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INTRODUCTION

This is theeighthedition of the RYA Case Book revised for the latest version of the Racing Rules of Sailing. It was first
published in a single volume i n h®&fel8wing thrdeeeditions weeditedat e |
by Trevor Lewis up to #2005- 2008version

This useful reference workas brought into the digital age in 2013 by hyperlinking the various parts so that users can move
from item to it enhiswérsiohhasachangedtg & sngluror formaktd be .easier tse on small
screens of tablets and smartphones. The Case Bawéilable for viewing on, or downloading from, the RYA website at
www.rya.org.uk/go/rulesThisortline versionis updated each time a new eas published-urthermorethe new cases can

be downloaded and printed to supplenteard copies othis book.

The Racing Rules of Sailing 207 2024 have made further refinements to the rules, mainly for clarification. The RYA
Cases have been editedr¢dlect these changeBhe World Sailing (WS) Cases have also been reviewed and some new
ones added. The WS Case Book is published on the WS wehsitevagailing.org The WS Casesd abst
inSection2 of this book together with those of the RYA Ca
Section 1. Some W8&asesare such that the whole case is needed for a proper understandisould be referred to

for that reason

WSRegul ati on 3 1.V89 casesaareeaathoritdiivee interfireétdtians gnd explanations of the rules for all
racingo. 2R9R2/ C&8sstates that iThe RYA cases are illus
committee or jury. However, if a decisiavascontrary to an RYA case on the same or very similar facts, and if the
decision were appealed, it is likely thhe appeal would be upheld. Many cases, however, turn on a narrow, particular
set of facts, and a different decision may be correct

There are some conventions that are followed in the reported cases: bé@atadeas female and competitors as male
when no suitable unisex word is available; all protests are valid and all collisions are assumed not to have resulted |
damage, unless the case says otherwise. Therefore, where there is contact it may bketyatitar boat will have

broken rule 14, Avoiding Contact, but, because thesisdgs that she is exonerated in the absence of damage, the case
may not address that point.

It is important for the successful operation of the RYA Racing Charterottmel easons, that there is uniform
interpretation of the racing rules. To assist in that process references to the RYA are encouraged: from protest committe
(under rule 70.2) of any decisions that may be useful to others or which were difficult or dotdotiuditbs and classes
(under rule 70.4) in the form of questions; and, of course, from competitors or race committees in the form of appeal:
(under rule 70.1). The RYA Racing Rules Committee deals with atarity such referrals each year and would
encouage more where they will add clarity to the interpretation of the rules

To support the operation of the Racing Charter the RYA provides various ways by which rule understanding, observanc

and dispute resolution may be tackled:

U The Raci ng RuRuesAdGsomn§ervicd deads@vish a wide range of questions. The answers, from a
panel of members of the Racing Rules Committee, are provided only to the questioner, and with the caveat that th
answer cannot be taken as authoritative. However, wherniangegstise important issues the RYA may seek to have
them submitted under rule 70.4 so that the answers can be more widely published.

i The RYA publishes guidance notes on numerous aspects of the rules on the RYA website (go to
www.rya.org.uk/go/RRSquidankéncluding, inter alia: the new rules; scoring under Appendix discretionary
penaltiesputside help; rules disputes; aratiress. The guidance notes are added to and updated regularly throughout
thefour-year rules cycle.

U The RYA has promoted alternative forms of dispute resolution so that reluctant competitors are no longer obliged tc
appear in the protest room. These incladeisoryand[RYA] arbitration hearingandthe postracepenalty and
further guidance on these are available from the RYA website and, also, through RYA Regional Rules Advisors
whose role is to promote rules knowledge and operation of the alternative processes in all RYA affiliated clubs.

In all of the foregoing the Case Book kgérve a useful purpose in ensuring consistency of interpretations and decisions.

The RYA is most grateful to the members of the Racing Rules Committee for their work on thdetided,and,
particularly, to Carol Haine§hris Lindsay, Greg Eaton aiichael Short for their very hard work and time commitment
to the review and editing @fll thecases throughout the production of this hook

Chris Simon, Editor

*To go to a linked reference place the cursor on the reference (shown in blue and undeninéd) ho!l d down t
key and Il eft click. The document wil/l move to the |
@6 key on your keyboard.


http://www.rya.org.uk/go/rules
http://www.sailing.org/
http://www.rya.org.uk/go/RRSguidance

SECTION 1
WS AND RYA CASES, INDEXED BY THE
RACING RULES OF SAILING 20 21-2024

RULE WS CASES RYA CASES

Definitions

Clear astern and Cles 1975/6

ahead;Overlap

Conflict of Interest 1981/10 1984/2 2011/2

- 1980/2 1985/4

Finish

Keep Clear 1986/1 1986/3 1999/5 2001/5 2002/11 2003/8
2006/7 2008/4 20122

Mark

Mark-Room 2004/8

Obstruction 1974/5 1989/12

Party 1995/3

Proper Course 1975/6

Racing

Room 1975/5

Rule 1989/6 2002/14

Sail the Course 1974/1 1982/10 1982/13 1985/4 1986/6 1988/9
2000/5 2001/1 2001/6 2002/4 2006/5 2008/2
2010/2

Start 1982/13

Basic Principles

Sportsmanship and tt 1990/8 2002/5 2005/5

Rules

Rules

1.1

2 1967/13 1986/6 1989/6 1989/13 1990/8 1999/5
2001/2 2004/3 2011/2

4 1994/10 1999/3

5

Part 2 Preamble 1996/8 2002/14

10 1967/5 1981/3 1986/1 1988/7 1991/1 1991/4

11 1962/8 1976/2 1977F 1984/3 1986/3 1990/1
2003/8 2008/7 2011/3

12

13 1975/6 1976/2

14 1975/4 1986/3 1988/1 1988/7 1991/4 2002/3
2002/5 2002/11 2003/5 2003/8 2004/3 2008/3
2008/6 2012/2

15 1990/1 1994/4 2003/7 2006/4 2008/4 2008/6




RULE WS CASES RYA CASES

16.1 1967/5 1975/5 1990/6 1991/1 1993/5 200156
2002/2 2002/5 2003/1 2003/5 2003/7 2008/6

16.2 1967/5 1975/5

17 1975/6 2008/7

Section C Preamble

18.1 1981/3 1988/9 1994/4 1996/5 2003/1

18.2

18.2(a) 1976/2 2008/7

18.2(b) and (c) 1975/6 1976/2 1981/3 1990/6 2003/1 2003/5
2004/8 2008/7

18.2(c)(2)

18.2(d) 1976/2 1981/3

18.2€) 1992/9 2002/15

18.3 1974/8

18.4 2003/7 2004/8

19 1977/7 2011/1 2017/1

19.2 1962/8 1968/11 1977/7 1984/11 2014/4 2017/1

20

20.1 1973/5 1974/5 1984/11

20.2 1973/5 1974/5 1982/6

Section D Preamble 1990/6 1 1996/1

22 1990/6

23.1 1986/6 1996/1

23.2 1967/13 1988/9

25 1969/1 1990/5

26 1982/7

27.1 1983/7 1997/2 2008/2

28

28.1 1974/1 1980/2 1986/6 1988/9 2000/5 2001/1
2001/6 2002/4 2003/6 2006/5 2008/2 2010/2

28.2 1982/10 1982/13 1985/4 2000/5 2001/1 2010/2

29.1 1967/3 1977/1 1994/8 1998/3 2006/2 2014/2

30.1 2004/9

30.2 2004/9

30.3 2004/9

30.4 2004/9

31

32.1 1982/17 1988/4 1999/8

32.2 1969/1 1974/1 1996/4 2001/6 2008/8

34 2002/10

35 1998/2

36 1993/5

41 1993/6 1998/1 2005/5

42 1988/7 2005/5 2006/3 2007/2

43.1(a) 1989/12 1994/4 2001/3 2002/5 2005/8 2008/4

43.1(b) 1975/6 1982/6 2003/1 2003/5 2003/7

43.1(c 2001/3 2003/5 2004/3 2006/4 2008/5

441&2 1981/7 1986/7 2001/3 2002/5 2015/1
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RULE WS CASES RYA CASES

45 1962/4 2007/2

46 1990/2 1997/1

48 2007/2

49

50

55.3

56

60 1969/11 1981/14 1982/3 1986/7 1993/5 1999/2
2001/15 2002/9 2003/3 '2005/5

61.1 1981/7 1981/14 1990/5 1996/2 1996/8 1999/1
2001/13 2001/15 2002/7 2005/5 2006/3 2008/2

61.2

61.3 1989/7 1989/9 2001/2 2005/7

62.1 1994/9 1999/4 2002/6 2003/6 2014/2

62.1(a) 1969/12 1982/3 1985/3 1989/10 1990/5 1994/3
1996/6 1998/3 2002/10 2006/2 2006/5 2008/2
2016/3

62.1(b) 1993/5 1996/8 1999/2 2002/9

62.1(c

62.1(d) 1982/10

62.2 1989/9 2002/1 2010/1

63.1 1981/14 1989/7 1996/8 1999/3 2001/15

63.2 1968/15 1981/14 1987/1 2001/15

63.3 1981/5 1981/10 1987/1

63.4 1981/10 1984/2 2007/1 2011/2

63.5 1981/5 1989/9 2001/13 2006/4

63.6 1981/10 1984/14 1990/3 1992/7 1994/8 2006/4
2008/4 2014/3

63.7 2002/8

64.1(c 1982/3

64.2 1969/1 1969/11 1999/7 2001/3 2002/9 2003/3
2005/5 2005/8 2006/4 2008/4

64.2(a) 1986/7 2002/5

64.3 1984/2 1988/4 1989/10 1994/3 1999/6 2002/9
2006/2 2008/2 2013/1

64.4 1992/2

66 1994/3 2008/3 2008/5 2014/3

67 [ RYA pr 1996/8

69

69.1(a)

69.2 1986/6 2005/7

70.1 1974/1 1981/5 1981/14 1995/3 2012/3

70.2 2005/2 2005/6

70.5 2005/2 2014/1

71.2 2002/6

71.4 2002/13

75.1

76.1 1999/3 2013/2 2019/1

77 2013/2

78 1997/1  2005/7

80 1999/9

85

85.1 19691 1997/2

86

86.1(b 1980/2 1998/2 2002/14




RULE WS CASES RYA CASES

87

88.2

89 2002/8

90.2(c 1982/7

90.3 1989/9

91 1984/13

A2 1997/1

A3 1962/1

A5.1 1985/4 1989/7
A5.3 2010/3

A9

App D 2005/2

App E 2002/7

App G 2013/2

J1 and J2 1962/1 1984/13 1985/4 1989/6 1989/9 1990/2
App M 1984/14 1987/1 2007/1 2008/5
R2 RYA pr 2012/2

R5 2003/3

Race Signals 1982/7 1996/4
Race Signal, X 1977/1 2014/2
IRPCAS 2002/14 2004/2
RYA Arbitration 2012/3

RYA Racing Charter 2007/1




SECTION 2
ABSTRACTS OF WS AND RYA CASES BY
RULE NUMBER

DEFINITIONS

Definitions, Clear Astern and Clear Ahead; Overlap

RYA 1975/6
When a boat tacks, the question of whether an overlap is created is decided at the moment she passes head to wind,
rule 17 will never apply to the leeward boat if the overlap is created while the windward ksthtsisbject to rule 13.

Definitions, Conflict of Interest

RYA 1981/10
A member of a protest committdees not have a conflict of interaserely because he or she witnessed the incident.
The protest committee is entitled to decide the protest even if the protestor was not present for some of the hearing.

RYA 1984/2
A person with a conflict of interest does nease to be such because a party to the protest is willing to accept him as a
member of the protest committee.

RYA 2011/2
A boat does not break rule 2 when she believes reasonably, even if incorrectly, that, in manoeaingigagther
boat, she will protect her series score by worsening the score of the other boat.

Definitions, Finish

RYA 1980/2
A hookround finish is contrary to the definitidfinish, and sailing instructions are npermitted to alter a definition.

RYA 1985/4

When a race committee intends a mark to be looped, the mark must be identified as a rounding mark. When the sailir
instructions do not do so, or when they are ambiguous, a boatleetynot to round a mark when she can still leave it

on the required side and in the correct order.

Definitions, Keep Clear

RYA 1986/1
When a portack boat is required to keep clear of a starbetadk boat, she must aclearly and early enough to ensure
that other boat is in no doubt that the ptaitk boat will fulfil her obligation.

RYA 1986/3
A keepclear boat cannot be said to have done so when, although there was no contact, ttmerevisiéince that contact
would have occurred had not the righitway boat altered course to comply with rule 14.

RYA 1999/5
When a givevay boat is already breaking a rule of Section A of Part 2 by not keeping clear, dilibersact does not
necessarily break rule 2.

RYA 2001/5
When a rightof-way boat changes course and deprives a-gisg boat of room to keep clear, she will have complied
with rule 16.1 by making a further change toaurse that will give the other boat room to keep clear.

RYA 2002/11
A boat that takes action to keep clear or avoid contact and elects to pass very close astern of a boat crossing ahead
her does so at her own risk if sivas able to pass further away, and there is contact resulting in serious damage.

RYA 2003/8

When boats are overlapped on the same tack on converging courses, the moment when the windward boat has failed
keep clear is, by dimition, also the moment when the rigiftway boat must take avoiding action if she is to avoid
penalisationunder rule 14, should contact causing damage then occur.
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RYA 2006/7
Keep Cleaiis a defined term that includes pige tests, an#leeping cleais usually more than just avoiding contact.

