WORLD BENCHREST SHOOTING FEDERATION
The next meeting of the WBSF will be held at Range Club House, Holles Range

at 7pm Saturday 25 August 2007.
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General Business:
5) - Proposed World Rimfire Benchrest Championships - 

President
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President
8) – Awards
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Other matters by members
2009 Championship

Report from South Africa on progress towards 2007
Bids for 2011
France (bid confirmed)
Indication of Interest 2013
Election of President

G Smith available for reappointment

Election of Vice President
GJ Smith – President

President Report – 2005 / 2007. 
Delegates – it has been a pleasure and honour to again have the opportunity to represent the interests of our sport on the international scene. As always I have done what is necessary to keep our shooters interests at the forefront of my thinking and actions.

Firstly let me say a warm welcome to our new Interim Members and with your acceptance we will increase our family to 26 countries. I certainly hope our founding members are pleased with the growth of our sport.

The last year in particular has been one of ups and downs, and I cannot let it pass without comment on the situation that occurred with our family member Germany. The bid that was made to hold our Championship, I am sure was made in good faith and it was particularly distressing to see the arrangements unravel. It is not for me to comment on the specifics of the situation; however it was for me to make some decisions to ensure the survival of this Championship. That I took the decision, on the notification of our member that a resolution was not possible to remove Germany as the 2007 hosts, was not done lightly. Many attempts were made to assist however if an alternate was to be established then as much time as possible was necessary to allow proper organisational efforts to be put in place.
I feel for our friends in Wiemar, who had put together a facility and plan that would have done our sport proud, and I am hopeful that they understand that we as a sport must move on. I am comforted that I have received a message from Albert Fernkorn, President of Weimar Schutzengilde. Along with many other comment he said;
Quote 1)
“Since we invested a lot of time, money and work in building the World Championship range we decided to assure that the range can be used for future activities in the Benchrest sport”.

Quote 2)
“We will continue to be a fair and loyal partner to you and the WBSF”.

After all that occurred it took some courage to say these things.  For the future the issues inside the sport in Germany need to be resolved at some time. Those of us on the outside are unable to assist but I urge those responsible for the sport in the country to find a mechanism so that these matters can be settled as the only looser in such matters are the shooters who should be our prime focus.

Can I also take the opportunity to formally thank our Austrian members on your behalf for stepping in at late notice and taking up the challenge of ensuring our championship continued for this year.  This no doubt will have taken a considerable amount of their time and energy over the last year as they put all their arrangements in place. We are indebted to you Austria.
Thank you so much.

I have also been undergoing a number of concerns in regards to our family member Russia. Again I do not wish to go into the specifics of what has, or is occurring within that country. Many of you will know my efforts to make contact with our delegate including putting out an appeal on Benchrest Central. For over some 12 months no contact could be established. In the meantime I was contacted by the Russian Shooting Union, a representative of the RSU based in the USA and speaking on their behalf, with anxiety about ensuring the participation of Russian shooters at this Championship. By the time that I eventually had contact from our delegate (he was alive and well after all) I  had probably misled the RSU that their shooters would be welcome at Holles however I had been misled that our Delegate was unknown to them etc.etc. From our perspective, I have now made our position very clear that the National Benchrest Association (our Delegates organisation) is the recognised body of the WBSF and all contact must be made via them. There is however a good lesson to be learnt by all delegates. The Executive is unable to read minds or perform miracles. It is your responsibility to ensure that contact information is always kept current. Without this we are unable to keep you informed.
Entry Numbers _ WBC9
Two years ago, considerable discussion was held on “what if” entry numbers exceeded our ability to host the numbers requested. Certainly this would be a great problem to have but was considered by most to be well out into the future. Fortunately we agreed a process to deal with such matters, although I accept there was not total consensus on the approach taken. My assumptions were correct and the “future has already arrived” with entries for this years championship exceeding the range capacity.  This has of course been brought about by the event being held in a central location together with the increase in countries participating in the event. Careful thought needs to be given on how we progress from here, particularly if we are to continue welcoming additional countries into the fold which is the mission of this Federation. I would request all countries to carefully study the current rules so that they are understood, and come to the Delegates meeting ready to re-confirm the process or have thought out alternatives or improvements. Probably our next event in South Africa may not be confronted with the problem, however if we are to return to Europe again in 2011 we should be ready. In addition I include within the papers for discussion issues around conditions of entry. Although I appreciate that our members do not want to see ever increasing bureaucracy it needs to be understood that at the sharp end those responsible for organising our championships are confronted with issues that are not spelt out within our rules. Day to day decisions can be made, but have the potential to cause controversy and as your President that is the last thing our sport needs. 
World Rimfire Benchrest Championships:

