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 Our Sponsors  
   
 First of all, I would like to thank our sponsors, without whom the CONTEST Eurotour would not be possible.  
   
 

 

 

   
 https://www.contest-eurotour.com/sponsors/  
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 Preface  
   
 Many may not be aware of it, but since January 1st, 2022, the CONTEST Eurotour has been continued as a sub-

unit of the MFSD (Modellflugsportverband Deutschland e.V.) as a non-profit association, after the CONTEST 
Eurotour was initially founded as a private organization 30 years ago. 
 
All work that is done today in the CONTEST Eurotour is done exclusively by volunteers (all tour managers). 
 
The financing of prices (wing trophies, t-shirts etc. and the costs for shipping) and the payment of the FAI fees for 
the status of the CONTEST Eurotour as an official FAI associate contest organizer are done “only” by sponsors. 
 
And contrary to the rumors, the CONTEST Eurotour is completely free of charge for pilots and organizers of the 
competitions. 
 
In this respect, we are extremely grateful to our sponsors. Because without our sponsors, the CONTEST Eurotour 
would not be possible at all. 
 
On the one hand, 24 sponsors seem like a lot, but this year we had to hold 114 competitions in all competition 
categories (F3B, F3F, F3G, F3J, F3K, F3L, F5B, F5F, F5J, GPS and GliderAcro). And that's only around 0.2 sponsors 
per competition. As you can easily imagine, this is not enough and we had to start saving this year. For example, 
fewer T-shirts than in previous years. 
 
We are therefore asking for your support in finding further sponsors who will make the CONTEST Eurotour possi-
ble in the future. Sponsors receive sponsorship invoices for this, which can formally be offset as business ex-
penses. Of course, we also welcome private donations, for which we can issue donation receipts in accordance 
with German tax law. In this respect, any help is welcome. 
 
We would also like to thank the organizers of the competitions in particular. We can clearly see that it is becom-
ing increasingly difficult to hold competitions at a high level, to find the necessary helpers and how much effort is 
required and how the new legal regulations in the various European countries are creating additional problems 
when it comes to holding international competitions. The work that organizations do is incredible. Thank you for that. 
 
And of course we would also like to thank the pilots, some of whom travel thousands of kilometers a year to nu-
merous competitions across Europe. It is impressive to see how individual top pilots take part in up to 9 competi-
tions a year. Thank you for this enthusiasm. Such top pilots make the competitions a very special event for other 
pilots who only occasionally take part in competitions. This gives every hobby pilot in Europe the chance to com-
pete with the best of the best and see how good their own skills are. In this respect, we would also like to invite 
new pilots to take part in the CONTEST Eurotour competitions. 
 
The CONTEST Eurotour is open to all pilots (including pilots from other continents worldwide). The only require-
ment is a valid FAI license and enjoyment of flying. 
 
For the 2025 season, the F5J CONTEST Eurotour, as the largest competition class, wants to standardize and im-
prove the quality of the competitions through transparency and the definition of minimum standards for every-
one in Europe based on the experiences and feedback from organizers and pilots. To achieve this goal, however, 
help from both the organizers and the pilots is required. We will provide separate information on details shortly. 
 
Finally, I would like to thank everyone for the great 2024 season and present the annual report for the F5J 
CONTEST Eurotour below. 
 
Many thanks and best wishes for the New Year and the season 2025 

 

   
 F5J CONTEST Eurotour Tourmanager 

Andreas Freundl 
30.12.2024 

 

   



   

 Annual Overall Result Report F5J CONTEST Eurotour 2024  
   
 Key data of the F5J CONTEST Eurotour 2024   
    
  Min. Avg./Total Max.  
 Total number of competitions 24  
 Number of participants  542  
 Number of participants per competition 