RYA2008/4
When there is contact shortly after a boat gains right of way, it is for her to show that she gave the other boat room tc
keep clear.

RYA 2012/2
A right-of-way boat riskpenalisationif she does not act to avoid contact involving damage immediately it is evident that
the other boat is not keeping clear.

Definitions, Mark

Definitions, Mark -Room

RYA 2004/8
The room an outside overlapped boat must give at a mark to an iigditi@f-wayboat includes room to gybe when that
ispartoft he i nside boatés proper course to round the marKk

Definitions, Obstruction

RYA 1974/5

When a closdénauled poritack boat needs to make a substantial change of course to avoid an obstruction in the form of
a closehauled starboareack boat, she is entitled to hail a boat on the same tack as her, to windwelehogastern,

for room to tack, even though she has an alternative means of escape by bearing away.

RYA 1989/12
A boat compelled by another boat to break a rule is exonerated. Aclegerboat is not ambstruction

Definitions, Party

RYA 1995/3

A boat whose score or place in a race or series may have been made significantly worse as a result of redress sought
and given to other boats is not a party to the hearing, ardbss not have the right to appeal against the decision: her
remedy is first to seek redress herself.

Definitions, Proper Course

RYA 1975/6

A boat that luffs above clogeauled to pass to windward of a mark is not sailing atzopeoper course.

A right-of-way boat is exonerated if she breaks rule 16.1 while sailing a proper course at a mark and takingomark
to which she is entitled.

Definitions, Racing

Definitions, Room

RYA 1975/5

On abeattawindward,S6s response to a wind shi ftifsheissailingma ootrsedoe pr i
keep clear by passinp leewardof § and S must not bear away if as a result P nshainge course immediately to
continue keeping clear

Definitions, Rule

RYA 1989/6

60t her documents that gRulemustbe stathdeor referredrotinithe natice of haee befoeefthieyn i
become mandatoifgr boats racing. When a race committee considers it necessary for boats to adhere to local regulations
or prohibitions, it must issue an explicit notice of race to that effében no such notice is issued, a boat that does not
comply with a local regaltion or prohibition does not break the Fair Sailing rule.

RYA 2002/14
The preamble to Part 2 of the Racing Rules of Sailing (RRS) is a rule of Part 2.



Definitions, Sail the Course

RYA 1974/1

When a race committee intends boats to cross the line used for starting or finishing in order to complete a round of the
course, the sailing instructions must say so.

When they do not say so, that line cannotided to shorten course unless the sailing instructions change rule 32.2.

A boat that was not a party to a hearing does not have a right to appeal the decision of that hearing.

RYA 1982/10
A boat that has been forced the wraide of a mark is not exempted by any rule from sailing the course, nor is redress
normally available to her.

RYA 1982/13
A boat that has not left a starting mark on the required side will start if she later crossegting $itee in the correct
direction, provided that the starting line remains open.

RYA 1985/4

When a race committee intends a mark to be looped, the mark must be identified as a rounding mark. When the sailir
instructions danot do so, or when they are ambiguous, a boat may elect not to round a mark when she can still leave it
on the required side and in the correct order.

RYA 1986/6

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail the course, she may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuv
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, she witldmalisel and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary

action.

RYA 1988/9
The rights of a boat that passes a mark on the wrong side, without touching it, and is unwinding, are not diminished in
any way, she is sailing the same leg of the course as a boat rounding normally.

RYA 2000/5

When the sailing instructions state that a mark is to be rounded, boats shall do so, even if the intentions of the rac
committee were otherwise. However, a boat that did not do so for good safety reasons wolitlé dhéoemetdress.
Thestringint he def i ni t i oisntolke &ken fo liet when taGtoirunavigablie water only.

When a marklesignated a rounding mai& too close to the rhumb line from the previous mark to the next mark for a
boat to be abl¢o decide visually whether it has to be looped, a boat that does not loop it and is successadtgpio

entitled to redresHowever, she will not be entitled to redress if the marks are charted and the boat can be expected to
carry charts that willshow that the mark can be rounded only by looping it.

RYA 2001/1

A leg of a course does not end until the mark ending it has been left on the required side. When a boat leaves a mark «
her wrong side, it is only at that matkat she must unwind and round to correct her course. Her course around any
subsequent marks, between making her mistake and corr

RYA 2001/6

When a course is shortened, fimshing line is at the line or to the mark that is nearest to the finishing vessel. If the shorten
course signal is made when boats still have to round other marks before they would reach the new finishing line, they sha
sail so as to leave those madksthe required side and in the correct order, unless the sailing instructions make some other
provision.

RYA 2002/4

A boat is not to bpenalisel for not leaving a starting mark on the required side if the buoy laid astmgtanark is not

as described in the sailing instructions, if she has not been validly notified of this, and if she believes some other buo
near the committee boat is the starting mark.

RYA 2006/5
When the sailing instructits are ambiguous, so that it is not clear whether a mark has a required side, any doubt is to
be resolved in favour of a boat liablegenalisation

RYA 2008/2

The simultaneous display of more than one valid course for a ida improper action of the race committee, which
may entitle boats to redress, with any doubt being resolved in favour of the competitor. A protest that a boat has no
complied with rule 28.1 does not have to be notified before the protested baoaidieesif

RYA 2010/2

When a mark is not at its advertised position, a boat that rounds that position (but not the mark itself) breakisyrule 28
not sailing the course as defined



Definitions, Start

RYA 1982/13
A boat that has not left a starting mark on the required side will start if she later crosses the starting line in theiremtien,
provided that the starting line remains open.

BASIC PRINCIPLE S

Sportsmanshp and the Rules

RYA 1990/8
After an incident, a boat that knows she has broken a rule cannot protect herself from the consequences of not taking
penalty by citing the absence of a protest by the other boat.

RYA 2002/5

When a boat retires promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has conithli8gevtsmanship and the Rules

in respect of any rule@part from rule 2she may have broken. When there is serious damage which may have been her
responsibility, she is, by retiring, exempted from further penalties in respect of that incident.

RYA 2005/5
A boat that has retired may be protestaad a valid protest against her must be heard, but the boat is noptnbésel
unless the penalty for the rule she broke is aextiudable disqualification.

PART 17 FUNDAMENTAL RULES
Rule 1.1, Safety: Helping Those in Danger

Rule 2, Fair Sailing
RYA 1967/13

When a boat that starsndfinishes deliberately uses the riggkway r ul es t o Osai l of f6 ar
course to benefit her own series position, she does not break rule 2 oBr2ile 2
RYA 1986/6

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail the course, she may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuv
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, she witidmalisel and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary
action.

RYA 1989/6

60t her documents t hat gRulemustbe statedeor referrediotindthe natice of raee befoeefthieyn i
become mandatory for boats racing. When a racamittee considers it necessary for boats to adhere to local regulations
or prohibitions, it must issue an explicit notice of race to that effében no such notice is issued, a boat that does not
comply with a local regulation or prohibition does not &kehe Fair Sailing rule.

RYA 1989/13
Use of standard, designed positions for equipment (e.g. a spray hood) not restricted by class rules or the sailing
instructions does not break rule 2, since there iglear-cut violation of the principle of sportsmanship

RYA 1990/8
After an incident, a boat that knows she has broken a rule cannot protect herself from the consequences of not taking
penalty by citing the absence of a psitby the other boat.

RYA 1999/5
When a givavay boat is already breaking a rule of Section A of Part 2 by not keeping clear, deliberate contact does not
necessarily break rule 2.

RYA 2001/2

When a boat believes that she may have broken a rule and retires in compliance with the Basic Principle, she may revol
her retirement within protest or declaration time if she later realises that she did fautibreak a ruleHowever, if she

is not ating in good faith, she breaks rule 2, Fair Sailing.

RYA 2004/3
When a rightof-way boat breaks rule 14 but there is no damage or injury, she is exonbyatelé 43.1(chnd does not
break rule 2.

RYA 2011/2
A boat does not break rule 2 when she believes reasonably, even if incorrectly, that, in manoeuvring against anothe
boat, she will protect her series score by worsening the score of the other boat.
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Rule 4, Acceptance of the Rules

RYA 1994/10

When a sailing instruction requires a measurer at an event to check within a required time that a sail limitation has been
complied with, and when this is not done, this does not relieve the competitor from the obligetimply with the sail
limitation.

RYA 1999/3
By participating in a race, a competitor agrees to be governed by the rules, as defined, despite any assertion to th
contrary.

Rule 5, Rules Governing OrganisingAuthorities and Officials

PART 217 WHEN BOATS MEET

Part 2 Preamble

RYA 1996/8

The phrimgideai M t he r awrsthgperad emasaged by the preamble to Part 2 when boats are subject
to the racing rules.

A boat that is seeking redress for having been physically damaged by a boat required to keep clear in an incident befor
she is racing needs to protest as well as to ask for redress.

RYA 2002/14
Sailing instructions cannot vgrthe obligations in the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea. The
preamble to Part 2 of the Racing Rules of Sailing (RRS) is a rule of Part 2.

Section AT Right of Way

Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks

RYA 1967/5

A keepclear boat may not invoke rule 16.1 against the rightvay boatwhen she has been given room to keep clear.
Rule 16.20nly appliesf boats are on a beat to windwardihen a portack boat is keeping clear tsailing to pasgo
leewardof a starboardtack boat.

A hail of 6Hold your courseltd places no obligation or

RYA 1981/3
When at a windward mark a boat that was clear aheathe same tackt zone entry tack® pass it, her entitlement to
markroom ends. Rule 10 applies, as if the mark were not there.

RYA 1986/1
When a portack boat is required to keep clear of a starbetadk boat, she must act clearly and early enough to ensur
that other boat is in no doubt that the ptaitk boat will fulfil her obligation.

RYA 1988/7
When a keeglear boat indicates that she will take avoiding action, a rigihtvay boat is entitled to delay taking action
to avad contact.

RYA 1991/1
A right-of-way boat may change course in such a way that a-&kegp boat is newly obliged to take action to keep
clear, until a further alteration of course would deprive the kelear boat ofroomto do so.

RYA 1991/4
A right-of-way boat may hold her course and presume that a-&legp boat will give way until it is evident that she is
not keeping clear.

Rule 11, On the Same Tack, Overlapped

RYA 1962/8
The word 6si d(astlsdimrule 18.1) eeferth the 22dé af Jhe boat on which the obstruction (or mark) is
to be passed, and not to any O0sided that the obstruct

There is no zone at an sthuction that is not also a mark. Rule 19.2(b) does not apply when it is not possible to identify
which of two boats overlapped at an obstruction is the outside boat and which the inside boat.
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RYA 19762

When twoclosehauled boatsare in the zone o& windward mark, rule 18.2(b) ceases to apply when one of them
tacks.When two boats are subject to rule 13 at the same time the one astern must ke#pttodgathen become
overlappedon the same tack inside the epthe outside boat shall give the inside boat rradmunder rule 18.2(a).

RYA 197717

When two overlapping santeck boats are less than one hull length apart, and when another boat clear astern is closing
on them, the righof way boat will rank as an obstruction to the other two boats. The boat clear astern may establish an
overlap between the boats ahead, with an entitlement from the windward boat to room, provided that the windward boat i
able to give room\Whena boatis required to act to keep cleano rule entitles heto room toavoidbecoming OCS.

RYA 1984/3
When W can fulfil her obligation under rule 11 to keep clear only by tacking, she must do so. No racing rule requires a
boat tokeep clear simply because she is overtaking.

RYA 1986/3
A keepclear boat cannot be said to have done so when, although there was no contact, there is firm evidence that conta
would have occurred had not thight-of-way boat altered course to comply with rule 14.

RYA 1990/1

When a boat is obliged to change course to keep clear of another boat that has acquired right of way, she must ac
promptly, since a rightf-way boathat does not change course is required only initially to give her room to do so. After
that, rule 15 does not apply.

RYA 2003/8

When boats are overlapped on the same tack on converging courses, the moment when the wiatdiasddiled to
keep clear is, by definition, also the moment when the-afyivay boat must take avoiding action if she is to avoid
penalisationunder rule 14, should contact causing damage then occur.

RYA 2008/7
When a leward boat is limited by rule 17, rule 11 applies to the windward boat even if the leeward boat sails above a
proper course, and the windward boat is not exonerated if stedddikep clear after having been given room to do so.

RYA 2011/3
That a boat did not keep clear is a conclusigiich can be reached only by applying the criteria in that definition.
Contact may be evidence that a boat has already failed to keep clear.

Rule 12, On the Same Tack, NdOverlapped

Rule 13, While Tacking

RYA 1975/6
When a boat tacks, the question of whether an overlap is created is decided at the moment she passes head to wind,
rule 17 will never apply to the leeward boat if the oveiapreated while the windward boat is still subject to rule 13.

RYA 1976/2
When two boats are subject to rule 13 at the same time, one ahead of the other, the one astern must keep clear.

Section Bi General Limitations

Rule 14, Avoiding Contact

RYA 1975/4
The test of whether it was reasonably possible for a-offatay boat to avoid contact is an objective one, and the
inexperience of hemrelmcannot justify a lower standard of care.

RYA 1986/3
A keepclear boat cannot be said to have done so when, although there was no contact, there is firm evidence that conta
would have occurred had not the righitway boat altered course to comply with rule 14.

RYA 1988/1
The rightof-way boat will not beoenalisel after contact that causes damagken there were no reasonable steps she
could have taken to avoid it.

RYA 1988/7

When a keeglear boatindicates that she will take avoiding action, a rigiitway boat is entitled to delay taking action

to avoid contact.