Approval was given at our last meeting to investigate the possibilities of holding a World Championship and report back to this meeting on the outcome. I should say that those involved in the Rimfire world are equally passionate about their sport as Centrefire shooters.

Views were sought from a number of quarters on what may be possible. There is inherent interest amongst our members in what we were proposing, but those I would perceive the most influential in the rimfire world may be operating to their own agenda. To ensure that a reasoned debate was held, I proposed a plan of what such a championship might look like. It is disappointing that some took this to be a “done deal” despite of my attempts to create discussion and debate.

One thing I am very clear about is that the WBSF is about conducting International Competition. We have no direct interest in what happens at the local, country, postal or any other type of competition ie we do not want to control the world. I have carefully explained to those I have been communicating with that I had no authority to establish a World Championship and same can only be approved by the Delegates at the 2007 meeting.

Having said that, there is a clear direction apparent that shows:
1) any such event would be of the score type. Group shooting seems to be of little interest to most.
2) 50 metres only

3) RBA seems to be the favoured system. However I proposed the UK Benchrest score target (which is very similar to RBA) to steer away from any likely controversy. I thank UK Benchrest and Mr Phelps for their kind offer. This was much appreciated. Alternatives are available and we may need to decide from a number of options
As far as I am aware, the leading players seemed to have rushed off and offered a Rimfire World Championship, I believe to be held in Italy . At the time of writing I know little more. There seems to be some acknowledgment of WBSF but to what extent I currently have no idea. Don’t get me wrong. RBA or anybody else for that matter can arrange what they like and do so with my best wishes. Any thing that grows our sport is a good thing. 
Some time ago, it was suggested I attend the event in Italy and put the WBSF case. I  currently have no intention to do so, but would further consider the matter if a formal invitation was received. I don’t know who is actually running this championship or the basis of the competition. There are some other issues to consider.
a) I find it difficult to justify the personal financial cost.

b) I don’t intent to “plead the case”.  WBSF is the established International Body for Benchrest and I would welcome the inclusion of Rimfire into our family. There is no doubt that a wider group of countries would be/are interested in our current family and there would be a place for an event under the umbrella of the WBSF.
Having said that, I was careful to propose an administrative structure that would give the rimfire group a basis for operating the sport with considerable autonomy, being that the ultimate authority remaining in the hands of the delegates committee. A longer term issue that will need resolution, if this proposal proceeds, is to provide adequate representation of the Rimfire interests within our Federation ie they must not be seen as second class citizens. If we proceed, we may need to think our way through a different administrative structure to ensure all parties have appropriate input to deliberations.

For your information I will distribute a copy of the proposed rules that have been refined, for consideration, meeting what I believe is the current expectations. Unless any new information comes available it will be for the delegates to determine what direction, if any, we head. Each country needs to give some thought to this matter and maybe make contact within their own country to determine interest. 
Continental Championships.