Number of pilots per group 
Number of rounds flown 
Actual Number of participants in the fly-off 
Number of fly-off-rounds flown 
Recommended* number of participants in the fly-off 
Specific weather/airfield conditions (% of last* would be in FO) 
Specific weather/airfield conditions (% @ 30% of participants) 
Q (Size Np/47 x Rounds Nrp/10 x Groupsize Npg/RNf + Nrf/3 x min(Nf;RNF)/RNf)   
Number of participating nations  
Number of Senior 
Number of Senior 65+ 
Number of Junior 
Number of Male 
Number of Female 

19 
7 
6 
0 
0 
5 

80,83% 
80,83% 
52,52% 

2 
12 
1 
0 

19 
0 

50,75 
9,79 
7,58 
9,96 
2,83 

11,54 
93,62% 
92,16% 
151,10% 

7,21 
36,17 
10,17 
4,21 

49,50 
1,17 

128 
16 
11 
14 
3 

14 
98,93% 
97,82% 
286,75% 

22 
95 
25 
16 

125 
4 

 

    

 Some explanations  
   

 Specific weather/airfield conditions indicate the % of points that a pilot needed to make it to the fly-off. 
Competitions in thermal or super-thermal weather or good terrain conditions lead to a very high % of 95% and 
more. In such weather/terrain conditions, it is easy for even inexperienced pilots to fly the full time. In very bad 
weather or terrain conditions, in extreme cases, 80% can be enough to make it to the fly-off. In such weather/ter-
rain conditions, even top pilots find it difficult to achieve good % results. In addition to skill, luck also leads to a 
good score and increases the spread of the results. 

 

 As can be seen from the picture of the F5J competitions from 2024 
sorted by % values, in about 1/3 of the competitions you needed 
more than 95% to get to the fly-off; in about 1/3 of the competi-
tions between 90% and 95% and in 1/3 of the competitions be-
tween 80% and 90% to get into the fly-off. This is almost identical 
to the situation in 2023, also in terms of the competition locations. 
This confirms that there is a situation in Europe in which weather 
and/or terrain conditions play a significant role in determining which 
% rating can be achieved in specific competitions.   

 

 From the perspective of an individual competition, this is of course completely irrelevant. But in the CONTEST 
Eurotour (or in the country-specific rating for the selection of the respective national teams), the end result is to 
add up the 3 (n) best competitions to determine the best pilots. However, adding up the % ratings leads to incor-
rect/unfair results due to the weather/terrain dependencies. The new ranking-based scoring system of the CON-
TEST Eurotour introduced in 2024 has therefore proven to be much fairer. 

 

    

 Q is a quotient that increases in % the more participants a competi-
tion has and the more preliminary rounds a pilot was able to fly in 
such a competition and the more fly-off rounds were actually flown 
with the recommended number of pilots. Basically, Q indicates how 
worthwhile such a competition is for pilots. At the moment, Q is an 
arbitrary value that depends very much on the number of partici-
pants. From a pilot's point of view, however, the very small Open 
Pikuinhas F5J 2024 competition with Q=168% with 11 preliminary 
rounds flown and 3 fly-off rounds was certainly a great experience 
and, from the point of view of the Q value, also above average.  
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 A few more words about the new scoring system was introduced in 2024  
   
 Regardless of whether it is a super thermal competition on a terrain with favorable flying conditions or a 

competition with difficult weather and terrain conditions. The new scoring system has, through the ranking 
system, brought the pilots who made it to the fly-off and did well there to the top places, and not the pilots who, 
according to the old scoring system, were lucky enough to fly high % scores in 3 super thermal competitions 
without ever making it to the fly-off and still received a top place in the overall annual ranking according to the 
old scoring system. 
 
According to general opinion, it is the ability of a pilot to make it safely to the fly-off regardless of weather and 
terrain conditions - i.e. under all conditions - and then to win the entire competition there at the highest risk that 
makes a top pilot. And it is precisely these characteristics that are rewarded with points by the new ranking-
based scoring system. 
 