A boat that checks way by abnormal methods not permitted by rule 42, including using her engine in reverse, breaks th:
rule
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RYA 1991/4
A right-of-way boat may hold her course and presume that a-&leep boat will give way until it is evident that she is
not keeping clear.

RYA 2002/3
When there is contact that causes damagegla-of-way boatdoes not break rule 14 if it was not reasonably possible
for her to avoid contact.

RYA 2002/5
Whena right-of-way boat changes her course to comply with rule 14 because thevgiydoatis already not keeping
clear. The rightof-way boatis exonerated if in the process she breaks rule.16.1

When it is clear that a givevay boat that is limited in henanoeuvrabilitycannot or will notkeepclear, andtheright-
of-way boat maintains a collision course with her, the rightvay boatbreaksrule 14, even if the actions of the give
way boat hinder the righdf-way boat from avoiding a collision.

RYA 2002/11
A boat that takes action to &g clear or avoid contact and elects to pass very close astern of a boat crossing ahead of
her does so at her own risk if she was able to pass further away, and there is contact resulting in serious damage.

RYA 2003/5

Rule21 offers no exoneration for breaking rule tvhen there is damage or injuryn order to avoidpenalisationwhen
damage results from a collision, a rigbt-way boat rounding a mark may need to delay her normal change of course,
or indeed change course in the other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably
possible.

RYA 2003/8

When boats are overlapped on the same tack on converging courses, the moment when the windward boat has failed
keep clear is, by definition, also the moment when the-afyivay boat must take avoiding action if sketé avoid
penalisationunder rule 14, should contact causing damage then occur.

RYA 2004/3
When a rightof-way boat breaks rule 14 but there is no damage or injury, she is exonbyatalg 43.1(cand does not
break rule 2.

RYA 2008/3

In a protest, a party that isi@ght-of-way boat or one entitled to room maygenalisel under rule 14 even if the damage

or injury referred to in ruled3.1(c)is incurred only by a third boat that is not a party to the hearing, if it is a consequence
of the original breach of a rule of Part 2 by one of the parties.

RYA 2008/6

When a boat acquires right of way or when a rightvay boat alters course, she is required to give room for the other
boat to keep clear. The other boat must promptly manoeuvre in a way which offers a reasoeatd¢i@xphat she will
keep clear. If she fails to keep clear she will break the relevantaigihty rule unless she was not given room for that
manoeuvre.

RYA 2012/2
A right-of-way boat riskpenalisationf she does not a¢o avoid contact involving damage immediately it is evident that
the other boat is not keeping clear.

Rule 15, Acquiring Right of Way

RYA 1990/1

When a boat acquires right of way or when a rightvay boat alters course, shs required to give room for the other
boatto keepclear. The givevay boat must promptly manoeuvre in a way which offers a reasonable expectatitwe that s
will keep clear. If the givevay boat fails to keep clear she will break the relevant rafhway rule unless she was not
given room for that manoeuvre.

RYA 1994/4
A boat that breaks a rule while she is out of consalotexonerated for that reasoriame.

RYA 2003/7

An inside overlapped boat that obtains right of way inside the zone is entitled to sail to windward of the room to sail to
the mark to which she is entitled, but only if in the process she complies wifl8riJend with rules 15 and 16.1 with
respect to the outside boat.

RYA 2006/4
Rule 15 applies only when a boat initially acquires right of way, and not when the rule under which she continues to holc
right of waychanges.
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RYA 2008/4
When there is contact shortly after a boat gains right of way, it is for her to show that she gave the other boat room tc
keep clear.

RYA 2008/6

When a boat acquires right ofay or when a righbf-way boat alters course, she is required to give room for the other
boat to keep clear. The other boat must promptly manoeuvre in a way which offers a reasonable expectation that she w|
keep clear. If she fails to keep clear she ti#tak the relevant righof-way rule unless she was not given room for that
manoeuvre.

Rule 16.1, Changing Course

RYA 1967/5

A keepclear boat may not invoke rule 16.1 against the rghtvay boatwhen she has been given mo@o keep clear.
Rule 16.2only appliesf boats are on a beat to windwardihen a portack boat is keeping clear by sailing to pass
leewardof a starboardtack boat.

A hail of 6Hold your courseltd places no obligation or
RYA 1975/5
On a beat to windward, S6s response to a wind shift n

keep clear by passing to leeward of S, and S must not bear away if as a result P must ahigegenmediately to
continue keeping clear.

RYA 1990/6
Rule 16 applies to a rightf-way boat that alters course out of control.

RYA 1991/1
A right-of-way boat may change course in such a waydHeeepclear boat is newly obliged to take action to keep clear,
until a further alteration of course would deprive the ketar boat of roonto do so.

RYA 1993/5
A giveway boat is not required to anticipate a righitway boat's alteration of course.

RYA 2001/5
When a rightof-way boat changes course and deprives a-giag boat of room to keep clear, she will have complied
with rule 16.1 by making a further change to a course that will tjigether boat room to keep clear.

RYA 2002/2
When a rightof-way boat changes course and the giesy boat is unable to keep clear, despite acting promptly in a
seamanlike way, room has not been given.

RYA 2002/5

When a boat acquires right of way or when a rightvay boat alters course, she is required to give room for the other
boatto keepclear. The givevay boat must promptly manoeuvre in a way which offers a reasaomgidetation that she
will keep clear. If the give way boat fails to keep clear she will break the relevanbfiglaty rule unless she was not
given room for that manoeuvre.

Whena right-of-way boat changes her course to comply with rule 14 becauseviaevgly bod is already not keeping
clear. The rightof-way boatis exonerated if in the process she breaks rule 16.1

RYA 2003/1
When a rightof-way boat at a mark no longer needs roontetave the mark on the required sidale 43.1does not
exonerate her if she breaks rule 16.1.

RYA 2003/5

Rule 21 offers no exoneration for breaking rulest¥en there is damage or injurin order to avoichenalisationwhen
damage results from a collision, eyht-of-way boat rounding a mark may need to delay her normal change of course,
or indeed change course in the other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably
possible.

RYA 2003/7

An inside overlapped boat that obtains right of way inside the zone is entitled to sail to windward of the room to sail to
the mark to which she is entitled, but only if in the process she complies with rule 18.4, and with rules 15 and 16.1 witt
respect to the deide boat.

RYA 2008/6

When a boat acquires right of way or when a rightvay boat alters course, she is required to give room for the other
boat to keep clear. The other boat must promptly manoeuvre in a wayaoffieicha reasonable expectation that she will
keep clear. If she fails to keep clear she will break the relevantoigivay rule unless she was not given room for that
manoeuvre.
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Rule 16.2, Changing Course

RYA 1967/5

A keepclear boat may not invoke rule 16.1 against the Aghivay boatwhen she has been given room to keep clear.
Rule 16.2only appliesf boats are on a beat to windwardihen a portack boat is keeping clear tsailing to pasgo
leewardof a starboardtack boat.

A hail of O6Hold your courseltd places no obligation or
RYA 1975/5
On a beat to windward, S6s response ¢aoifsheiswailingdacautse f t

to keep clear by passing to leeward of S, and S must not bear away if as a result P must change course immediately tc
continue keeping clear.

Rule 17, On the Same Tack; Proper Course

RYA 1975/6
When a boat tacks, the question of whether an overlap is created is decided at the moment she passes head to wind,
rule 17 will never apply to the leeward boat if the overlap is created while the windward boat is still subject to rule 13.

A boat that luffs above clodgauled to pass to windward of a mark is not sailing above a proper course.

RYA 2008/7

When a leeward boat is limited by rule 17, rule 11 applies to the windward boat even if the leeward boabsaits ab
proper course, and the windward boat is not exonerated if stsdddikep clear after having been given room to do so.
When two boats sailing more than ninety degrees from the true wind are overlapped on the sam daekof them
gybes, they myaremain overlapped. However, if rule 17 had placed a proper course limitation on one of them when the
overlap began, that limitation ended when either of them gybed to the otharddkdoes not begin to apply again to
either boat when a further gyliestantly results in them becoming overlapped on the same tack again.

Section Ci At Marks and Obstructions
Section C Preamble

Rule 18.1, Mark-Room: When Rule 18 Applies

RYA 1981/3
When at a windward mark a boat that wasar aheadn the same tackt zone entry tacks to pass it, her entittement to
markroom ends. Rule 10 applies, as if the mark were not there.

RYA 1988/9
The rights of a boat that passes a mark on the wrong witleout touching it, and is unwinding, are not diminished in
any way, she is sailing the same leg of the course as a boat rounding normally.

RYA 1994/4
A boat that breaks a rule while she is out of congalotexonerated fothat reason alone.

RYA 1996/5

When a boat is clear ahead of another when she enters the zone at a mark and is then leaving the mark when the ott
boat enters the zone, it is only the rules of Sections A and B of Patt&ihig between them when they meet. Rule 18
does not apply.

RYA 2003/1

A boat at a mark may, at her own risk, take room to which she is not entitled. Whendat-viglyt boat at a mark no
longer needs room tieave the mark on the required side, rule 480&s not exonerate her if she breaks rule 16.1.

Rule 18.2, Mark-Room: Giving Mark -Room

Rule 18.2(a), MarkRoom: Giving Mark -Room

RYA 1976/2

When two closéauled boats, clear ahead and clear astern, approach a windward mark, rule 18.2(b) ceases to apply
when one of them tackéthey then becomaverlappecbn the same tack inside the zpthee outside boat shall then give

the inside boat markoomunder rule 18.2(a)

RYA 2008/7
Rule 18.2 stops applying once a boat entitled to maokn has been given that room.
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Rule 18.2(b), Mark-Room: Giving Mark -Room

RYA 1975/6
A boat that luff@above closéauled to pass to windward of a mark is not sailing above a proper course.

RYA 19762

When two closéauled boats, clear ahead and clear astern, approach a windward mark, rule 18.2(b) ceases to apply
when one othem tackslf they then become overlapped the same tack inside the zptie outside boat shall then give

the inside boat markoomunder rule 18.2(a)

RYA 1981/3
When at a windward mark a boat that was clear aheathesame taclat zone entry tacks to pass it, her entitlement to
markroom ends. Rule 10 applies, as if the mark were not there.

RYA 1990/6

Rule 16 applies to a rightf-way boat that alters course out of control. When a boat has capsized near another,
obligations under the rules of Section A of Part 2 end, and are replaced with an obligation to avoid the capsized boat,
if possible. A boat isot to bepenalisel when she is unable to avoid a capsized boat.

RYA 2003/1

A boat at a mark may, at her own risk, take room to which she is not entitled. Whenda-vigiyt boat at a mark no
longer needs room tieave the mik on the required side, rule 43dbes not exonerate her if she breaks rule 16.1.

RYA 2003/5

Rule 43 offers no exoneration for breaking rule 14 when there is damage or Injorgler to avoidpenalisatiorwhen
damage resudt from a collision, a rightf-way boat rounding a mark may need to delay her normal change of course,
or indeed change course in the other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably
possible.

Rule 18.2(c), Mark-Room: Giving Mark -Room

RYA 2003/1
A boat at a mark may, at her own risk, take room to which she is not entitled. Whenda-vigiyt boat at a mark no
longer needs room tieave the mark on the required side, rule 480&s not exonerate her if she breaks rule 16.1.

RYA 2003/5

Rule 21 offers no exoneration for breaking rulen¥en there is damage or injurin order to avoidhenalisationrwhen
damage results from a collision, a rightway boat rounding a mark may need to delay her normal change of course,
or indeed change course in the other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably
possible.

RYA 2004/8
In determining the right of an inside boat to madom under rule 18.2(b), it isrelevant that boats are on widely
differing courses, provided that an overlap exists when the first of them enters the zone.

RYA 2008/7
Rule 18.2 stops applying once a boat entitled to maokn has been given that room.

Rule 18.2(c)(2), MarkRoom: Giving Mark -Room

Rule 18.2(d), Mark-Room: Giving Mark -Room

RYA 19762

When two closéauled boats are in the zone of a windward mark, rule 18.2(b) ceases to apply when one of them
tacks.

When twdooats are subject to rule 13 at the same time the one astern must keep clear.

If they then become overlapped the same tack inside the zptiee outside boat shall give the inside boat rrakm
under rule 18.2(a)

RYA 19813
When at a windward mark a boat that was clear ahead on the same tack at zone entry tacks to pass it, her entitlement
markroom ends. Rule 10 applies, as if the mark were not there.
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Rule 18.2¢€), Mark -Room: Giving Mark -Room

RYA 1992/9
A protest committee should have recourse to rule &8dnly when there is insufficient reliable evidence for it to decide
the case otherwise.

RYA 2002/15
Rule 18.2¢) isaddressed to the protest committee. It does not change rights and obligations on the water.

Rule 18.3, Mark-Room: Passing Head to Windn the Zone

RYA 1974/8

When a portack boat tacks to starboard within the zone at a windvpmrt-hand mark, and a boat that is approaching

the mark on starboard tack becomes overlapped inside her, the boat that tacked must not prevent the other boat frol
passing the mark on the required side, and must keep clear of her.

Rule 18.4, Mark-Room: Gybing

RYA 2003/7

An inside overlapped boat that obtains right of way inside the zone is entitled to sail to windward of the room to sail to
the mark to which she is entitled, but only if in the process she complies witl8.dyl@dd with rules 15 and 16.1 with
respect to the outside boat.