It was with great pleasure that we saw the holding of our European Championship in France and the first Pacific Regional Championship held in Brisbane Australia. The European event is well established, but credit must go to our Australian members (in particular the Elliott’s) for taking the initiative in getting things underway. Australia, New Zealand and Indonesia participated and we would expect to see our friends from New Caledonia and possibly Japan join us on the next occasion. Although there did not seem to be a great deal of interest in this concept by most countries two years ago, I wish to continue encouraging members to consider establishing similar approaches. It concerns me that we currently focus on the elite end of the sport, but equally we have a responsibility to provide opportunities for the second level of competitor, after all that is where our elite shooters come from. Please take the opportunity whilst we are all together to discuss this matter with other countries in your region to see whether such an event could be included on your calendar. As a closing thought, I see such an event being viable if the Teams concept is pursued as the premier award, but an “open” individual competition be held encouraging all individuals who may wish to participate be welcomed. The National Team members would achieve their status from being part of the team’s competition and seen as such.
World Benchrest Website:
Can I thank Ulrik and our friends in Sweden for the work they have done in getting a viable Website up and running. If you haven’t viewed this, go to Google - World Benchrest. The members may like to consider how we can make this even a more useful site. It would be helpful to maybe post information on events of significance, particularly Regional and National Championships. The posting of the relevant information on this years championship is useful and should be encouraged. I find it disturbing that I get contact from shooters in various parts of the world who clearly are not being kept informed. Greater use of the website would help alleviate this concern and keep a wider audience informed. Each country should consider what use they can make of the website.
Graeme J Smith - President
Nelson, New Zealand

1.5.2007

WBSF Meeting Agenda

Paper No 1
Obtaining and retaining membership.

A.2
Recognition of Member Countries:

There is no restriction on the number of countries that may join the World Benchrest Shooting Federation, subject to them meeting the admission criteria established within these rules, fulfilling financial obligations and meeting the appropriate standards of behaviour and sportsmanship.

A country may be expelled and membership cancelled by the delegates attending a meeting duly called and constituted by these rules. Such expulsion will be by a 2/3rd majority ballot of those country delegates present.

A.3   Recognised Body:

It is for each member country, to establish the body within its jurisdiction that will be recognised for participation at any championship conducted under the auspices of the World Benchrest Shooting Federation.

A.4  Types of Membership



A4.1   Full Membership

Each country accepted for membership is entitled to appoint a representative to care for their interests and attend any meetings of the WBSF Delegates Committee.

A4.2   Affiliate Membership

Membership is available per A13 Territory or Protectorate and subject to all other Rules and requirements of these rules.

A4.3   Interim Membership

On the authority of the President of the Federation, Interim Membership may be granted to a new country seeking membership, subject to such action being placed before the next Delegates Meeting for ratification of Full (or Associate) Membership or declinature in accordance with these rules.

A.5   Multiple Representation:

Where more than one organisation pursues the interests of Benchrest Shooting within a particular country, it is for that country to determine representation. However the Delegates Committee will only recognise one such body in any one country.

A.6   International Affiliation:

It is expected that any country / association recognition, should be capable of/or recognised by the controlling body of sports shooting in that country, to ensure
full international status can be conveyed on the countries representatives.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Above is the current section from our rules that deal with recognition of our member countries.  The approach to date has been, when contacted by a prospective new member country, we accept that such approaches comes from those with current and significant interest in our sport. We of course have no way of knowing whether in fact that is so. I guess it has been a “first in – best dressed” approach.  The question for me is whether in approving membership we exclusively lock in that organisation into the future.  We know the world changes and we are approached by other organisations claiming rights to the sport and requiring participation. (example Russian Shooting Union ).

To date I have been clear that we recognise our existing member only and any negotiation on such matters is an internal country issue. It is not for WBSF to interfere. In many countries there can only be one International body by government dictate. In others that is not so.  An exclusive approach puts at risk the opportunity for other shooters in a country from participating in our championships. In my view along with membership should go a responsibility for ensuring international opportunities exist for all shooters in the sport. The alternative approach is to provide within the rules a length of tenure (say 5 years) which is reviewed by the Federation as to whom is the appropriate representative organisation should such matters come to the forefront. Members need to give some careful thought to this matter and any cost implications in providing this work as on site assessment may be required.
Propose That the following be added to  A.5 Multiple Representation
Where an Association / Federation accepts such responsibility, it is required to ensure all competitors from that country who wish to represent their country, are provided with the opportunity to qualify for such teams
Paper No 2
 Payment of entry fees
4.6   Three Months Pre - Competition.

