 

 

  



  

45 

Article 972 .1.2.  ï The Course  (Cones)  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

 

HUN NF:  

 

This Rule was written by Prince Philip, when it was only for Four in Hands, you could not 

circle or cross your own line, go through the Start/Finish nor pass through an Open 

Multiple.  

Many organizers do no have an area of this size available and we feel that an area of 100 

x 40 m should be sufficient.  After all, it is up to the Course Designer to lay out a course 

which fits in the available space.  

 

FRA NF :  

 

The minimum size of the arena could decrease as the sport has evolved and also to make it 

more feasible from OC point of vue.  

972.1. 2  

1.2.  The Arena should be not less than 70 m x 120 m  60 m x 100 m  or an equivalent 

area. Should this not be possible the number of obstacles must be reduced accordingly, 

unless an exception is granted by the Technical Delegate.  

 

Alliance of Driving Organisers:  

 

This Rule was written by Prince Philip, when it was only for Four in Hands, you could not 

circle or cross your own line, go through the Start/Finish nor pass through an Open 

Multiple.  

Many organizers do no have an area of this size available a nd we feel that an area of 100 

x 40 m should be sufficient.  After all, it is up to the Course Designer to lay out a course 

which fits in the available space.  

 

1.2.  The Arena should be not less than 70 m x 120 m  40 m x 100 m  or an equivalent 

area. Should this not be possible the number of obstacles must be reduced accordingly, 

unless an exception is granted by the Technical Delegate.  

 

NED NF:  

 

We propose to change the size of the Arena for the Cones.  

As sport has developed and drivers/vehicles are more proficient, this large arena size is 

not necessary. Preferable the arena should be min. 5000m2 (no mentioning lenght and 

width). Should this not be possible, the TD can give an exception (for example usi ng the 

dressage arena 40 x 100)  

 

1.2. The Arena should be not less than 70m x120m  5000m 2  or an equivalent area. Should 

this not be possible the number of obstacles must be reduced accordingly, unless an 

exception is granted by the Technical Delegate  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC proposes to change the article as below, in order to give more flexibility to the 

Organisers and Course Designers.  

 

Proposed Wording  
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1.2.  The Arena should be not less than 70 m x 120 m  5000  m2 with a minimum width 

of 40  m  or an equivalent area. Should this not be possible the number of obstacles 

must be reduced accordingly, unless an exception is granted by the Technical 

Delegate.  

 

 

 

 

Article No. 973 -  Obstacles  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

NED/USA NF:  

Turning posts are not used, so for clarification purposes it is recommended to delete the 

item from the rule.   
 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC a gree s, article changed as per below .  
 

HUN NF:  

More spectacular elements should be constructed and built in the course for the 

enjoyment of spectators such as brigde, watersplash, low height stage etc.   

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC agrees with the principle but believes that the designing of the Obstacles should 

not be regulated, in order to give choice to the OCs.  

 

NF Proposed Wording  

 

 

973.5  

5. Markers  

 

5.3. Turning posts,  Ddecorations, and obstructions must be placed on the Course before 

the official course walk. No penalty is incurred if they are touched, displaced or knocked 

over.  
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Article 974 -  Cones Competition Summary  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

DEN NF:  

We would suggest for the championships  for juniors and young drivers, that they have the 

same speed 250 m/min.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

The DTC requests  some clarification on this in order to study it.  

 

FRA NF:  

At too many occasions are not important enough regarding the balance 

dressage/marathon/cones and the final result. But in the meantime cones course are too often 

with sharp turns and not horse friendly.  

The courses are getting more and more requesting for horses in order to make it challenging. It 

makes cones course not nice to see, sometimes dangerous in single and too often not horse 

friendly which should not be the case after the marathon effort.  

We propose to increase the technical difficulty for th e drivers by decreasing the width of cones 

instead of increasing the horse effort like we do now. Itôs a way to give the opportunity to the 

Course designers to build lines more horse friendly but still challenging in the meantime.  

By making cones more impo rtant in the final result it will be also helpful to see some new names 

coming in the top of the final rankings.  

