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1. Editorial from Indranil Datta, Chairman of WA Judge Committee   

 

Dear Judges, 

 

As we head to Congress in a few weeks, I do take immense pride in saying the work that all of you have 

done during this short tenure of mine as the Chair of the committee, is really appreciated.  

We have seen the Olympic and Paralympic Games along with numerous major Archery events across 

various levels, and our judges (all of you) have played a crucial role in achieving success in all of them. 

While that is true, I would still prefer that you do not lose focus at this point as there are a few major 

events left before the successful closure of the year – for example the World Target Championships, 

World Cup Final, etc.  

During the Congress, as some of you may already know, an entirely new structure of the Rule Book will 

be proposed and voted on – If it is passed, then between now and publication time (early 2026) it will 

be reviewed and by-law amendments applied .When published we hope you will go through it and 

highlight any ambiguity that you feel might impact your judging responsibilities., and forward these to 

your committee, so that we can collectively request changes if required.  

And the last point from my side - while I head for a re-election, the vision of improving judging across 

all levels of archery and a number of such tasks like the restructuring of the guidebook, updating of the 

training aids, combined continental and international seminars, e-learning modules, etc, the committee 

will carry on in the track that has been laid.  

Thanking all of you for your voluntary service and effort. 

 

Regards, 

Indranil and the WA JC 
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2. Round up of events   

 

Since our last newsletter in March 2025, our International Judge teams have been in action at a number 

of events: 

- World Cup Legs in Florida, Shanghai, Antalya and Madrid 

- FISU (World University Games) in Essen 

- World Games in Chengdu  

- World Youth Championships, Winninpeg, Canada 
 

In addition, many of our Judges have also been active in their Continental Associations, supporting Grand 

Prix circuit in Europe, Pan American events, and Asia Cup events across all disciplines and categories. 

 

The calendar does appear crowded and the Judge Committee wish to thank all of you who have been 

giving of your time and experience to ensure all events are satisfactorily conducted on the Field of Play. 

 

The World Cup Leg in Antalya saw the “test” of a number of changes, the main ones being: 

- Official Practice for 1 hour before qualification 

- Scoring 11 for the X ring across all disciplines and for every part of the competition 

- 60 arrow ranking round 

 

These changes are now being assessed as to whether they will be used again, but to be clear, these 

changes will not be appearing in the re-written rule books that will be voted on in Congress in Gwangju. 

The indications are that further test scenarios are likely to be undertaken before any longer term changes 

are considered.  

 

The Committee will produce a further newsletter post Congress and ensure that all IJ/IJC/YJ receive 

notification and commentary around the new rule books when able to do so. 

 

All of the events this year have had situations which have required quick and effective action by the 

Judge Teams, and have also been subject to difficulties, such as World Youth Championships in Winnipeg, 

Canada, which was impacted by an Air Canada staff strike. We were able, with help from Judges in 

nearer locations, to replace those who could not travel, and we are grateful to those that were able to 

assist. 

 

Later in the newsletter we have pictures of various Judge Teams from across the globe…. 

 

 

3. IJc Seminar – March 2025 in Sallanche, France 

  

We were overwhelmed with the number of applications for attendance to the seminar, which was run in 

conjunction with a World Archery Europe Continental Judge seminar. It was necessary for the Committee 

to place a limitation on the number of IJc places available, and all those who attended were advised 

beforehand of this. 

The standard of exam papers was very high, and this suggests that Judge training across the world is 

improving from National level into Continental level. 
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Below is the list of successful candidates: 

Family Name First Name Country Continent Gender  

Aitby Aiya KAZ WAAs W Upgrade from YJ to IJc 

Beeby Gareth GBR WAE M  

Bolta Petra SLO WAE W Upgrade from YJ to IJc 

Gozacan Tahsin Conar TUR WAE M  

Griego Mandy USA WAAm W  

Guler Alper TUR WAE M  

Harmon Brent USA WAAm M  

Jakonen Mari FIN WAE W  

Johansson Sofie SWE WAE W  

Lin Yi-Chin TPE WAAs W  

Markiewicz Krzysztof POL WAE M  

Valette Stephane FRA WAE M  

Vostrez David CZE WAE M  

Zamora Lira Omar MEX WAAm M  

Zhang Jinyao CHN WAAs W  

 

4. Appointments for 2026 

 

You should, by now, have received from Severine the email containing detail of how to apply for events 

in 2026 (The Indoor World Series events were sent earlier for you to respond to). The email outlines a 

different approach being taken for collating the information from yourselves – the email was sent on 4th 

August, and deadline for completion is 15th September 2025. 
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5. Continental and Federation news 

 

World Archery Asia recently held a Continental 

Judge Seminar, conducted by Hossein (Chairman of 

the WAA Judge Committee), Indranil Datta (IJ and 

Chair of the World Archery JC),  Junji Ozawa (IJ) and 

Karla Cabrera (retired IJ). It was attended by 30 

participants from 11 Countries, with 17 successfully 

being accredited. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We have received the following from the Mongolian Archery Federation: 

 

On March 29, 2025, the Mongolian Archery Association 

organized a National Judge Seminar, conducted by Mrs. 