Mathematically, the pilot who comes last into the fly-off and finishes last there receives a score of 98.505 % 
points. 3 x 98.505 = 295.515 % points. To get at least these percentage points, you have to have been in the fly-
off at least twice and have completed the third rated competition with a high result. For example, as an extreme 
case, 2x 110 % points as a dominant winner and at least 75.515% points in the third rated competition. 
 
If you look at the annual overall table in detail, you will see that of the 26 pilots above the calculated 295.515 % 
points, 24 of the pilots in the first 26 places were actually in the fly-off 3 times. 
And of the top 10 % (= 54 pilots with >= 256.208 percentage points) of the 542 pilots participating in 2024, 39 
were actually in the fly-off at least twice (72%). Another 13 were in the fly-off at least once and only 2 of the top 
54 pilots were not in the fly-off, but had a total of 3 good placings. 
 
Under the old scoring system, it was not the case that all top pilots received the highest score in terms of good 
placing. In this respect, the new scoring system has created significantly more fairness in terms of the pilots' 
ability to fly well in all weather and terrain conditions. 
 
But there is also a point of criticism regarding the new scoring system - the same possible maximum number of 
points for small and large competitions with 110 points. In the results on the F5J CONTEST homepage I have 
explicitly named the dominant winners (= preliminary round won + fly-off won = 110 points).  
As an example, Hermann Haas won the smallest competition in Switzerland with only 19 participants with a 
dominant 110 points and came 4th in the overall annual result of the F5J CONTEST Eurotour. Is that really fair ? 
Someone might think that it was too easy for him. But if you look at his other results, you can see that in the 
largest competition (Samba Cup with 128 participants) he came 2nd in the preliminary rounds and 6th overall, 
and in his 3rd competition F5J Tirol Trophy with 54 participants he came 2nd. In total, Hermann Haas flew his 3 
best competitions against 198 other pilots. On average, there were 50.75 participants in all competitions. (3 x 
50.75 = 152.25). This means that Hermann Haas achieved his 4th place against an above-average number of 
pilots. Given this performance, it can be assumed that Hermann Haas won the competition in Switzerland 
because he is simply a top pilot and not because the competition was small. 
Other pilots took part in up to 9 competitions and, despite the larger number of competitions, did not achieve a 
higher result than Hermann Haas with only 4 competitions. And the best example here is Lukas Dietrich, who 
only took part in 3 competitions and achieved 5th place overall against also 198 pilots. 
 
Conclusion: Yes, from a mathematical point of view it is certainly easier to win a small competition by 
dominating, but in fact this did not lead to a bad pilot suddenly achieving a good place unjustly at the CONTEST 
Eurotour, but rather a top pilot proving that he is simply better than others. There is no evidence that a bad pilot 
would be able to win three small competitions by dominating and thus unjustly become the annual winner of the 
CONTEST Eurotour.  
 
And if top pilots go to small competitions, then I would welcome that from the point of view of the CONTEST 
Eurotour, because then the small competitions become more attractive. This would then lead to more pilots 
going to such competitions, because then there is a chance to fly against such top pilots. And this would make 
such small competitions bigger. That is exactly what we want! 
 
 

 



 
However, I think it is absolutely necessary that winners of small competitions also have the chance to achieve the 
same maximum score; otherwise it is not worth going to small competitions and then such competitions will die 
out and then no new competitions can be created. 
 
In order to prevent the misuse of 3 small competitions to achieve a top place in the overall annual ranking, I 
introduced a minimum number of participants together with the new scoring system, against which a pilot must 
have flown in total. This means that a pilot can win 2 smaller competitions near him based on where he lives, but 
then has to win an additional large competition to achieve a top place in the overall annual ranking. 
 
I cannot confirm from the data 2024 whether the new scoring system achieved absolute fairness - if absolute 
fairness can even exist, but the new scoring system achieved a significant better fairness. 
 
However, I am open to any suggestion to further improve the scoring system. Please feel free to email me about 
this at tm.f5j@contest-modellsport.de. If there are any meaningful improvements, they would be decided and 
published by March 23, 2024 at the latest - i.e. 1 week before the start of the season. 
 