Closing date of final entry of competitors by name and team allocation.

Receive final accommodation requirements and full entry fees which are non refundable. The host country may consider a partial refund (50%) should exceptional circumstance exist. (The Delegates Committee considers such circumstances to be competitor illness supported by medical certification, competitor death or family circumstances making participation impossible. In the event of dispute, the matter will be considered and decision provided by the Delegates Committee.)

In such circumstances a replacement competitor may be entered at no penalty.

4.7   Late Payment of entry fees:

Countries not submitting entry fees before the deadline, will not receive automatic entry to the championship, but will only be considered should sufficient space be available after all fully paid countries are accommodated.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
H.2   Responsibility for Payment of Entry Fees:
It is the responsibility of the recognised organisations to make entry fees payment in full before the due date on behalf of all shooters from that organisation. Payment will not be accepted from individuals.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1)
We are all aware of the excessive numbers entered for Austria as regards their range capacity. The current rules provide for final entry and payment of entry fees 3 months prior to the event. Now that we have encountered this particular situation, it is appropriate that we address this situation for the future.

I submit that we should extend this timing to 6 months. I agree this is a long time prior, but the reality is that most who are committed to international air travel need to book at least this far out in front if they are to secure reasonably priced bookings. The down side being that countries may need to alter their qualifying system to cope. 

I also appreciate that the need will vary event to event depending on location and range size.

An option could be to allow each organising country to provide a “drop dead” date when they brief the delegates committee two years prior.

Delegates need to consider 2 options

1) Extend  Time line within the Manual to “6 months” or

2) Require Organising Committee to advise the Delegates Meeting 2 years prior to competition of a suitable cut-off date.
.

Reminder to members:

Rule H2 above provides for the responsibilities of the associations not individuals to make entry payments. A friendly reminder is given.

Paper No 3 

 Priority to Nations – Entry to all events

One of the issues that have been highlighted by the excess numbers for the 2007 Championships is the matter of partial entry.

One of our new nations has entered this championship in Heavy Varmint only, which I presume at this time, is the only class in which they hold competitions and have equipment for.

Under our current rules no distinction is made, and they enter with full rights. This will leave spaces available in Light Varmint that could have been filled by a team from a member. As such I have recommended to the Austrian Organising Committee that any spare places be offered to countries so disadvantaged, but such shooters would be unable to complete the balance of the championship. This may well be a “one-off” situation but typical of how there is always a variable to every situation. 
For the future, delegates may wish to consider this situation.

There are two options:

1) Leave current situation as is and accept from time to time that this could occur.

2) Implement a rule that gives priority to countries that are able to compete in all events over those with partial entries. 

Should members wish to implement option 2) a possible resolution could be?
Rule A22: Priority of entry – all events:

In the event that participation numbers need to be restricted due to range capacity, priority entry will be offered to countries that enter competitors in all matches.
If above is implemented, this creates one further difficulty. It would be highly undesirable that a country would be disqualified by this rule from participation in our championship and a statement needs to be added giving all countries the right to enter our championships.
Rule A23: All members –right of entry:

All member countries have the right to enter one (1) competitor in each championship, regardless of the provisions of Rule A22.
All following rules to be renumbered.

Paper No 4 – submitted by Germany
For Discussion at the Delegates Meeting at WBC9

Overwhelming response to the invitation has shown that the interest in participation to WBC9 could not be satisfied. The list below breaks the members down to the five continents. 