Saruul Enkhbat, an International Judge.  

 

A total of 34 participants attended the seminar, 

including not only national judges, but also coaches, 

athletes, and students interested in judging.  

 

The seminar aimed to update participants' knowledge of 

judging skills, provide correct information on rules and 

procedures to all coaches, athletes, and judges, 

highlight the latest bylaws and interpretations, and 

attract more potential national judges.  

 

This full-day seminar, covered 14 different topics, 

including judge attitudes, judging skills, rules and procedures, safety, new bylaws and interpretations 

etc. The seminar also included live practices on arrow calls, inspecting target faces, and case studies. 

 

 

As International Judges, part of our role is to help our own Continental and National 

Federations develop their own Judge systems, and ensure training of Continental and National 

Judges is of a high quality, leading to standardization of practices and interpretation of rules across the 

world.  

The work of Saruul demonstrates commitment and desire to ensure this is the case in her federation., 

and the work undertaken by both World Archery Asia and World Archery Europe (earlier this year in 

Joint seminar with WA) shows the commitment to greater consistency in the education process. 
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Organisation of Judging within the FFTA (FRA) 

In keeping with some earlier articles, Christophe Pezet, the Chairman of the French Judge Committee 

has kindly shared the view of Judge organisation within the FFTA: 

 

Number of judges: 

• 1457 in total (403 women and 1054 men) to judge around 3400 competitions per year. 

• Distributed across levels: 

o Young judges (14-18 years old): Can officiate up to the regional championship and at 

the French Youth Championship. 

o Federal judges: Can referee for all competitions up to the French Championship and be 

responsible for local competitions up to the Regional Championship. 

o Trainer judges: Federal judges who follow a weekend of training to be able to train 

candidates. 

o National judges: Responsible for French Championships. 

• Among these judges, there are 6 Continental Judges, 1 Youth International Judge, and 3 

International Judges. 

Management of judges: 

• The commission that manages the referees is composed of 8 judges and the president is a 

member of the FFTA's board committee. 

• Each administrative region has a judge manager and a regional judging commission to assist 

them. 

Responsibilities of the national commission: 

• Writing and grading exams (approximately 150 to 230 papers per session) 

• Defining the content of referee update sessions 

• Appointing referee managers for the French Championships 

• Training trainers 

• Coordinating with the Targets and Courses commissions on rules 

Responsibilities of the regional commission: 

• Training 

• Appointing judges for competitions 

• Annual judge update 

Exams: 

• Two exams per year, one in April and one in November 

• To become a federal judge, you must pass: 

o The common core: Everything that is common to all disciplines (2 hours, 50 multiple-

choice questions and 10 open-ended questions) where you must have a minimum of 

70/100 to pass this exam. 

o One or more options (2 hours, approximately 15 to 20 questions, minimum 70/100 to 

pass) 

▪ Target (national distances, international distances, Beursault) 

▪ Field 

▪ 2D/3D 

• The candidate must pass at least one option to become a federal judge. They can take other 

options during their career depending on their desires and the needs of the Region. 

To become a national judge: 

• Pass a more advanced written exam. 

• Demonstrate the ability to manage a team at a French Championship under the supervision of a 

national judge. 
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For young judges: 

• Training begins at 14 years old. 

• Have the same type of exam and options as federal judges, but in a lighter version. 

• At 18 years old, they do not take another written exam to be upgraded as federal judge, but they 

have a knowledge test by the regional judge manager. 

• A training program is also being set up for young people aged 11 to 14. 

Commission projects: 

• November 2024: Complete dematerialization of the exam 

• Implementation of e-learning courses to adapt the training to future candidates. 

 

 

6. Conference News 

 

The date for the last Conference in this accreditation cycle is 22-23 November 2025, with the deadline  

for booking a place being the 1st September 2025. We hope all those who need to be in attendance as 

part of their reaccreditation process have made the necessary arrangements. 