One thing that I will most likely change is to increase the percentage points for last place from 1% point to 25% or 
30% points. This corresponds roughly to the average (33,2 %) that the last-placed pilots achieved in the 24 
competitions in 2024 under all weather/terrain conditions. This will not change the top rankings. It is more of a 
moral appreciation of the flight results of the pilots who take part in the CONTEST competitions for fun, to 
compete against the top pilots. 1% point compared to 25% or 30% points looks disproportionately frustrating 
compared to the achieved % result in the individual competitions. And participation in the CONTEST should also 
feel worthwhile for these pilots. Anyone who takes part 3 times and comes last would get 75-90% points and 
would therefore have more points than someone who only takes part 2 times or 1 time. However, someone who 
only takes part once and makes it to the fly-off or is just behind would still have a better annual overall result. I 
think I will choose the lower value of 25% points in order to better maintain the spread of points across the field 
of participants. (Any opinions on this ?) 
 
 
But regardless of the scoring system, one thing is certain: it's worth for a pilot taking part as often as possible at 
the competition of the CONTEST Eurotour in order to get a good ranking and to further improve your ranking by 
taking part in further competitions. This is shown by the distribution of the number of participations in 
competitions: 
 

 The 26 top pilots named above 
with > 295.515% points took 
part in an average of 5.3 compe-
titions. Of these, 4 pilots took 
part in 8-9 competitions, but 
there were also 4 pilots who 
only needed 3 competitions to 
get into the top 26 pilots. 
But you also have to consider 
that in total only 167 (= 30.81%) 
of the 542 pilots taking part in 
the CONTEST Eurotour took part 
in 3 or more competitions.  

 

 There was even a desire to increase the number of competitions counted from 3 to 4. However, only 18% of the 
pilots would then have a chance of winning the annual ranking. Actually, the opposite should have been done, 
namely reducing the number to 2 and increasing the number of pilots involved to over 50%. However, it is a 
decades-long tradition of the CONTEST Eurotour that it should take place internationally and that a pilot must 
have taken part in at least one foreign competition. Since 2 competitions are permitted per country, this results 
in a minimum of 3 competitions. So if there is no broad majority in favor of changing the number from 3 to 4 or 
2, then I will leave the number at 3. 
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 But no matter which scoring system is used, there is still a fundamental problem that calls into question the 

fairness of the competitions as a whole: the starting matrix and the conduct of the competition 
 
And here, in my opinion, there is a fundamental gap in the competition rules. The object of the rules is: 

 

 

 

 

 Usually, a number n of preliminary rounds are flown with several groups g in which the "best" pilots for the fly-off 
are determined, in order to then determine the winner in the fly-off. 
 
The problem with this, which is unfortunately not obvious, is that due to the lack of specification of n and g, it 
cannot be guaranteed that all pilots have flown against each other in the preliminary rounds and thus the best 
pilots for the fly-off have not been determined. And that can invalidate the core idea of "man-on-man". 
 
Here is an example that I have often experienced myself: 
 
Start matrix for up to 72 pilots with 8 groups of 9 pilots each and 8-10 rounds printed out on paper. But in reality, 
in a 2-day competition with 8 groups, you can only manage 6 rounds in time (if the weather is perfect) and if you 
want to fly a fly-off with 3 rounds at the end. 
 
In each flight, a pilot flies against 8 other pilots. With a maximum of 6 actually possible rounds, a pilot has only 
flown against 48 of the 71 other pilots. Or, to put it another way, he has never flown against 23 other pilots. And 
if the starting matrix is also poorly determined, then a pilot has flown against the same pilots several times, 
which further increases the number of pilots that are never flown against. This applies to every single pilot. 
This means that it is actually not possible to determine the best 9 pilots for the fly-off in the preliminary rounds. 
(Actually, in this example, according to the rules, there should be 14 pilots for the fly-off.) 
 