RYA 2004/8
The room an outside overlapped boat must give at a mark to an insidefighly boat includes room to gybe when
thatispartot he i nsi de botatoWndthepmali.per cour se

Rule 19, Room to Pass an Obstruction

RYA 19777

When two overlapping santeck boats are less than one hull length apart, and when another boat clear astern is closing
on them, the right of way boat will rank as an obstruction to the other two boats. The boat clear astern may establish ar
overlap betveen the boats ahead, with an entitlement from the windward boat to room, provided that the windward boat is
able to give roomWhen a boat is required to act to keep clear, no rule entitles her to room to avoid becoming OCS.

RYA 2011/1

An inside boat that reasonably believes that she is at an obstruction and acts accordingly is entitled to room from ar
outside boat. The inside boat is not required to endanger herself in order to claim her entittement to room. If the outside
boat disputes the inside boat's entitlement to room, she must nevertfieeessom, and then, if she wishes, protest.

RYA 2017/1

At a mark laid adjacent to a continuing obstruction, the obligation of outside boats tmgiweto pass the continuing
obstruction continues to apply. There is no requirement for boats to giveramarkto inside boats at the mark, who
may only pass the mark on the required side while giving room for the continuing obstruction and, if wirahtgsrd b
keeping clear.

Rule 19.2, Room to Pass an Obstruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction

RYA 1962/8
The word 6si d(astalsdimrula18.1) eefetth the 22dé af Jhe boat on which the obstruction (or mark) is
to be passed, and not to any O0sided that the obstruct

There is no zone at an obstruction that is not also a mark. Rule 19.2(b) does not apply when it is not possible to identif
which of two boats overlapped at an obstroictis the outside boat and which the inside boat.

RYA 1968/11

There is no zone at an obstruction to which rule 19 applies. A boat astern and required to keep clear is entitled to roon
if she becomes overlapped between the thzd was ahead and a continuing obstruction, provided that there was room

to pass between them when the overlap began.

When the nature of a continuing obstruction changes because of a projection or shallows, these features form part of th
continuing obsuction, and a boat that has properly established an inside overlap is then entitled to any necessary
additional room.

RYA 1977/7

When two overlapping santack boats are less than one hull length apart, and when another boat clear astern is closing
on them, the right of way boat will rank as an obstruction to the other two boats. The boat clear astern may establish ar
overlap betwee the boats ahead, with an entitlement from the windward boat to room, provided that the windward boat is
able to give roomWhen a boat is required to act to keep clear, no rule entitles her to room to avoid becoming OCS.
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RYA 1984/11
At an obstruction, a closkauled boat is not entitled to room under either rule 19 or rule 20 from anotherltdased
boat that is on the opposite tack. Rule 10 alone governs such a situation.

RYA 2014/4

The test to determine whether a boat establishing an inside overlap at a continuing obstruction is entitled to room require:
the position of the outside boat to be frozen, but the positions of other boats in tt aieimot frozen and must be
moved forward in their same relative positions.

RYA 2017/1

At a mark laid adjacent to a continuing obstruction, the obligation of outside boats to give room to pass the continuing
obstruction cotinues to apply. There is no requirement for boats to give Hmemk to inside boats at the mark, who

may only pass the mark on the required side while giving room for the continuing obstruction and, if windward boats,
keeping clear.

Rule 20, Room to Tackat an Obstruction

RYA 2016/1
When a boat hails for room to tack and she is neither approaching an obstruction nor sailingatiése or above,
she breaks rule 20.1. The hailed boat is required to respond everhdithmeaks rule 20.1.

RYA 2016/2

A boat that hails for room to tack at an obstruction must give the hailed boat sufficient time to respond before tacking
herself. The hailing boat is entitled to hail as soon as safetyresghbier to act under rule 20.

The hail must make the requirement clear and be as loud as necessary to be heard under the prevailing conditions ar
should, if necessary, include additional signals. If the hailed boat does not respond, the hailing ddaiegieat her

hail. The lack of a response from the hailed boat does not require the hailing boat to hold her course.

Rule 201, Room to Tack at an Obstruction Hailing

RYA 1973/5

A boat that hails for room to tack at an afasttion must herself tack as soon possible. Hailing when safety does not
require a substantial course change breaks rule 20.1. Not then tacking as soon as possible after the hailed boat tack
breaks rule 20.2(d).

RYA 1974/5

When a closéhauled poritack boat needs to make a substantial change of course to avoid an obstruction in the form of
a closehauled starboaretack boat, she is entitled to hail a boat on the same tack as her, to windward or clear astern,
for room to tackeven though she has an alternative means of escape by bearing away.

RYA 1984/11
At an obstruction, a closkauled boat is not entitled to room under either rule 19 or rule 20 from anotherltdased
boat that is on thepposite tack. Rule 10 alone governs such a situation.

Rule 202, Room to Tack at an Obstruction Responding

RYA 1973/5

A boat that hails for room to tack at an obstruction must herself tack as soon possible. Hailing wyedogesfanot

require a substantial course change breaks rule 20.1. Not then tacking as soon as possible after the hailed boat tack
breaks rule 20.2(d).

RYA 1974/5

When a closdauled poritack boat needs to make a substartfenge of course to avoid an obstruction in the form of

a closehauled starboaretack boat, she is entitled to hail a boat on the same tack as her, to windward or clear astern,
for room to tack, even though she has an alternative means of escape by aeanng

RYA 1982/6
A boat that responds to a hail for room to tack by starting to tack, but so slowly that she delays completion of the tack
beyond a reasonable time, is not responding as soon as pastdslghe hail.
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Section D i Other Rules

Section D Preamble

RYA 1990/6

Rule 16 applies to a rightf-way boat that alters course out of control. When a boat has capsized near another,
obligations under the rules of Section A of Part 2 end, and are replaced with an obligation to avoid the capsized boat, if
possible. A boat inot to bepenalisel when she is unable to avoid a capsized boat

RYA 1996/1

The rules of Section A of Part 2 still apply when riBefplies, and a port tack boat that is racing must keep clear of
a starboard tack boat that kabeen racing, independently of the obligation on the starboard tack boat not to interfere
with a boat that is racing.

Rule 22, Capsized, Anchored or Aground; Rescuing

RYA 1990/6

When a boat has capsized near another, obligations under the rules of Section A of Part 2 end, and are replaced with &
obligation to avoid the capsized boat, if possible. A boat is not febalisel when she isnable to avoid a capsized

boat.

Rule 23.1, Interfering with Another Boat

RYA 1986/6

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail the course, she may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuv
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, shiebepenalisel and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary

action.

RYA 1996/1

The rules of Section A of Part 2 still apply when riBea@plies, and a port tack boat that is racing must keep clear of a
starboard tack boat thdtas been racing, independently of the obligation on the starboard tack boat not fier@ntéth

a boat that is racing

Rule 23.2, Interfering with Another Boat
RYA 1967/13

When a boat that starts and finishes deliberatslgsuhe righofway rul es t o 6sail of f6 ar
course to benefit her own series position, she does not break rule 2 oBr2ile 2
RYA 1988/9

The rights of a boat that passes a mark on the wridhg, without touching it, and is unwinding, are not diminished in
any way, she is sailing the same leg of the course as a boat rounding normally.

PART 317 CONDUCT OF A RACE

Rule 25, Notice of Race, Sailing Instructions and Signals

RYA 1969/1
Unless the sailing instructions state otherwise, when courses are shortened using flag S, the finishing line must be
between the committee boat and a mark, or at a line or a gate.

RYA 1990/5

When a race officer warns a boat that she may be protested by the race committee, and as a result she-takes a two
turns penalty, she is not eligible for redress. Oral instructions, unless specifically authorised in the notice of race or
sailing instructiors, need not be complied wigule 26, Starting Races

Rule 26 Starting Races

RYA 1982/7
A signal comprises both a flag (or object of similar appearance) and a sound signal, unless rule 26 applies.

Rule 27.1, Other RaceCommittee Actions Before the Starting Signal

RYA 1983/7
Physical limitations on signalling the course no later thanvlaening signal cannot excuse a race commiftem not
complyingwith rule 27. A race must be postponetdilthe course can be displayed no later than the warning signal.

19



RYA 1997/2
A sailing instruction that states how a change of course will be signalled, but which does not refer to rule 27.1, does no
change that rule, antherefore does not empower the race committee to signal a course change after the warning signal.

RYA 2008/2
The simultaneous display of more than one valid course for a class is an improper action of the race committee, whicl
may entitle boats to redress, with any doubt being resolved in favour of the competitor.

Rule 28, Sailing theRace

Rule 28.1, Sailing theRace

RYA 1974/1
When a race committee intends boats to cross the line used for starfingshing in order to complete a round of the
course, the sailing instructions must say so.

RYA 1980/2
A hookround finish is contrary to the definitidfinish, and sailing instructions are not permitted to altedefinition.
When the course is shortened and a course mark becomes a finishing line mark, its required side may change.

RYA 1986/6

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail the course, she may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuv
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, she witidmalise&l and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary

action.

RYA 1988/9
The rights of a boat that passes a mark on the wrong side, without touching it, and is unwinding, are not diminished in
any way, she is sailing the same leg of the course as a boat rounding normally.

RYA 2000/5

When the sailing instructions state that a mark is to be rounded, boats shall do so, even if the intentions of the rac
committee were otherwise. However, a boat that did not do so for good safety reasons would be entitled to redress.
Thestringint he def i ni t i oistolde &ken to liet when taGtorunavigablie water only.

When a mark designated a roundimgrk is too close to the rhumb line from the previous mark to the next mark for a
boat to be able to decide visually whether it has to be looped, a boat that does not loop it and is successfully protested
is entitled to redress. However, she will not hétked to redress if the marks are charted and the boat can be expected

to carry charts that will show that the mark can be rounded only by looping it.

RYA 2001/1

A leg of a course does not end until the mark ending it as keft on the required side. When a boat leaves a mark on
her wrong side, it is only at that mark that she must unwind and round to correct her course. Her course around any
subsequent marks, between making her mistake and correcting it, isnotrélevant he O6string test o

RYA 2001/6

When a course is shortened, the finishing line is at the line or to the mark that is nearest to the finishing vesketiéithe
course signal is made when boats still have to round othétsibefore they would reach the new finishing line, they shall

sail so as to leave those marks on the required side and in the correct order, unless the sailing instructions make some oth
provision.

RYA 2002/4

A boat is noto bepenalisel for not leaving a starting mark on the required side if the buoy laid as a starting mark is not
as described in the sailing instructions, if she has not been validly notified of this, and if she believes some other buo
near the committeloat is the starting mark.

RYA 2003/6
When a boat is on the course side at her starting sighal because another boat broke a rule, she is still required to retur
and start. Normally, she is not entitled to redress for the kirsiein so doing.

RYA 2006/5
When the sailing instructions are ambiguous, so that it is not clear whether a mark has a required side, any doubt is tc
be resolved in favour of a boat liablegenalisation

RYA 2008/2
A protest that a boat has not compligidh rule 28.1 does not have to be notified before the protested boat has finished.

RYA 2010/2
When a mark is not at its advertised position, a boat that rounds that position (but not the mark itself) breakisyrule 28
not sailing the course as defined
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Rule 28.2, Sailing theRace

RYA 1982/10
A boat that has been forced the wrong side of a mark is not exempted by any rule from sailing the course, nor is redres
normally available to her.

RYA 1982/13
A boat that has not left a starting mark on the required side will start if she later crosses the starting line in the correc
direction, provided that the starting line remains open.

RYA 1985/4

When a race committee intends a mark to be looped, the mark must be identified as a rounding mark. When the sailir
instructions do not do so, or when they are ambiguous, a boat may elect not to round a mark when she can still leave
on the rguired side and in the correct order.

RYA 2000/5

When the sailing instructions state that a mark is to be rounded, boats shall do so, even if the intentions of the rac
committee were otherwise. However, a boat that didloato for good safety reasons would be entitled to redress.
Thestringint he def i ni t i ointohke Sken fo lief when taGtoirunavigablie water only.

When a mark designated a roundimgrk is too close to the rhumb line from the previous mark to the next mark for a
boat to be able to decide visually whether it has to be looped, a boat that does not loop it and is successfully protested
is entitled to redress. However, she will not hétked to redress if the marks are charted and the boat can be expected

to carry charts that will show that the mark can be rounded only by looping it.

RYA 2001/1

A leg of a course does not end until the mark ending it bas keft on the required side. When a boat leaves a mark on
her wrong side, it is only at that mark that she must unwind and round to correct her course. Her course around any
subsequent marks, between making her mistake and correcting it, isnotrelevant he o6string testd

RYA 2010/2
When a mark is not at its advertised position, a boat that rounds that position (but not the mark itself) breaks rule 28
by not sailing the course as defined.

Rule 29.1, Recallsindividual Recall

RYA 1967/3
A boat returning to start after a recall is entitled to consider that the removal of flag X indicates that her hull is
completely on the prstart side of the starting line.

RYA 1977/1
A hail does not constitute the sound sigrfedn individual recall signallt is reasonable to expect the recall sound signal
to be equally as audible as the starting sound signal.

RYA 1994/8

In finding fads, a protest committee will be governed by the weight of evidence. In general, a race official sighting the
starting line is better placed than any competing boat to decide whether a boat was over the line at the starting signa
and, if so, whether shettened and started correctly.

RYA 1998/3

When a boat has no reason to know that she crossed th
recall & promptly and s$tatesilgami fOCEnhtl i ssorsean eheob
and therefore entitles her to redress.

RYA 2006/2

When there is an improper action of the race committee, a boat is entitled to redress only vdaensslosy a clear link
between that action and her score. If flag X is removed prematurely, an OCS boat that does not return will be entitled tc
redress only if she can show that she would have returned had it been displayed for longer. If she cdre satisést
committee on this point, appropriate redress would take into account the time she would then have taken to return an
start. Reinstatement into her finishing position is unlikely to be equitable to all boats.