	Australia
	America
	Europe
	Africa
	Asia
	

	Australia
	Argentina
	Austria 
	Namibia
	Japan
	

	New Zealand
	Canada
	Belgium
	South Africa
	Malaysia
	

	
	United States
	Iceland
	
	Philippines
	

	
	
	Ireland
	
	
	

	
	
	Italy
	
	
	

	
	
	Finland
	
	
	

	
	
	France
	
	
	

	
	
	Germany
	
	
	

	
	
	Great Britain
	
	
	

	
	
	Luxemburg
	
	
	

	
	
	Monaco
	
	
	

	
	
	Netherlands
	
	
	

	
	
	Norway
	
	
	

	
	
	Russia
	
	
	

	
	
	Spain
	
	
	

	
	
	Sweden
	
	
	

	
	
	Switzerland
	
	
	

	Current Member Countries
	Total

	2
	3
	17
	2
	3
	27

	Prospective Competitors to WBC9
	

	16
	25
	135
	20
	7
	203


As the European Union grows, an increase of member countries has to be expected

The current requirements of WBSF – 25 benches, 6 relays - limit the number of competitors to 150, allowing only 18 nations with two teams resp. 12 nations with three teams to compete. 

An exemption has been granted by the delegates meeting for WBC9, increasing the number of relays to 7. In addition, the Austrian range offers 26 benches, so 182 competitors can be accommodated. Nevertheless, a repulse of competitors from several countries - in accordance with the WBSF rulebook - became a necessity.

As can be seen from the diagram there are three ways out of this restriction 


[image: image1]
a- Limiting the number of entries to only one team per nation would be the least desirable option as it inspires ‘elite’ mentality, detrimental to the public acceptance of our sport. 
b- WBC9 will tell whether an increase to 8 relays per day could be a viable option, too. However, this would increase the intervals between the matches to 2 hours and the total duration to 12 hours. 2 hours might be saved at the expense of the Warm Up. With two official practice days, a Warm Up every day should be dispensable. In particular, as small groups fired during the Warm Up will not be recognized as records.

c- A better way is to raise the minimum requirement on the number of benches to 30, at least for Europe with its higher number of member countries. As experienced a couple of times before, required intercontinental travel lowers the number of shooters interested in competing in a World Championship.

The list below summarizes current rule, WBC9 exception and modifications for discussion at the delegates meeting. It compares the effect of the different solutions on the numbers of competitors, teams and nations as well as on the times of match interval and competition duration. 
	Scenario
	Benches
	Relays
	Warm Up
	Competitors
	Teams
	Nations
	Spares
	Interval
	Duration

	Rules per WBC Manual

	
	25
	6
	yes
	150
	2
	18
	6
	1.5
	9

	
	25
	6
	yes
	150
	3
	12
	6
	1.5
	9

	

	Exception by Approval at WBC8 Delegate’s Meeting

	
	26
	7
	yes
	182
	2
	22
	6
	1.75
	10.5

	
	26
	7
	yes
	182
	3
	15
	2
	1.75
	10.5

	

	Scenarios for Discussion at WBC9 Delegate’s Meeting

	a
	25
	6
	yes
	150
	1
	37
	2
	1.5
	9

	

	b
	25
	8
	yes
	200
	2
	25
	0
	2
	12

	
	25
	8
	yes
	200
	3
	16
	8
	2
	12

	
	

	
	25
	8
	no
	200
	2
	25
	0
	2
	10

	
	25
	8
	no
	200
	3
	16
	8
	2
	10

	

	c
	30
	6
	yes
	180
	2
	22
	4
	1.5
	9

	
	30
	6
	yes
	180
	3
	15
	0
	1.5
	9

	
	

	b + c
	30
	8
	yes
	240
	2
	30
	0
	2
	12

	
	30
	8
	yes
	240
	3
	20
	0
	2
	12

	
	

	
	30
	8
	no
	240
	2
	30
	0
	2
	10

	
	30
	8
	no
	240
	3
	20
	0
	2
	10


April 27th, 2007
Guenther Seifert

Treasurer DBRV

Paper No 5 
Proposed World Rimfire Benchrest Championships

Members have received under separate cover, a copy of rules developed in consultation with various contacts and views expressed in the Conference Report.
The following resolutions are proposed for consideration.:

1) That the WBSF accept in principle the establishment of a World Rimfire Benchrest Championship.