A competition conducted in this way is unfair from the start and therefore pointless! 
 
In my opinion, the parameters n (number of preliminary rounds) and g (number of groups per round) must be 
defined in such a way that it is at least theoretically possible for everyone to have flown against everyone else in 
the time available for a competition. Of course I am aware that there are limits to the flying area and that the 
matrix also has special features such as helper protection for juniors. But the blatant imbalance that has occurred 
in practice so far must be prevented or at least reduced in the future. 
 
Combinatorial considerations show that you would have to choose n >= g + 2 with a minimum number of lanes 
for a given total number of participants in order to at least theoretically make it possible for everyone to fly 
against everyone else in the preliminary rounds with the typical time available (approx. 12 hours for the 
preliminary rounds in a 2-day competition). For a competition with 72 participants in a 2-day competition, this 
means that you would have to conduct n >= 8 rounds with g = 6 groups of 12 pilots/lanes (instead of 9 
pilots/lanes). 
In this example, one pilot is now flying against 11 pilots. In 8 rounds, one pilot will then have flown against 88 
other pilots, at least theoretically. This leaves enough reserves for helper protection for juniors and problems 
with the software creating the matrix. 
If the weather is bad and only 7 rounds are flown, mathematically it would still be enough for everyone to fly 
against everyone else. Only with 6 rounds would there no longer be any combinatorial cover. 
 
 
 

 



 
Now you might think that because of the reserves in the previous example you could find other combinations 
with fewer lanes and/or rounds. But even for 7 rounds with 7 groups of 11 lanes there is no longer enough time 
to complete the 7 preliminary rounds. 
 
There may be special combinations of lanes, number of rounds and number of groups that under special 
conditions allow a full theoretical combination even with less than n >= g + 2. 

   
 However, due to this real problem of the prerequisite for the fairness of a competition, the CONTEST Eurotour 

will have a minimum requirement for the competitions for the 2025 season that the schedule and matrix must 
be organized/planned in such a way that they at least theoretically allow everyone to fly against everyone else. 
And this planning must be published in the bulletin from the outset. 

 

   
 If a competition does not meet these minimum requirements from the outset, assuming consistently good 

weather during the competition, then such a competition will be removed from the annual ranking of the 
CONTEST Eurotour. If bad weather during the competition leads to fewer rounds and these requirements are not 
met for this reason alone, then such a competition will of course remain in the CONTEST Eurotour ranking. 
 
This problem was identified in the current 2024 season and some organizers have already reacted to it in the 
2024 season and solved the problem. 
 
In fact, this is not a big problem. Basically, it is simply a matter of setting the number of lanes, groups and rounds 
sensibly belonging to the maximum allowed participants within the time is available on a competition with 2 or 3 
days. 
 
Almost all competitions have fulfilled this requirement in 2024 anyway. And for the individual competitions 
where this was not yet the case, only small changes to the parameters are necessary. 
 
But this has to be done because it is essential for the basic fairness of the competitions in order to have the right 
best pilots for the fly-off and thus the right winner. 
 
Further details will be announced soon.  

 

   
 But now to the winners of the 2024 season.  
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
    
    
   



    
 Official annual overall result of the F5J CONTEST Eurotour 2024:  
   
 Senior: 

 
1. Place ITA Tommaso Bebi … (327,081 – 3/8 -170) 
2. Place ITA Alessandro Aramini … (324,600 – 3/6 -165) 
3. Place GER Thomas Rößner … (320,385 – 3/5 – 140) 

 
Junior: 
 

1. Place GER Lukas Dietrich … (319,156 – 3/3 – 201) 
2. Place GRE Christos Ntanavaras … (315,225 – 3/5 – 143) 
3. Place ITA Fillippo De Luca … (313,154 – 3/7 – 119) 

 
Female: 
 

1. Place GER Anna Schütz … (294,613 – 3/6 – 210) 
2. Place GER Anne Janzer … (239,545 – 3/6 – 186) 
3. Place CZE Jana Štěrbová … (228,441 – 3/3 – 248) 