RYA2014/2

When the race committee intends an individual recall but, while displaying flag X, makes two sound signals in addition
to the starting sound signal, this is an improper action. However, a boat that ceases racing before she can see whic
recall flag, if any, is displayed may be at fault and hence not entitled to redress.

A race committee signal comprises both the flag and the sound.
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Rule 301, Starting Penalties | Flag Rule

RYA 2004/9

The ends of the starting line are dated in the sailing instructions, and determine the beginning of the extension of the
starting line for rule 30.1 and the base of the triangle in rules,38023and 304, unless the sailing instructions say
otherwise.

Rule 30.2, StartingPenalties: Z Flag Rule

RYA 2004/9

The ends of the starting line are as stated in the sailing instructions, and determine the beginning of the extension of
the starting line for rule 30.1 and the base of the triangle in rule® 30.3and 304, unless the sailing instructions

say otherwise.

Rule 303, Starting Penalties:U Flag Rule

RYA 2004/9

The ends of the starting line are as stated in the sailing instructions, and determine the begimarextftsion of
the starting line for rule 30.1 and the base of the triangle in rules 30.3and 304, unless the sailing instructions
say otherwise.

Rule 304, Starting Penalties: Black Flag Rule

RYA 2004/9

The ends othe starting line are as stated in the sailing instructions, and determine the beginning of the extension of the
starting line for rule 30.1 and the base of the triangle in rules,38023and 304, unless the sailing instructions say
otherwise.

Rule 31,Touching a Mark

Rule 32.1, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start

RYA 1982/17
6l nsufficient windd does not constitute grounds for
limit.

RYA 1988/4

When boats are entitled to redress, and the nature of the appropriate redress is clear, a protest committee cannot instes
abandon the race, citing an error made by the race officer earlier in the race about wHiclatas requested redress
andthe race committee haaken naaction.

RYA 1999/8

When the wind falls light in a race that cannot be shortened, it is not proper for the race committee to abandon until it is
unlikely that anyboat will finish within theracetime limit. The possibility of a revival of the wind must be taken into
account.

Rule 32.2, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start

RYA 1969/1
Unless the sailing instructions state otherwishen courses are shortened using flag S, the finishing line must be between
the committee boat and a mark, or at a line or a gate.

RYA 1974/1
When a race committee intends boats to cross the line used for starting or fimishidgr to complete a round of the
course, the sailing instructions must say so.

When they do not say so, that line cannot be used to shorten course unless the sailing instructions change rule 32.2.

RYA 1996/4
A sound signal made when a boat crosses a finishing line is only a courtesy. It has no bearing on the race. A rac
committee cannot shorten course without the appropriate signal.

RYA 2001/6

When a course is shortened, the finishing line is at the line or to the mark that is nearest to the finishing vessel. If the
shortencourse signal is made when boats still have to round other marks before they would reach the new finishing line
they $all sail so as to leave those marks on the required side and in the correct order, unless the sailing instructions
make some other provision.
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RYA 2008/8

Unless the sailing instructions validly change rule 32.2, flag S withstunds must be used to shorten cquard a
race cannot be shortened to the coursebds designated f
of rule 32.2.

Rule 34, Mark Missing

RYA 2002/10

Whena race committee learns before a race that a fixed mark is out of place, it must advise competitors. If it learns of
this during a race, it must, if possible, act under rule 34. If it could do either, but does not, this can give rise to the
possibility ofredress, which is not to be refused to a boat affected and without fault because of a clause in the sailing
instructions denying liability for the accuracy of the position given for the mark. However, a boat that relies solely on

GPS for navigation is natithout fault if she herself could have earlier detected the error visually.

A race committee is not under a duty to check the positions it receives for all the fixed marks it may use.

Rule 35,RaceTime Limit and Scores

RYA 1998/2
When it is intended that no boat finishing outside a time limit shall have a finishing place, this requires a change to rule
35. To be valid, the sailing instruction concerned must refer to the rule and state tige.chan

Rule 36, Races Restarted or Resailed

RYA 1993/5

While rule 36 may remove the possibility of a boat beieigalisel because the race was recalled, a boat is entitled to
have her protest heard. If it is found as a fact mhotest that the other boat broke a rule of Part 2, the protest committee
may go on to consider whether redress under rule 62.1(b) is applicable.

PART 47 OTHER REQUIREMENTS WHEN RACING
Section A, General Requirements

Rule 41, Outside Help

RYA 1993/6
When a boat acts on potentially useful advice given by an interested person, she receives outside help.

RYA 1998/1
The issues as to whether infaation and advice are permissildaitsidehelp will depend on whether they were asked
for, whether they were available to all boats, and whether the source was disinterested.

RYA 2005/5
Information available at no cost other than the cost of subscribing to and ugemngaally available and nespecialised
service through which it is to be obtained is 'freely available'.

Rule 42,Propulsion

RYA 1988/7
A boat that checks way by abnormal methods not permitted by rule 42, indigttigcher engine in reverse, breaks that
rule.

RYA 2005/5
Although rule 42.3(i) permits the sailing instructions to allow the use of an engine for propulsion in stated circumstances,
a boat that avails herself of this breakde 42 if she gains a significant advantage in the race.

RYA 2006/3

A twoturns penalty is not available for breaking rule 42, unless the sailing instructions say so.

Arace committee intending to protest a boat over an imtitl@bserves in the racing area is required to notify the protestee
after the race. Provided it does so, it may also do so during the race as an additional courtesy.

RYA 2007/2
When a boat goes aground or is about toagmound, jumping over the side and pushing off is normally an act of
seamanship permitted by rule 42.1, and is permitted by rule 45.
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Rule 43.1(a) Exoneration

RYA 1989/12
A boat compelled by another boat to break a rulexisnerated. A keeglear boat is not an obstruction

RYA 1994/4
A boat that breaks a rule while she is out of consalotexonerated for that reason alone.

RYA 2001/3

When a boat may hawaused injury or serious damage in breaking a rule of Part 2 or rule 31 but does not retire, a
protest against her is to be heard and decided on the basis of the appropriate rule. Only when she is found to have broke
such a rule and to have caused injuny serious damage does the question of compliance with rule 44.1(b) become
relevant.

RYA 2002/5

When a boat retires promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has complied with SportsmarisisifiRules

in respecbf any rulegapart from rule 2she may have broken. When there is serious damage which may have been her
responsibility, she is, by retiring, exempted from further penalties in respect of that incident.

Whena right-of-way boat changes her course to cdynpith rule 14 because the giveay boat is already not keeping

clear, the rightof-way boat is exonerated if in the process she breaks rule 16.1.

RYA 2005/8
A boat is exoneratednder rule 43.1(a) for a breach of a rudalywhensheisc o mpel | ed by another
to fail to comply with whathat rule obliges her to do or not do.

RYA 2008/4

When there is contact between boats, a rigfhway rule will normally have already bed&noken. A protest committee

must find facts to enable it to decide whether any boat broke a rule. If a boat is found to have broken a rule the protes
committee shall disqualify her unless some other penalty ajplEse is exonerated

Rule 43.1(b), Exorration

RYA 1975/6

When a boat tacks, the question of whether an overlap is created is decided at the moment she passes head to wind,
rule 17 will never apply to the leeward boat if the overlap is created whileititbvard boat is still subject to rule 13.

A boat that luffs above clogeuled to pass to windward of a mark is not sailing above a proper course.

A right-of-way boat is exonerated if she breaks rule 16.1 while sailing a proper course at a mark andnitkingom

to which she is entitled.

RYA 1982/6
A boat that responds to a hail for room to tack by starting to tack, but so slowly that she delays completion of the tacl
beyond a reasonable time, is not responding as soonsatpeafter the hail.

RYA 2003/1
When a rightof-way boat at a mark no longer needs roonietave the mark on the required side, rdl&1 does not
exonerate her if she breaks rule 16.1.

RYA 2003/5

Rule 21 offers no exoneration for breaking rule liMorder to avoidpenalisationwhen damage results from a collision,

a right-of-way boat rounding a mark may netddelay her normal change of course, or indeed change course in the
other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably possible.

RYA 2003/7

An inside overlapped boat that obtains right @fywnside the zone is entitled to sail to windward of the room to sail to

the mark to which she is entitled, but only if in the process she complies with rule 18.4, and with rules 15 and 16.1 witt
respect to the outside boat.

Rule 43.1(c),Exoneration

RYA 2001/3
Damage includes something that a prudent owner would repair promptly. Damage includes damage a boat causes t
herself. Damage may be serious, even if bothshaa able to continue to race.

RYA 2003/5

Rule 43 offers no exoneration for breaking rule 14 when there is damage or Injorgler to avoidpenalisatiorwhen
damage results from a collision, a rigbt-way boat rounding a mark may need to delay her normal change of course,
or indeed change course in the other direction in order to comply with the requirement to avoid contact if reasonably
possible.
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RYA 2004/3
When a rightof-way boat breaks rule 14 but there is no damage or injury, she is exonbyatelé 43.1(chnd does not
break rule 2.

RYA 2006/4

Rule 15 applies only when a baaitially acquires right of way, and not when the rule under which she continues to hold
right of way changes.

When one boat must keep clear of the other, and the other changes course, the presence or absence of a hail does
affect the obligations of #ier boat.

When boats protest each other over the same incident, the hearing will continue if only one of the protests is valid.
The responsibility for calling witnesses at a protest hearing lies primarily with the parties to the protest.

A boat may be dipialified even if it were only she that lodged a valid protest.

RYA 2008/3

In a protest, a party that isi@ght-of-way boat or one entitled to room maygamnalisel under rule 14 even if the damage

or injury referred to in ule 43.1(c)is incurred only by a third boat that is not a party to the hearing, if it is a consequence
of the original breach of a rule of Part 2 by one of the parties.

Rule 44.1, Penalties at the Time of an Incident: Taking a Penalty

RYA 2001/3

Damage includes something that a prudent owner would repair promptly. Damage includes damage a boat causes t
herself. Damage may be serious, even if both boats are able to continue to race.

When a boat may have caused injury or@esidamage in breaking a rule of Part 2 or rule 31 but does not retire, a
protest against her is to be heard and decided on the basis of the appropriate rule. Only when she is found to have broke
such a rule and to have caused injury or serious damags theequestion of compliance with rule 44.1(b) become
relevant.

Rule 44.2, Penalties at the Time of an Incident: Or&urn and Two-Turns Penalties

RYA 1981/7
When a boat protests, believing that another boat has not takenadty as described in rule 44.2, she must establish
first that the other boat broke a rule of Part 2 (or rule 31).

RYA 1986/7

Rule 44 allows a boat to take a tturns penalty and protest without risk of further penalty vjgted that she did not

break rule 2, and that, if she did in fact break a rule of Part 2, she did not thereby gain a significant advantage, or cause
injury or serious damage.

RYA 2001/3

Damage includes something that a prudewner would repair promptly. Damage includes damage a boat causes to
herself. Damage may be serious, even if both boats are able to continue to race.

When a boat may have caused injury or serious damage in breaking a rule of Part 2 or rule 31 bt deté® na

protest against her is to be heard and decided on the basis of the appropriate rule. Only when she is found to have broke
such a rule and to have caused injury or serious damage does the question of compliance with rule 44.1(b) becom
relevart.

RYA 2002/5

When a boat retires promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has complied with Sportsmanship and the Rule
in respect of any rule@part from rule 2she may have broken. When there is serious damhigh may have been her
responsibility, she is, by retiring, exempted from further penalties in respect of that incident.

RYA 2015/1
For a boat toproperly take a turns penalshe must comply with the two requirements of 4dl& to get well clear of
other boats as soon as possible; and, to promptly make the required number of turns.

Rule 45, Hauling Out; Making Fast; Anchoring

RYA 1962/4

When aoat that is afloat is being held by a crew member at or after the preparatory signal, the question of whether rule
45 has been broken depends on the reason for so doing and on whether that crew member is standing in or out of
water.

RYA 2007/2
When a boat goes aground or is about to go aground, jumping over the side and pushing off is normally an act of
seamanship permitted by rule 42.1, and is permitted by rule 45.
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Rule 46, Person in Charge

RYA 1990/2(incorporating RYA 1963/5)

The racing rules do not differentiate betwdaimand crew. Restrictions on the helming of a boat may be imposed by
class rules or by the notice of race. In the absence of any other provision, an owner or person in charge is free to invite
anyone to steer the boat. The notice of race and the sailimgdtishs must state clearly when points are to be awarded

to helms rather than to boats and state any restrictions or qualifications that apply.

RYA 1997/1

When a boat takes part in one race in a series under a different aachwjjth a different person in charge, she remains

the same boat, and her race points will count towards her series points, unless class rules, notice of race or sailing
instructions say otherwise.

Section B, EquipmentRelated Requirements

Rule 48, Limitations on Equipment and Crew

RYA 2007/2

When a boat goes aground or is about to go aground, jumping over the side and pushing off is normally an act o
seamanship permitted by rule 42.1, and is permitted by rule 45.

When a crewmember leaves a boat, the boat will not break r8e 4vhen the 'leaving' is temporary and the crew
member stays within the vicinity of the boat.