 

The addition of the word «  minimum  » regarding width mentioned in the rules would let the 

possibility to use wider gates for CAI2* for example s.  

 

Horse four in hand :  

Ÿ Cones width minimum: 185 cm instead of 190 cm.  

Horse Pair :  

Ÿ Cones width minimum: 165 cm instead of 170 cm.  

Pony four in hand :  

Ÿ Cones width minimum: 160 cm instead of 165 cm.  

Single horse and Pony single and pair :  

Ÿ Cones width minimum: 155cm instead of 160 cm.  

 

We consider that after doing these changes for the cones it will be possible to increase marathon 

penalties inside obstacles from 0,25pts/sec to 0,3pts/sec.  ï should be included on the change 

for Marathon  

 

NED NF :   

 

There was a proposal for the Rules Revision 2019 to change the Art 974 -  cones width and after 

changing these widths to increase the marathon penalties inside obstacles. Herewith we want 

to inform you we donôt want to have any changes in this article.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

Agreed on reducing the cones width for Horses Four - In -Hand of 5 cm, and Pony Four - In -Hand of 

160 cm.  

The Pony Pair and Single are already with the smallest width possible . 
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Proposed Wording  

 

Article 974 Cones Competition Summary  

1.  Single Obstacles and Open Multiple obstacles  

  
Division  Speed  Cones 

Width  

Serpen -

tine  

Zig - zag  Wave  Distance 

between 

obstacles 

(m)  class  M/min  (cm)  (m)  (m)  

Horse  

Four - In -

Hand  240  185 190  
10 -12  11 -13  10 -12  15  

Pair  250  170  

6-8 10 -12  8-10  12  
Single  250  

160  

Para 

Driving  230  

Pony  

 

240  160 16 5 

8-10  

9-11  8-10  12  

Four - In -

Hand  

Pair  

250  

160  

(Children: 

20cm 

clearance)  

6-8 
Single  260   

 
Children  220  

Para 

Driving  230  
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Article 975 Judging  Cones Competition  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

For clarification  purposes , the DTC proposes to modify as per below Art. 975.6.3.  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

6.3 The Grooms must be on the Carriage when going through each obstacle. For a 

Groom(s) dismounting to assist through an obstacle by leading the Horse by the bridle 

ends of the reins while the Horse is still attached to the Carriage see penalties for leadi ng 

and dismounting in Article 981. The Groom(s) must join be on the Carriage before the 

next obstacle.  

 

 

Article 981 Summary of Penalties in Cones  
  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

HUN NF:  

 

-  1 ball means 10 seconds  

-  Every penalty now would be counting in seconds to the time. It does not matter what 

kind of error (except those causing Elimination now ï these would stay Elimination) ï 

mistakes are 10 seconds per incident.  

-  Exceeding the time all owed ï all seconds above time allowed will count into the result, as 

Time Competition  

-  Reining back on the course must be allowed e.g. building a box - type obstacle where the 

athlete has to drive - in and rein back. With adequate training according to the Tr aining 

Scale a horse gains submission. One of the exercises to measure the submission of the 

horse is the rein back.  

It would be very spectacular as it used to be in the past. If we do not have fans, 

spectators, we will not have any media. If we do not hav e any media, we will not have any 

sponsors! If there are not any sponsors, our sport is unviable!  

 

FEI Feedback:  

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording  
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Classification in Cones  
  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the NFs for the following reasons :  

 

HUN NF:  

All seconds adding together:  

seconds for balls (10 sec per piece) + seconds for possible mistakes and errors + time 

taken by the athlete to complete the course The  Athlete with the lowest seconds will be 

the winner of the Competition.  

 

FEI Feedback:  

 

A new format for scoring will be proposed for 2021.  

 

Proposed Wording  

 

No change to proposed wording  

 

 

Article 981 Summary of Penalties in Cones  

 

Explanation for Proposed Change  

 

Proposal from the Driving Technical Committee for the following reason :  

 

For clarification, the DTC proposes to modify as per below Art. 981  

 

 

Proposed Wording  

 

 

 

 

 

Driving without a whip in the 

test competition  928.4.2  5 penalties  5 seconds  

 

  