 
Senior 65+: 
 

1. Place SWE Lennart Arvidsson … (279,359 – 3/3 – 189) 
2. Place FRA Gilles Bechepay … (271,123 – 3/5 – 282) 
3. Place FRA Jacques Huret … (257,450- 3/3 – 155) 

 
Remark: (xxx,xxx – y/z – nnn) 
xxx,xxx = individual points 
y = number of rated competition 
z = total number of competitions flown 
nnn = total number (sum) of pilots who participated in the 3 rated competitions 
 
 
Nations ranking (sum of the results of the 3 best pilots of a country): 
 

1. Place ITA 
Tommaso Bebi (1) 
Alessandro Aramin (2) 
Fillippo De Luca (12) 
(964,835 = 97,46 % – 9/21) 
 

2. Place GER 
Thomas Rößner (3) 
Lukas Dietrich (5) 
Olaf Starmanns (6) 
(955,941 = 96,56 % – 9/14) 
 

3. Place FRA 
Adrien Gallet (7) 
Philippe Quentin (14) 
Nicolas Chansard (15) 
(939,613 = 94,91 % – 9/11) 

 
 

 

   



   
 Dominant winners (preliminary rounds and fly-off won = 110,000 points) 

 
F5J Bulgaria CUP with 50 participants 
ITA Tommaso Bebi 
 
GliderKeeper F5J Masters Escalona with 33 participants 
ESP Nicolas William Ridray 
 
MILITKY CUP 2024 with 19 participants 
AUT Hermann Haas 
 
Loire Valley Trophy F5J with 61 participants 
FRA Adrien Gallet 
 
F5J Tirol Trophy with 54 participants 
ITA Alessandro Aramini 
 
Open Pikuinhas F5J 2024 with 22 participants 
POR Oscar Lopes 
 
 

 

 There were dominant winners in 6 out of 24 competitions. That is 25% of all competitions. 
On average, the competitions with dominant winners had 39.8 participants. 
The average number of participants across all 24 competitions was 50.75. 
So yes, you could say that it is easier to win a small competition as a dominant winner. But there were also 
dominant winners in above-average competitions. 
And without a doubt, each of these winners is a top pilot, as can be seen impressively from their other results. 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 Country-specific results  

   
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 1. Place ITA  
 

 

 

   
 2. Place GER  
 

 

 

   



   
 

 

 

   
 3. Place FRA  
 

 

 

   



   
 

 

 

   
 4. Place CZE  
 

 

 

   



   
 

 

 

   
 5. Place SVK  
 

 

 

   
 6. Place BUL  
 

 

 

   
   



   
 

 

 

   
 7. Place AUT  
 

 

 

   
 8. Place HUN  
 

 

 

   
   
   



   
 9. Place ROU  
 

 

 

   
 10. Place SUI  
 

 

 

   
 11. Place GRE  
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 12. Place GBR  
 

 

 

   
 13. Place POL  
 

 

 

   
 14. Place SLO  
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 15. Place ESP  
 

 

 

   
 16. Place POR  
 

 

 

   
 17. Place NED  
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 18. Place LAT  
 

 

 

   
 19. Place SWE  
 

 

 

   
 20. Place MKD  
 

 

 

   
 21. Place BEL  
 

 

 

   
 22. Place EST  
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



   
 23. Place EST  
 

 

 

   
 24. Place CRO  
 

 

 

   
 25. Place NOR  
 

 

 

   
 26. Place DEN  
 

 

 

   
 27. Place UKR  
 

 

 

   
 28. Place FIN  
 

 

 

   
 29. Place LTU  
 

 

 

   
 30. Place BRA  
 

 

 

   



   
 Junior  
   
 

 

 

   
   
 Female  
   
 

 

 

   
   
   



   
 Senior 65+  
   
 

 

 

   



   
 

 

 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   

 