Rule 49, Crew Position; Lifelines

Rule 50, Competitor Clothing and Equipment

Rule 55.3, Setting and Sheeting SailsSheeting Sails

Rule 56, Fog Signals and Lights; Traffic Separation Schemes

PART 5 17 PROTESTS, REDRESS, HEARINGS, MISCONDUCT AND
APPEALS

Section AT Protests; Redress; Rule 69 Action

Rule 60, Right to Protest, Right toRequest Redress or Rule 69 Action

RYA 1969/11
When a declaration after finishing is required by a sailimgiructionand when a boat states in hers that she has broken
a rule, the race committee or protest committee isledtib protest her

RYA 1981/14

When gprotestcommittee believes that a boat that is not a party to a hearing may have broken a rule, it must first make
her a party to a hearing by protesting her. She must be notified and given time to prepare her defencbhasttieshe
same rights as any protesteecall and question witnesses.

RYA 1982/3
A boat is eligible for redress onlyhen she can show that, through no fault of her own, her scglacehas beeror
may bemade significantly worse. She cannot protest the racewittee.

RYA 1986/7

Rule 44 allows a boat to take a ttirns penalty and protest without risk of further penalty, provided that she did not
break rule 2, and that, if she did in fact break a rule of Part 2, she did netygain a significant advantage, or cause
injury or serious damage.

RYA 1993/5

While rule 36 may remove the possibility of a boat beiewgalisel because the race was recalled, a boat is entitled to
have her protedteard. If it is found as a fact in the protest that the other boat broke a rule of Part 2, the protest committee
may go on to consider whether redress under rule 62.1(b) is applicable.

RYA 1999/2
After anincident,aboatmdyot h pr ot est another boat and request red
both options being used together. A race committee cannot be compelled to exercise its right to protest.

RYA 2001/15
When a protest committee learns from an invalid protest of an incident that may have resulted in injury or serious damag
and decides to protest a boat named as a party in the invalid protest, it must lodge a fresh protest against her, and she
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entitledto new notification of the new hearing, even if she was the protestee in the invalid protest and had been properly
notified of the original hearing but had not been present.

RYA 2002/9
When redress is requested, a protest ciiteais not entitled to award redress to a boat that is not a paittyat hearing
based on facts outside the scope of the request. A fresh hearing is required.

RYA 2003/3
If there is a causal link between a seriesalfisions, they may be regarded as a single incident for the purposes of rule
60.3(a)(1)

RYA 2005/5
A boat that has retired may be protested, and a valid protest against her must be heard, but the boat ipanalisde
unless the penalty for the rule she broke ima-@xcludable disqualification.

Rule 61.1, Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee

RYA 1981/7
A third boat that has witnessed an incident between other boats, and wighetest, cannot justify her own failure to
display a protestlag on the grounds that none of the other boats lodged a valid pedtestisplaying a protest flag.

RYA 1981/14

When a protest committee believes thiabat that is not a party to a hearing may have broken a rule, it must first make

her a party to a hearing by protesting her. She must be notified and given time to prepare her defence and she has the
same rights as any protestee to call and question veiéizes

RYA 1990/5

When a race officer warns a boat that she may be protested by the race committee, and as a result she-takes a two
penalty, she is not eligible for redre€3ral instructions, unless specifically authorisedthe notice of race or sailing
instructions, need not be complied with.

RYA 1996/2
When a boat sees an incident between two other boats in the racing area and wishes to protest one or both of them, sh
must display a protédlag, when applicable, at the first reasonable opportunity after the incident.

RYA 1996/8
The plmiacelentt 6 t he r eowversnhg pedod ersiSaged by the preamble to Part 2 when boats are
subject to theacing rules.

RYA 1999/1

A protest flag must be kept close at hand. A boat that waits to see whether another boat will take a penalty before
displaying a protest flag has not acted at the first reasonable opportunity. A protest committee need not investigate the
promptness of thaisplay of a protest flag when no question of delay arises in the written protest, and when the protestee,
when asked, makes no objection. When a boat that is already displaying a protest flag wishes to protest again, only a
hail is required.

RYA 2001/13
A glove cannot be a protest flag.

RYA 2001/15

When a protest committee learns from an invalid protest of an incident that may have resulted in injury or serious damag
and decides to protest a&tonamed as a party in the invalid protest, it must lodge a fresh protest against her, and she is
entitled to new notification of the new hearing, even if she was the protestee in the invalid protest and had been properl
notified of the original hearingut had not been present.

RYA 2002/7
When rule 61.1(a) applies (whether as printed or as altered by @@ Eompliance with the requirement to hail and,
when required, to flag, fulfils the requirement to notify the protestee

RYA 2005/5

A boat that has retired may be protested, and a valid protest against her must be heard, but the boat ipanalisde
unless the penalty for the rule she broke is aextiudable disqualification.

'‘Damagein rule 61.1(a)(4) must be serious. For the relaxation of general protest notification requirements to apply, the
injury or damage must be obvious to the boat that wishes to protest.

RYA 2006/3
A race committeéntending to protest a boat over an incident it observes in the racing area is required to notify the
protestee after the race. Provided it does so, it may also do so dueimgdi as an additional courtesy.
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RYA 2008/2
A pratest that a boat has not complied with rule 28.1 does not have to be notified before the protested boat has finishec

Rule 61.2, Protest Requirements: Protest Contents

Rule 61.3, Protest Requirements: Protest Time Limit

RYA 1989/7

When a race committee believes that a boat has broken a sailing instruction, it cannot disqualify her without a hearing
or deem her to have retired. The race or protest committee must first lodge a protest agawishinethe time limit for

doing so, and a hearing must then be called.

RYA 1989/9

A request that seeks the correction of an alleged error of the race committee ranks as a request for redress even if it do
not use those wds. If it is lodged promptly after the facts are known, this is sufficient good reason for a protest committee
to extend the normal time limit.

RYA 2001/2

When a boat believes that she may have broken a rule and retiresphasm® with the Basic Principle, she may revoke
her retirement within protest or declaration time if she later realises that she did not in fact break a rule. Howewer, if sh
is not acting in good faith, she breaks rule 2, Fair Sailing.

RYA 2005/7
The hearing of requests for redress and rule 69 actions may unavoidably have to take place after the end of an event, b
the time limit for lodging a protest should not normally be extended beyond then.

Rule 62.1, Réress

RYA 1994/9
Redress is not available for a boat that is in part the author of her own misfortune.

RYA 1999/4

A boat that believes she has been adversely affected by a mistake of the raitleepbuhwhich chooses not to race

or to continue racing although able to do so, is not without fault, since she contributes to her own worsened score, anc
so is not entitled to redress.

RYA 2002/6

When there is a prize fa certain category of boat within the overall results of a race, competition for the prize ranks
as a race for the purposes of rule 62.1.

When the conditions relating to the awarding of a trophy are ambiguous, the RYA is normally no better platted than
protest committee to interpret them.

RYA 2003/6
When a boat is on the course side at her starting signal because another boat broke a rule, she is still required to retur
and start. Normally, she is not entitledreadress for the time lost in so doing.

RYA 2014/2

When the race committee intends an individual recall but, while displaying flag X, makes two sound signals in
addition to the starting sound signal, this is an improper actitmwever, a boat that ceases racing before she can
see which recall flag, if any, is displayed may be at fault and hence not entitled to redress.

Rule 62.1(a), Redress

RYA 1969/12
A race committee action or omission mayit@roper, even if no rule is broken, and even when it occurs before the
preparatory signal.

RYA 1982/3
A boat is eligible for redress onlyhen she can show that, through no fault of her own, her scqrlacehas beeror
may bemade significantly worse. She cannot protest the race committee.

RYA 1985/3
Redress is not to be granted when, despite a boatds
committee, that action was niatproper because there was no other action the race committee could have taken.

RYA 1989/10
Redress may be given for a race committee's failure to provide suitably equipped marks. In cases involving errors by th
race comnttee, it is a good principle that any doubts be resolved in favour of the competitor.
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RYA 1990/5

When a race officer warns a boat that she may be protestétk race committee, and as a result she takes-autme
penalty, she is not eligible for redre€3ral instructions, unless specifically authorised in sailing instructions, need not
be complied with.

RYA 1994/3

A boat that is not a party to a request for redress is not entitled to requesbpearing. She is, however, entitled to seek
redress in her own right when she believes that the redress given in that other hearing makes her own finishing positiol
significantly wose.

RYA 1996/6
When a competitor is injured or hindered through no fault of his own by race committee equipment, his boat is eligible
for redress.

RYA 1998/3
When a boat has no reason to knthat she crossed the starting line early and the race committee fails to signal
6i ndividual recall & promptly and scores her OCS, thi:

fault of her own and therefore entitles her to redress.

RYA 2002/10

When a race committee learns before a race that a fixed mark is out of place, it must advise competitors. If it learns o
this during a race, it must, if possible, act under rule 34. If it could do either, last oiot, this can give rise to the
possibility of redress, which is not to be refused to a boat affected and without fault because of a clause in the sailing
instructions denying liability for the accuracy of the position given for the mark. However, ¢hhbatlies solely on

GPS for navigation is not without fault if she herself could have earlier detected the error visually.

A race committee is not under a duty to check the positions it receives for all the fixed marks it may use.

RYA 2006/2

When there is an improper action of the race committee, a boat is entitled to redress only when she can show a clear lir
between that action and her score. If flag X is removed prematurely, an OCS boat that does not retuemtitik:¢héo

redress only if she can show that she would have returned had it been displayed for longer. If she can satisfy the prote
committee on this point, appropriate redress would take into account the time she would then have taken to return an
start. Reinstatement into her finishing position is unlikely to be equitable to all boats.

RYA 2006/5
When the sailing instructions are ambiguous, so that it is not clear whether a mark has a required side, any doubt is to
be reslved in favour of a boat liable fpenalisation

RYA 2008/2
The simultaneous display of more than one valid course for a class is an improper action of the race committee, whicl
may entitle boats to redress, with any doutihg resolved in favour of the competitor.

RYA 2016/3
Setting a course within a race area that includes known shallow area(s) is not normally an improper action of the race
committee.

Rule 62.1(b), Redress

RYA 1993/5

While rule 36 may remove the possibility of a boat beieigalisel because the race was recalled, a boat is entitled to
have her protest heard. If it is found as a fact in the protest that the other boat brokeféRate2, the protest committee
may go on to consider whether redress under rule 62.1(b) is applicable.

RYA 1996/8

The phrimideai M t he r wisthegperid emasaged by the preamble to Part 2 when reatstgect

to the racing rules.

A boat that is seeking redress for having been physically damaged by a boat required to keep clear in an incident befor
she is racing needs to protest as well as to ask for redress.

RYA 1999/2

After an incident, a boat may both protest another bo
both options being used together. A race committee cannot be compelled to exercise its right to protest.

RYA 2002/9

When redress is requested, a protest committee is not entitled to award redress to a boat that is nottagianaring

based on facts outside the scope of the request. A fresh hearing is required.

When redress$s being considered for a boat as a result of physical damage, a separate protest heayimgt be
required. However, as redress may only be awarded for physical damage when the other boat took an appropriate penalt
or was penalised, a protest heariilggsometimes necessary
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Rule 62.1(c), Redress

Rule 62.1(d), Redress

RYA 1982/10
A boat that has been forced the wrong side of a mark is not exempted by any rule from sailing the course, nor is redres
normally available to &r.

Rule 62.2, Redress

RYA 1989/9

A request that seeks the correction of an alleged error of the race committee ranks as a request for redress even if it do
not use those words. If it is lodged promptly after the faet&nown, this is sufficient good reason for a protest committee

to extend the normal time limit.

RYA 2002/1

When a boat complains in writing that her score has been adversely affected by an improper action of the protes
committee, the protest committee shall treat this as a request for redress, even when it was lodged as an invalid reque:
to reopen a hearing, For the request to succeed, a complainant must establish an improper action or omission of th
protest committee thhanadeor might make significantiwo r s e t h a t or flageinta dase osseriesrtreough no

fault of her own. These are matters to be established during the hearing, and every detail supporting her claim need nc
be set out in the written complaint or request, although the reason for the request must be stateek, ttewscope of

the hearing is to be limited to the essence ottmplaint.

RYA 2010/1
The time within which a boat must | odge a claim for |
ownerorpersom n charge | earns of the score, even if the res

Section Bi Hearings and Decisions

Rule 63.1, Hearings: Requirement for a Hearing

RYA 1981/14

When a protest committee disqualifies a boat thabisarparty to a hearing that boat has a right of appeal having been
denied a hearing.

When a protest committee believes that a boat that is not a party to a hearing may have broken a rule, it must first make
her a party to a hearing by protesting her. Sfeast be notified and given time to prepare her defence and she has the
same rights as any protestee to call and question witnesses.

RYA 1989/7

When a race committee believes that a boat has broken a gaslingtion, it cannot disqualify her without a hearing or deem
her to have retired. The race or protest committee must first lodge a protest against her, within the time limit for alaihg so
a hearing must then be called.

RYA 1996/8

A protest committee must hear a valid protest, even if there is no prospect of a boaebeiirgg.

RYA 1999/3

By participating in a race, a competitor agrees to be governed by the rules, as ddéspide any assertion to the
contrary.

A race committee cannot disqualify a boat, exespequired underules 30.3 30.4and 78.2. In all other circumstances
it must protest her for any alleged rule breaches.

To reject or cancel the entry of a boat iseries under rule 76, therganisingauthority or race committee must do so
before the first race of the series.

RYA 2001/15

When a protest committee learns from an invalid protest of an incident that magated in injury or serious damage

and decides to protest a boat named as a party in the invalid protest, it must lodge a fresh protest against her, and she
entitled to new notification of the new hearing, even if she was the protestee in thegprotabtiand had been properly
notified of the original hearing but had not been present.