2) Adopt the proposed rules as the working document for the conduct of the championship.

3) That such an event will be conducted in the off year to the Centrefire Championship.

4) That endeavours be made to determine the status of the event to be conducted in Italy and determine whether this be granted the status of our 1st Rimfire World Championship.

5) Seek bids over the next 3 months from our members for the holding of the event in 2010.
Should above be accepted then decisions will need to be made on a recognised Target.

There are a variety of option, which no doubt will create comment which ever direction is taken. Should members have any options they would like considered, they are requested to bring to the meeting for viewing.

Paper No 6
CONTINENTAL CHAMPIONSHIPS

Version: Draft 1 4/27/2007

World Benchrest Shooting Federation

Agenda Item Submission

Country: Australia Contact Barry Edgley ( bedgley@iprimus.com.au )

Issue: Flexible competitor requirements for Regional Championships.

Background: The concept for regional championships sanctioned by the WBSF

is to develop capacity and capability for shooters and for

organizations aspiring to attend or eventually host a WBC.

While there is no specific (separate) requirements for WBSF

sanctioned regional championships, it is accepted that the WBSF

Rules apply. In this context, teams are generally specified as 4

man teams.

For developing countries and entrants, it is not always possible to

initially put together or attract 4 man teams to regional shoots.

This may be an impediment to developing benchrest shooting in

those locations and some flexibility in terms of competitor

requirements would seem appropriate.

In this instance, such requirements could sensibly include

allowance for variable size teams (a minimum of 2) and include

individuals to enhance the opportunity to conduct matches and

gain experience.

Proposal: It is proposed that –

1. the requirements for WBSF sanctioned regional

championship matches will provide for discretion by the

organizers on the composition of teams or inclusion of

individuals in regional championship matches.
Paper No 7

Past Individual Champions

It has been brought to the notice of the President that maybe an automatic place on the entry list should be provided for past individual champions.

The advice given was that no such provision is made available within our rules and as such same could not be granted.

Further advice was given that any such change to the rules could only be made by the Delegates Committee.

No recommendation is made but is drawn to the members notice to ensure discussion time is available.

Paper No 8
AWARDS
Version: Draft 1 4/27/2007

World Benchrest Shooting Federation

Agenda Item Submission

Country: Australia Contact Barry Edgley ( bedgley@iprimus.com.au )

Issue: Increased recognition for team achievements in awards.

Background: The overall concept of the WBC is that of an international team

championship.

In practice the current format is effectively two championships run

concurrently – competitors are competing for both individual and

team recognition. There is no official mention of the WBC event

being an individual world championship event.

Currently there is only one WBC award for team achievement –

the overall 2 gun team, while seven awards are provided for

individuals.

This detracts from the team concept and in some ways leads to

inconsistencies in the way in which the WBC is perceived and

promoted.

It is recognized that benchrest is mostly associated with individual

achievements and it is easy to follow that approach. In keeping

with the WBC team concept though, greater recognition of team

achievements is also important if the concept of WBC events is to

be achieved.

While this submission seeks to address the matter of increased

recognition for team achievements it does identify the potential to

provide an officially recognized individual championship and

separate requirements which the Committee might consider.

Proposal: To address these issues it is proposed that –

1. The prescribed awards provided for in the WBSF Rulebook

(Section G – Medal Distributions) be revised to include

additional team awards

2. The schedule includes –

For Teams

Version: Draft 2 4/27/2007

a. Gold, Silver, and Bronze medallions for top 3 teams

in each class grand aggregate.

b. Gold, Silver, and Bronze medallions for top 3 teams

in the 2 Gun aggregate

c. Top 10 patches for teams in each class grand

aggregate and the 2 Gun aggregate

For individuals

a. Gold, Silver, and Bronze medallions for top 3

competitors in each class grand aggregate.

b. Gold, Silver, and Bronze medallions for top 3

competitors in the 2 Gun aggregate.

c. Gold Medallion for the smallest group at each at each

distance in each class.

d. Top 20 patches for individual competitors in each class

and the 2 gun aggregate.

e. Gold, Silver, and Bronze medallions for top 3

competitors in the special match (200yd HV 10 shot

match) aggregate.

f. Top 20 patches for individual competitors in the special

match (200yd HV 10 shot match) aggregate.