 

7. Pictures from recent events 

   

 
 

Judges for the PanAmerican Junior Championships   Judges from the World Cup Miami 

 

 
    Judges and volunteers from FISU    Judge team ISF U15 Gymnasiade 
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     Judge team European Grand Prix Antalya  Judge team European Grand Prix, Arnhem 

 

 

 

 

 

Judge team World Youth Championships, Winnipeg         Judge team World Cup, Antalya 

 

      
 

Judge team World Cup, Shanghai    Judge team World Cup, Madrid 
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8. Interpretations since last newsletter     

 

There have been three interpretations issued since the last newsletter: 

 

1. Use of noise/frequency reduction devices, published and effective 8th April 2025. 

2. Barebow weight with powder vibration dampener – dated October 2024, published much later. 

3. Fingers of bowhand used as a drawcheck indicator, published and effective 5th May 2025 

 

All three Interpretations can be found on the WA website using the following link (or copy paste into 

browser): 

 

https://www.worldarchery.sport/rulebook/interpretations 

 

9. Replies to Case studies 115     

 

115.1 

At the start of the 1/8th Recurve Mens Elimination round (which immediately followed the 1/16th), one 

athlete was not present as the first set was shot but arrived while scoring the first set took place. The 

Judge in the area determined that the athlete who had not yet shot would record three misses for the 

first set and would shoot the second set onwards until the match was over. a. Would you agree or 

disagree with the action taken and why? b. If you were the chair, is there any action you would want to 

take and why? 

 

For this question, nearly all of you determined, correctly, that the decision of the Judge was wrong and 

therefore you disagreed with their action, which the committee agree was the right decision. Backing 

this up, we have the Interpretation regarding Forefeit matches from December 2023, and it is important 

that you bear in mind interpretations in situations like this. 

The second part of the question was missed by some – most answered in respect of taking action to 

ensure the match was marked as forfeit, the archer who was present at the start could continue to shoot 

as a “bye”, and that you would explain to the athlete  who was late arriving and their coach that the 

match was now forfeit as they were not there at the start of the match, and as COJ you can overrule the 

Judge action here. 

Some of you missed that you do, as Chair, also need to consider the actions of your Judge, and talk to 

them about taking the appropriate actions, also reminding them it is a good idea to check your area of 

the targets/athletes before matches are due to start to ensure you have all athletes present, to avoid 

such scenarios occurring. It may be a good idea to give the Judge some time out just to “re-group” and 

be more focussed on the next matches to come. 

 

115.2 

At an Indoor Championship, an archer calls you to the target to check for the value of an arrow. The 

position of the arrows are given below in the picture. The doubtful arrow is the one which the archer 

missed on the top centre, and it landed very close to the outer ring of the lower left-centre. As a judge 

you follow all the process of making a line call but are still in doubt about the value of the arrow – if it 

is 6 on the lower left face or a M. You remember the fundamental philosophy of judging – if in doubt, 

always give the higher arrow score to the athlete. How will you score the end? 

(Picture not copied – see newsletter 115 to refresh your memory if needed) 

 

https://www.worldarchery.sport/rulebook/interpretations
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The responses here were very much in favour of scoring the arrow as a miss, so as to “protect” the 

athletes score (giving 9,7,M instead of 9,6,M). Some of you focussed on what you thought the arrow 

value was according to the picture presented to you, rather than consider it according to the words 

written – that it was considered to be a situation where the “benefit of the doubt” would be applied. 

But in this instance, what do we mean by “benefit of the doubt”? Is it related to the individual arrow 

value, or is it related to the athlete and their total score? 

If we take the individual arrow value, it would be the individual arrow score (which is the case in most 

occasions where benefit of doubt occurs) whereas if we take it to be the athlete, it would be to consider 

the impact on the total end score, which in this situation would mean giving a miss, so that the total end 

score for the athlete would be slightly better (16, instead of 15). 

Very good arguments were presented to support viewing it either way, so to conclude, your committee 

believe in this instance to score the miss is acceptable (bearing in mind it is only the Judge who has the 

doubt in their mind, and it would not be shared with others that we were in doubt) thus giving the athlete 

the slightly higher score. 

 

Thank you all for your contributions to the case studies – they are all read and considered and it is 

valuable input for the committee, notwithstanding the headache I got reading them all!  

 

10. New Case studies      

 

116.1 

At a 1440 with World Record Status, you are faced with the 

situation at the target as shown in the photograph alongside – how 

would you deal with this situation and what value would you score 

the arrow? 

For reference, the side of the pile of the arrow is touching the 

target face. 

 

 

116.2 

At the 30m distance of a 1440, the arrows of one archer are tightly grouped in the middle of the target 

face. You are called over as one of the arrows in the middle of the group has not actually reached the 

target face – how would you deal with this situation? 

 

116.3 

In a mixed team, Bronze medal match, with alternate shooting, the first archer in team A shot two 

arrows in the first rotation, and after the second arrow, the Judge raised a red card to indicate an arrow 

had been shot out of sequence and the DOS changed the clocks to team B. 

After team B had shot two arrows, the second archer of team A shot their two arrows in the second 

rotation. 

One team official and the results manager suggested that the Judge should have raised the red card 

again, because one of the two arrows shot by the second archer in team A was shot out of sequence. 

If you were Chairman of Judges, what action would you take in respect of this situation? 

 

Replies to case studies should be sent to sderiaz@archery.sport 
by 30 September 2025. 

mailto:sderiaz@archery.sport