Rule 63.2, Hearings: Time and Place of thelearing; Time for Parties to Prepare

RYA 1968/15
A boat that claims that she has not beenw#d reasonable time to prepare her defence must raise this objatthum
beginning of a hearing of the protest against her.
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RYA 1981/14

When a protest committee believes that a boat that is not a party to a hearingwadydien a rule, it must first make

her a party to a hearing by protesting her. She must be notified and given time to prepare her defence and she has tt
same rights as any protestee to call and question witnesses.

RYA 19874
When one boat knows that she has been protested by another, she is under an obligation to act reasonably question
withesses.

RYA 2001/15

When a protest committee learns from an invalid protest of an incident that negekalted in injury or serious damage

and decides to protest a boat named as a party in the invalid protest, it must lodge a fresh protest against her, and she
entitled to new notification of the new hearing, even if she was the protestee in titkgrotakst and had been properly
notified of the original hearing but had not been present.

Rule 63.3, Hearings: Right to be Present

RYA 1981/5
A protest committee may confer in private for the purpose of reaahilegision on a procedural point.

RYA 1981/10
A member of a protest committee is not an interested party merely because he or she witniessgehthd he protest
committee is entitled to decide the protest even if the protestor was not present for some of the hearing.

RYA 1987/1
One party shalhot be excluded while another is present during the hearing, anchdiep are entitled to hear and
guestion all witnesses.

Rule 63.4,Hearings: Conflict of Interest

RYA 1981/10
A member of a protest committee does not have a conflict of interest merely because he or she witiresdedtthe
The protest committee is entitled to decide the protest even if the protestor was not present for some of the hearing.

RYA 1984/2
A person with a conflict of interest does not cease to be such because a partyrtiehleis willing to accept him as a
member of the protest committee.

RYA 2007/1

An organisingauthority has no power to revoke a decision of a protest committee to rehear a Mdiesta protest
committee includes a persdaving a conflict of interest, whose interest has not been disclosed to the parties and who
takes part in the proceedings, its decision is improper.

RYA 2011/2

Knowing a party to the protest through past common membersttig shme club does not automaticatigan that
member of the protest committegs a conflict of interesHowever, such knowledge should be declared at the outset so
the possibility of a close personal interest can be investigated.

Rule 63.5,Hearings: Validity of the Protest or Request for Redress

RYA 1981/5

A protest committee may confer in private for the purpose of reaching a decision on a procedural point. A boat that
waives an opportunity to object to theliddy of the protest against her cannot later introduce that objection as the
grounds for her appeal.

RYA 1989/9

A request that seeks the correction of an alleged error of the race committee ranks as a remparssfoeven if it does

not use those words. If it is lodged promptly after the facts are known, this is sufficient good reason for a protesecommitt
to extend the normal time limit.

RYA 2001/13

When the display ofaprotes f | ag i s required but not complied with,
the validity of the protest is to be upheld even if the protestee must have been well aware of the intention to protest.
RYA 2006/4

When boats protest each other over the same incident, the hearing will continue if only one of the protests is valid.
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Rule 63.6, Hearings: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts

RYA 1981/10
A member of a protesbmmittee does not have a conflict of interest merely because he or she witnessed the incident.
The protest committee is entitled to decide the protest even if the protestor was not present for some of the hearing.

RYA 1984/14

A party to the hearing, not the protest committee, i ¢
RYA 1990/3

When there is no collision there is a primary onus of proof on the protestor to show that a rule has leeen brok

RYA 1992/7

When there is no other evidence, the protest committee is entitled to reach a decision on the evidence of the protestor a
protestee alone. An additional witness is desirable but not essential.

RYA 1994/8

In finding facts, a protest committee will be governed by the weight of evidence. In general, a race official sighting the
starting line is better placed than any competing boat to decide whether a boat was owrer #tdHe starting signal

and, if so, whether she returned and started correctly.

RYA 2006/4
The responsibility for calling witnesses at a protest hearing lies primarily with the parties to the protest.

RYA 2008/4

When there is contact between boats, a figfway rule will normally have already been broken. A protest committee
must find facts to enable it to decide whether any boat broke a rule. If a boat is found to lkawveabrole the protest
committee shall disqualify her unless some other penalty ajplEse is exonerated

RYA 2014/3
Whether evidence is new is only relevant to the decision to reopen a hearing. When a hearing feapéped, there
is no restriction on the evidence that may be presented.

Rule 63.7, Hearings: Conflict betweerRules

RYA 2002/8

When there is a conflict between a sailing instruction and the notice of race, this is to bhedbsalule 63.7. In isolation,

a statement in the sailing instructions that a sailing instruction will prevail over a conflicting provision in the notice of
race is not binding.

Rule 64.1(c), Decisions: Standard of Proof, Majority Decisions and Reclassifg Requests

RYA 1982/3
A boat is eligible for redress onlyhen she can show that, through no fault of her own, her scqtacehas beeror
may bemade significantly worse. She cannot protest the race committee.

Rule 642, Decisions: Penalties

RYA 1969/1
When sailing instructions include an obligation that applies before or after a boat is racing, a boat pealsel for
breaking that ruleThe penaltys to be applied tthe race neagst in time to the incident.

RYA 1969/11
In the absence of any other applicable penalty in the sailing instructions, there is no alternative to disqualification for
breaking a rule.

RYA 1994/4
A boat that breaks a rule while she is out of congalotexonerated for that reason alone.

RYA 1999/7
The decision of a protest committee may be altered only when a case is reopened or on appeal. It is not open to a clt
sailing committeetochange pr ot est commi tteeds deci sion.

RYA 2001/3

Damage includes something that a prudent owner would repair promptly. Damage includes damage a boat causes t
herself. Damage may be serious, even if botitdare able to continue to race.

When a boat may have caused injury or serious damage in breaking a rule of Part 2 or rule 31 but does not retire, a
protest against her is to be heard and decided on the basis of the appropriate rule. Only wherugkddstfave broken
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such a rule and to have caused injury or serious damage does the question of compliance with rule 44.1(b) becom
relevant.

RYA 2002/9

When redress is requested, a protest committee is not entitled to aseeds to a boat that is not a pattythat hearing

based on facts outside the scope of the request. A fresh hearing is required.

When redress is being considered for a boat as a result of physical damage, a separate protesthiaganogbe
required.However, as redress may only be awarded for physical damage when the other boat took an appropriate penalty
or was penalised, a protest hearing is sometimes necessary

RYA 2003/3

When a protest committee uses rule 60.3(a)(1) to protest a boat, and the boat then is found to have been involved in :
incident that resulted in serious damage or serious injury, and to have broken a rule, she etalisel under the
appropriate rule even if it were not she that caused the serious damage or serious injury.

RYA 2005/5
A boat that has retired may be protested, and a valid protest against her must be heard, but the boat ipeoatisde
unless the paity for the rule she broke is a naxcludable disqualification.

RYA 2005/8
A boat is exoneratednder rule 43.1(a) for a breach of a rudaly whersheisc o mpel | ed by another
to fail to comply with whathatrule obliges her to do or not do.

RYA 2006/4
A boat may be disqualified even if it were only she that lodged a valid protest.

RYA 2006/5
When the sailing instructions are ambiguous, so that it is not clear whether a mark has a required side, any doubt is tc
be resolved in favour of a boat liablegenalisation

RYA 2008/4

When there is contact between boatgght-of-way rule will normally have already been broken. A protest committee
must find facts to enable it to decide whether any boat broke a rule. If a boat is found to have broken a rule the protes
committee shall disqualify her unless some other peaalpliesor she is exonerated

Rule 642(a), Decisions: Penalties

RYA 1986/7

Rule 44 allows a boat to take a ttirns penalty and protest without risk of further penalty, provided that she did not
break rule 2, and that, if she did in fact break a rule of Part 2, she did not thereby gain a significant advantage, or cause
injury or serious damage.

RYA 2002/5

When a boat retires promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has complied with SportsmarisigifiRules

in respect of any rule@part from rule 2she may have broken. When thersesous damage which may have been her
responsibility, she is, by retiring, exempted from further penalties in respect of that incident.

Rule 643, Decisions: Decisions on Redress

RYA 1984/2
When reasonable doubt exists asthe interpretation of a sailing instruction it must be resolved in favour of the
competitor.

RYA 1988/4

When boats are entitled to redress, and the nature of the appropriate redress is clear, a protest committesteathot
abandon the race, citing an error made by the race officer earlier in the race about which no boat has requested redres:
andthe race committee hasken noaction.

RYA 1989/10
In cases involving errors by thece committee, it is a good principle that any doubts be resolved in favour of the
competitor.

RYA 1994/3
A protest committee is entitled to award the redress it thinks most suitable for compliance with3rule 64.

RYA 1999/6
While it is to be avoided when more equitable arrangements are available, abandonment may, very occasionally, be th
least unfair optionA race officer cannot overrule a sailing instruction.
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RYA 2002/9
When redress is requested, a protest committee is not entitled to award redress to a boat that is rotthgianaring
based on facts outside the scope of the request. A fresh hearing is required

RYA 2006/2

When there is an improper action of the race committee, a boat is entitled to redress only when she can show a clear lir
between that action and her score. If flag X is removed prematurely, an OCS boat that does not return will be entitled tc
redress onlyf she can show that she would have returned had it been displayed for longer. If she can satisfy the protes
committee on this point, appropriate redress would take into account the time she would then have taken to return an
start. Reinstatement intaehfinishing position is unlikely to be equitable to all boats.

RYA 2006/5

When the sailing instructions are ambiguous, so that it is not clear whether a mark has a required side, any doubt is tc
be resolved in favour of a bolable topenalisation

RYA 2008/2
The simultaneous display of more than one valid course for a class is an improper action of the race committee, whicl
may entitle boats to redress, with any doubt being resolved in fat/tiue competitor

RYA 2013/1

When one or more competitors are found to have had their finishing positions adversely affected by an improper actiot
of the race committee, the scores of those boats should be adjusted evemat iknown whether or not other boats
might have been affected.

Rule 644, Decisions: Decisions on Protests Concerning Class Rules

RYA 1992/2

When a protest committee is not in doubt about the meaninmehsurement rule, there is no reason to send questions

to the relevant authority.

A class measurer is not the authority responsible for interpreting a class measurement rule when the class rules stat
otherwise, but may give evidence to assjstaiest committee to interpret a measurement rule.

Rule 66, Reopening a Hearing

RYA 1994/3

A boat that is not a party to a request for redrisssot entitled to request agpening. She is, however, entitled to seek
redressm her own right when she believes that the redress given in that other hearing makes her own finishing position
significantly worse.

RYA 2008/3

When a protest committee reopens a hearing to hear additional evidence, anthiwlemvalid because that evidence
would have been available with the exercise of due diligence at the time of the original hearing, the fact that the protes
committee realises that its original decision was incorrect on the facts originally foundatoesgate that invalidity.

RYA 2008/5

A protest committee should reopen a hearing, whether or not requested to do so, if it may have made a mistake, or
there is new evidence not available at the original heatit@yvever, it need not do so if there is no prospect of a changed
decision, or when a changed decision would not affect the major places when final event results are urgently needed.
A party asking for a reopening must offer a good reason, and the protastittee need not hear from any other party
before deciding whether or not to reopen. However, when it decides to reopen, its decision to do so may be open to appe
by another party if an objection to the reopening is made at the start of the reopenied.hear

Evidence that was clearly relevant to the original hearing and that was, or should have been, available at that hearing
is not new evidence. However, evidence related to issues not arising until during the original hearing, or evidence or a
withessthit t he protest committee knows had been unsuccess

When a hearing is reopendtiere is no limitation on evidence that may be presented.

RYA 2014/3
Whether evidence is new isly relevant to the decision to reopen a hearing. When a hearing has been reopened, there
is no restriction on the evidence that may be presented.

Rule 67, Damages (RYA Prescription)

RYA 1996/8
A protest committee must heavalid protest, even if there is no prospect of a boat bperlisel.
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A boat that is seeking redress for having been physically damaged by a boat required to keep clear in an incident befor
she is racing is advised to protest as well as to askefiress.

Section Ci Misconduct
Rule 69, Misconduct
Rule 69.1(a), Misconduct: Obligation not to Commit MisconductResolution

Rule 69.2, Misconduct: Action by a Protest Committee

RYA 1986/6

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail the course, she may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuv
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, she witldmalisel and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary

action.

RYA 2005/7
The hearing of requests for redress and rule 69 actions may unavoidably have to take place after the end of an event, b
the time limit for lodging a protest should not normally be extended beyond then.

Section DT Appeals

Rule 70.1, Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

RYA 1974/1
A boat that was not a party to a hearing does not have a right to appeal the decision of that hearing.

RYA 1981/5
A boatthat waives an opportunity to object to the validity of the protest against her cannot later introduce that objection
as the grounds for her appeal.

RYA 1981/14
When a protest committee disqualifies a boat that is not § pad hearing that boat has a right of appeal having been
denied a hearing.

RYA 1995/3

A boat whose score or place in a race or series may have been made significantly worse as a result of redress sought
and given tmther boats is not a party to the hearing, and so does not have the right to appeal against the decision: her
remedy is first to seek redress herself.

RYA 2012/3
An RYA Arbitration hearing is not a protest committearing but an agreed arrangement between the parties and the
arbitrator. Only full protest hearing decisions or procedures may be appealed.

Rule 70.2, Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

RYA 2005/2
Even if the rightto appeal has been denied under rule 70.5(a), this does not preclude the protest committee from
requesting confirmation of its decision under rule 70.2, since that is not an appeal.