Version: Draft 3 4/27/2007

Attachment 1

Schedule of Medal Distributions and Awards

Existing

G.1 Medal Distribution:

The following list of medals/Awards is to be presented at each Championship

Team Championship 2 Gun Aggregate (12)

Individual 2 Gun Champion ( LC and HC Aggregate) (3)

Individual Champion Light Class Grand Aggregate (3)

Individual Champion Heavy Class Grand Aggregate (3)

Individual Champion 300yds or alternative event. (3)

G.2 Awards:

Small Group Award 100 and 200 yds Light Class (2)

Small Group Award 100 and 200 yds Heavy Class (2)

Small Group Award 300 yds or alternative event. (1)

Proposed

G.1 Medal Distribution:

The following list of medals/Awards is to be presented at each Championship

Team Championship 2 Gun Aggregate (1st, 2nd , 3rd ) (12)

Team Championship LC and HC Aggregate(1st, 2nd , 3rd ) (12)

Individual 2 Gun Champion ( LC and HC Aggregate) (3)

Individual Champion Light Class Grand Aggregate (3)

Individual Champion Heavy Class Grand Aggregate (3)

Individual Champion 300yds or alternative event. (3)

G.2 Awards:

Small Group Award 100 and 200 yds Light Class (2)

Small Group Award 100 and 200 yds Heavy Class (2)

Small Group Award 300 yds or alternative event. (1)
Paper No 9

Bidding Process

Version: Draft 1 4/27/2007

World Benchrest Shooting Federation

Agenda Item Submission

Country: Australia Contact Barry Edgley ( bedgley@iprimus.com.au )

Issue: Selection process for hosting WBC.

Background: As the popularity of the WBC increases, there is a trend to adopt

a “bidding” process to select the venue for upcoming events. The

process is in fact referred to in the WBSF Championship Manual.

This carries with it an inherent danger of wasting valuable

resources on bids to effectively “buy” the rights to an event.

Comparisons in other sports shows the extent that this approach

can turn into. Recent events also show that a “high powered” bid

does not always guarantee success.

The objectives of the WBSF are aimed at developing benchrest

worldwide and a bidding process carries with it the risk of isolating

participants and limiting development incentives. History shows

that a “bidding” process is open to bias, collusion, and even

corruption.

It should be the objective of the WBSF to provide an equal

opportunity to all participating members to conduct championship

events based solely on meeting a set of minimum requirements,

and demonstrating the necessary capacity and capability.

Introduction of a zonal rotational system would provide an

equitable approach while providing clear goals for host

organizations to aim for. It also means that those that commit to

achieving the required standard have some certainty that they will

get a return on the effort and investment and support the concept

and role of regional championships.

Proposal: It is proposed that –

1. Establishing a rotational system to the selection of WBC

venues based on, in the first instance, a regional (zonal) basis,

and then within regions, by country, to be implemented as of

2007. (See Example).

2. The prior conduct of WBSF sanctioned regional

championship, or other tournament of equivalent standard be

included as part of the minimum requirements for eligibility to

Version: Draft 2 4/27/2007

conduct a WBC event - having regard to all aspects of hosting

championship matches, including but not limited to capacity

(facilities, support, etc), capability (demonstrated experience

etc), and other organizational and accessibility considerations

which might materially affect the successful running of a WBC.

3. A set of formal acceptance criteria and processes be

developed.

Example:

WBC Year Region Country

2007 Europe (E) Austria

2009 Africa Sth Africa

2011 Europe (W) France

2013 Asia/Pacific Australia

2015 Nth America Canada

2017 Sth America ?
a          1 team





30 benches          c





8 relays


(no warmup)


b





12 – 18 Nations


150 Competitors








