ISAF Racing Rules Question and Answer Service

Q&A 07-005

Published: 20 August 2007

Two boats approach the windward mark (to be left to port) on opposite tacks. The port
tack boat (P) tacks inside the two-length zone at one boat length from the mark. After P
passes head to wind but before arriving on a close-hauled course, the starboard tack boat

(S) has to alter course to windward to avoid contact. S does not luff above a close-hauled

course.
S protests and later lodges a valid protest.
QUESTION 1

What will the decision be?

ANSWER 1

After P passes head to wind she is entitled to room under rule 18.2(a) and she must keep
clear under rule 13.While those two rules are in conflict rule 18.2(a) takes precedence. If P
takes more room than needed to tack around the mark promptly in a seamanlike way, she
loses the protection of rule 18 and the case must be judged solely on her compliance under
rule 13.

QUESTION 2

What would the answer be if S if required to sail above a close-hauled course to avoid P

when P completes her tack?
ANSWER 2

Once P reaches a close-hauled course rule 18.3 applies. If S must sail above close-hauled to
avoid her, or if S has sailed above close hauled to avoid P and needs to remain above close
hauled at the time the tack is completed, P breaks rule 18.3 and should be scored DSQ.
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QUESTION

May a race committee or protest committee satisfy its obligation under RRS 61.1 to notify
the boat of a protest by informing the boat's coach, rules advisor or other representative?
ANSWER

When a boat has registered a coach, rules advisor or other representative or when a person
is clearly representing a boat, the race committee or protest committee complies with its
obligation in rule 61.1(b) or (c) to inform the boat of the protest when it informs the
representative.
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Published: 16 October 2007
BACKGROUND

Race 6 of a 9 race series was started using the Z flag penalty (RRS 30.2). Several boats
were identified in the triangle formed by the ends of the starting line and the first mark in
the minute before the starting signal. The race was abandoned after three legs. On shore the
race committee posted a notice that race 6 would not be resailed and that race 7 would be
sailed the following morning (this notice was posted after the deadline for posting changes
in the schedule). The race committee’s reason for skipping Race 6 was that it did not wish
to score the identified boats with a 20% penalty because it did not believe the race was fair.
The identified boats were scored in Race 7 without a 20% penalty.

There was nothing in the sailing instructions or notice of race relevant to this issue. The
schedule in the notice of race and the sailing instructions stated that up to three races per
day would be sailed.

The final results showed Race 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7 and so on (i.e., there was no Race 6 shown).
QUESTIONS

1) Must races be sailed in numerical order?

2) Was the notice posted by the race committee a change in the schedule?

3) Wasrace 7 actually the resail of race 6?

4)  Should the identified boats been scored with a 20% penalty in race 7?

5) Would the answer be different if the jury had abandoned the race in response to a
request for redress?

6) Would the answer be different if the race committee had abandoned the race ashore
(i.e., after the race had been completed) after consideration of the issues stated in rule
32.17?

ANSWERS

1) Must races be sailed in numerical order?
No.
However, such a race committee decision may be grounds for a request for redress by
a boat and review by the protest committee.
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In cases when a regatta or series consists of the same type of races, it is the usual
practice, recommended by RRS Appendix L (Guide to Sailing Instructions), and
accepted as the best practice, to run and number the races consecutively. It causes
unnecessary confusion among competitors, media and the public not to.

The panel acknowledges that there are series where different types of races are
scheduled, for instance, a course race followed by a long distance race. Given the
same situation, a race committee’s decision to abandon and not resail a course race,
then sail a scheduled long distance race, would be appropriate.

Was the notice posted by the race committee a change in the schedule?

No. In this situation, the NoR and Sis only stated that racing would occur on that day.
The only issue a protest committee might be asked to consider is if a boat deserves
redress because of the race committee’s decision.

If either the NoR or Sls stated that race 7 would be sailed on the day it was sailed, the
notice was simply information to competitors and could be posted at any time.

Was race 7 actually the resail of race 6?
No.

Should the identified boats been scored (by the race committee) with a 20% penalty in
race 7?
No.

Would the answer be different if the jury had abandoned the race (7) in response to a
request for redress?

It is the experience of the panel members that it is unlikely a protest committee would
decide that if boats were entitled to redress, the fairest arrangement for all affected
boats would be to abandon a completed race. In this situation, there was a race and the
race committee had finishes for all the boats. Most protest committee would decide
that the fairest arrangement possible was to order the offending boats rescored with
the rule 30.2 penalty applied to the next race.

Would the answer be different if the race committee had abandoned the race after it
had been completed after consideration of the issues stated in rule 32.1?

Such a race committee decision may be grounds for a request for redress by a boat and
review by the protest committee.
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