RYA 2005/6
A protest committee may not refenly part of its decision for correction or confirmation: the RYA will review all
decisions related to an incident.

Rule 70.5, Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

RYA 2005/2
Even if the right to appeal has been deniender rule 70.5(a), this does not preclude the protest committee from
requesting confirmation of its decision under rule 70.2, since that is not an appeal.

RYA 2014/1
A sailing instruction denying the right of appemider Rule 70.5(a) ceases to apply if the condition in that rule ceases to
be satisfied.
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Rule 71.2, National Authority Decisions

RYA 2002/6
When the conditions relating to the awarding of a trophy are ambiguous, the R¥nilly no better placed than the
protest committee to interpret them.

Rule 71.4, National Authority Decisions

RYA 2002/13
Published RYA appeal cases are persuasive but not binding.

PART 61
ENTRY AND QUALIFICATION

Rule 751, Entering an Event

Rule 76.1, Exclusion of Boats or Competitors

RYA 1999/3

By participating in a race, a competitor agrees to be governed by the rules, as defined, despite any assertion to th
contrary.

A race committee cannot disqualify a boat, exespequired underules 30.3 30.4and 78.2. In all other circumstances

it must protest her for any alleged rule breaches.

To reject or cancel the entry of a boat in a series under rule 7@&rtf@nisingauthority or race committee must do so
before the first race of the series.

RYA 2013/2
An organising authority may reject or cancel an entry when they know that a boat intends to race with a sail number
other than itgegistered number or use a sail without any number

RYA 2019/1
Guidance on the rule and conditions, and some proper and improper grounds, for excluding boats or competitors.

Rule 77, Identification on Sails

RYA 2013/2

Rule 77 may be deleted by sailing instructions. When rule 77 is deleted, neither Appendix G nor the RYA prescription
thereto apply. A boat might break a class rule whether or not rule 77 applies. An organisingtaurttayr reject or

cancel an entry when they know that a boat intends to race with a sail number other than its registered number or use |
sail without any number. A boat may be protested for a breach of class rules, rule 7TM8Allwertising Code.

Rule 78, Compliance with Class Rules; Certificates

RYA 1997/1

When a boat takes part in one race in a series under a different name, and with a different person in charge, she remair
the same boat, and her race points will cotowards her series points, unless class rules, notice of race or sailing
instructions say otherwise.

RYA 2005/7
The protection o¥VScase 57 does not extend to an owner or person in charge who knows, or should know, that the boat
does not comply with class rules.

Rule 80, Rescheduled=vent

RYA 1999/9

When a race is abandoned, and the race committee aegirobmmittee decides that it will be resailed on another day,

rule 80 applies. A boat that had entered but not sailed the abandoned race has a right to take part. A boat that took part
in the abandoned race but is not able to participate in the resadtientitled to redress, even though the abandonment
resulted from her own previous request for redress, provided that the race committee acts reasonably in deciding a dat
for the resail.

PART 77 RACE ORGANIZATION
Rule 85, Changes to Rules
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Rule 851, Changes to Rules

RYA 1969/1

Unless the sailing instructions state otherwise, when courses are shortened using flag S, the finishing line must be
between the committee boat and a mark, or at a line or a gate.When sailing instructions include an obligation that
applies before or aftea boat is racing, a boat may Ipenalisel for breaking that rule. The penalty is to be applied to
the race nearest in time to the incident.

RYA 1997/2

A sailing instruction that states how a change of course wilignealled, but which does not refer to rule 27.1, does

not change that rule, and therefore does not empower the race committee to signal a course change after the warning
signal.

Rule 86, Changes téhe Racing Rules

Rule 86.1(b), Changes to the Racing Rude

RYA 1980/2
A hookround finish is contrary to the definitidfinish, and sailing instructions are not permitted to alter a definition.

RYA 1998/2
When it is intended that no boat finishing @adsa time limit shall have a finishing place, this requires a change to rule
35. To be valid, the sailing instruction concerned must refer to the rule and state the change.

RYA 2002/14
Sailing instructions cannot vary thabligations in the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea. The
preamble to Part 2 of the Racing Rules of Sailing (RRS) is a rule of Part 2.

Rule 87, Changes to Class Rules
Rule 88.2, National Prescriptions

Rule 89,0rganizing Authority; Notice of Race: Appointment of Race Officials:

RYA 2002/8

An organisingauthority can change its notice of race if it gives adequate ndtlee notice of race may also say that it

can be changed by the race committee. Wtherorganisingauthority or (if permitted to do so) the race committee
changes the notice of race, this can give rise to red

Rule 90.2(c), Race Committee; Sailingnstructions; Scoring: Sailing Instructions

RYA 1982/7
When oral instructions are not provided for in sailing instructions, instructions so given may be ignored.

Rule 90.36), Race Committee; Sailing Instructions; Scoring: Scong

RYA 1989/9
A boat appearing alone at the start is entitled to sail the course and to be awarded any prize unless sailing instructions
sayotherwise

Rule 91, Protest Committee

RYA 1984/13
It is undesirable for a member of the race committee to serve on a protest committee when a request is made for redre
for an action or omissioof the race committee. It is desirable for a protest committee gist@i more than one person.

APPENDIX AT SCORING

Rule A2, Series Scores

RYA 1997/1

When a boat takes part in one race in a series under a different name, and with a different person in charge, she remair
the same boat, ander race points will count towards her seriesore unless class rules, notice of race or sailing
instructions say otherwise.

37



Rule A3, Starting Times and Finishing Places

RYA 1962/1
When the sailing instructions do ngpecify a time limit for starting or finishing, a boat may start within a reasonable
time after her starting signal, and she is entitled to a finishing position whenever she finishes.

Rule A5.1, Scores Determined by the Race Committee

RYA 1985/4
A race committee is not entitled to score a boat DNF because it believes she did not correctly sail the course; instead
must protest her under rule 28.

RYA 1989/7

When a race committee believes th&oat has broken a sailing instruction, it cannot disqualify her without a hearing

or deem her to have retired. The race or protest committee must first lodge a protest against her, within the time limit fol
doing so, and a hearing must then be called.

Rule A5.3 Scores Determined by the Race Committee

RYA 2010/3
When the starting area is not stated in the sailing instructions, it will normally be the area where boats in good time for
their start will sail between their prepai@y signal and starting signal.

When a boat never reaches the starting area, for whatever reason, she is to be scored DNC. When she reaches the start
area after the starting signal but does not start, DNS will be the correct score if the race comndtstarting line are
still in position, otherwise she is to be scored DNC.

Rule A9, Guidance on Redress

APPENDIX D -
TEAM RACING RULES

RYA 2005/2
In team racing, a request for redress following a breakdownsoipglied boat shall be decided by the race committee.

Before granting redress the race committee shall consider all the requirements for redress in Alleo@bis required

to display a red flag when she should be aware of the facts, while racingytbwhan the facts cannot be learned until

after the race. The decision of the race committee may be contested via a request for redress, which is a matter for
protest committee to consider.

APPENDIX E -
RADIO SAILING RACING RULES

Rule E6.3, Informing the Protestee

RYA 2002/7

When rule 61.1(a) applies (whether as printed or as altered by & Eompliance with the requirement to hail and,
when required, to flag, fulfils the requirement to notify the protestee.

The protest hail procedure in radigontrolled boat racing requires the number of the protesting boat to precede the
number of the protested boat, with the word Oprotest:¢

APPENDIX G [as prescribed by the RYA]IDENTIFICATION ON SAILS
RYA 2013/2

Rule 77 may be deleted by sailing instructions. When rule 77 is deleted, neither Appendix G nor the RYA prescription
thereto apply. A boat might break a class rule whether or not rule 77 applies. An organising authority may reject or
cancel an entry whetihey know that a boat intends to race with a sail number other than its registered number or use a
sail without any number. A boat may be protested for a breach of class rules, rule 7TM8Alwertising Code.
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APPENDIX J 1
NOTICE OF RACE AND SAILING INSTRUCTIONS

Rule J11, Notice of Race Contents

Rule J21, Sailing Instruction Contents

RYA 1962/1
When the sailing instructions do not specify a time limit for starting or finishing, a boat mawistén a reasonable
time after her starting signal, and she is entitled to a finishing position whenever she finishes.

RYA 1984/13
Sailing instructions must describe the course clearly, including the locatithrestarting area.

RYA 1985/4

When a race committee intends a mark to be looped, the mark must be identified as a rounding mark. When the sailir
instructions do not do so, or when they are ambiguous, a boat may elect not t@nmamkl when she can still leave it

on the required side and in the correct order.

RYA 1989/6

60t her documents that gRulemusthe stathdeor referredrotinithe natice of haee befoeefthieyn i
becone mandatory for boats racing. When a race committee considers it necessary for boats to adhere to local regulation:
or prohibitions, it must issue an explicit notice of race to that effében no such notice is issued, a boat that does not
comply with docal regulation or prohibition does not break the Fair Sailing rule.

RYA 1989/9
A boat appearing alone at the start is entitled to sail the course and to be awarded any prize unless sailing instructions
sayotherwise

RYA 1990/2(incorporating RYA 1963/5)

The racing rules do not differentiate betwdaimand crew. Restrictions on the helming of a boat may be imposed by
class rules or by the notice of race. In the absence of any other provision, an owner or person in charge is free to invite
anyone to steer the boat. The notice of race and the sailingdtishs must state clearly when points are to be awarded

to helms rather than to boats and statey restrictions or qualifications that apply.

APPENDIX M T RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROTEST COMMITTEES

RYA 1984/14
Apartytot he heari ng, not the protest committee, is respol

RYA 1987/1

When one boat knows that she has been protested by another, she is under an obligation to act reasonably. One pa
shall nat be excluded while another is present during the hearing, and all parties are entitled to hear and question all
withesses.

RYA 2007/1

An organisingauthority has no power to revoke a decision of a protest committee to r@lpeatest.When a protest
committee includes a person having a conflict of interest, whose interest has not been disclosed to the parties and wt
takes part in the proceedings, its decision is improper.

RYA 2008/5

A protest committee should reopen a hearing, whether or not requested to do so, if it may have made a mistake, or
there is new evidence not available at the original hearing. However, it need not do so if there is no prospect of a change
decision, or whe a changed decision would not affect the major places when final event results are urgently needed.

A party asking for a reopening must offer a good reason, and the protest committee need not hear from any other part
before deciding whether or not to men. However, when it decides to reopen, its decision to do so may be open to appeal
by another party if an objection to the reopening is made at the start of the reopened hearing.

Evidence that was clearly relevant to the original hearing and that washarld have been, available at that hearing

is not new evidence. However, evidence related to issues not arising until during the original hearing, or evidence or a
witness that the protest committee knows had been unsuccessfully sought for the @rigimaihn g maWhema 6 n
hearing is reopened, there is no limitation on evidence that may be presented.

39



APPENDIX R T PROCEDURES FOR APPEALS AND REQUESTS

Rule R2.11 [asprescribed by the RYA], SUBMISSION OF DOCUMENTS

RYA 2012/2
The time limit for notifying an appeal runs from receipt of the written decision of the protest committee.

Rule R5, Inadequate Facts; Reopening

RYA 2003/3
In an appeal, the national authority must accept the facts found by the protest committee, but need not accept th
conclusions of the protest committee based on those facts.

RACE SIGNALS

RYA 1982/7
A signal comprises both a flag (or object of similar appearance) and a sound signal, unless rule 26 \pigiéssthe
sailing instructions state otherwise, sound signals without visual signals have no particular significance under the rules.

When oral instructions are not provided for in sailing instructions, instructions so given may be ignored.

RYA 1996/4
A sound signal made when a boat crosses a finishing line is only a courtesy. It has no bearing on the race. A rac
committee cannot shorten course without the appropriate signal.

RYA 2004/1
No statement made atbaiefing by a race officer can change or add to a rule, which includes the sailing instructions
and the meaning of a race signalthe Racing Rules of Sailing.

Race SignalsFlag X

RYA 1977/1
A hail does not constitute theund signal of an individual recall signdt.is reasonable to expect the recall sound signal
to be equally as audible as the starting sound signal.

RYA 2014/2

When the race committee intends an individual recallWwhile displaying flag X, makes two sound signals in addition

to the starting sound signal, this is an improper action. However, a boat that ceases racing before she can see whic
recall flag, if any, is displayed may be at fault and hence not entitleztitess.

A race committee signal comprises both the flag and the sound.

INTERNATIONAL REGULATIONS FOR PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA

RYA 2002/14
Sailing instructions cannot vary the obligations in the International Reguldtofseventing Collisions at Sea.

RYA 2004/2
When a boat that is racing meets a large powered vessel in a fairway or narrow channel, she is to presume and act o
the basis that the vessel can safely navigate only withichiznenel, and therefore has right of way.

RYA Arbitration

RYA 2012/3
An RYA Arbitration hearing is not a protest committee hearing but an agreed arrangement between the parties and th
arbitrator. Only full proteshearing decisions or procedures may be appealed.

RYA Charter

RYA 2007/1

An organisingauthority has no power to revoke a decision of a protest committee to rehear a Mdtesta protest
committee includes a person havinganflict of interest, whose interest has not been disclosed to the parties and who
takes part in the proceedings, its decision is improper.
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SECTION 3
RYA CASES SINCE 1962

RYA 1962/1
Rule A3, Starting Times and Finishing Places
RuleJ1 and)2 Sailing Instruction Contents

When the sailing instructions do not specify a time limit for starting or finishing, a boat may start wiggsomable
time after her starting signal, and she is entitled to a finishing position whenever she finishes.

QUESTION 1
What time limit, if any, should a race officer place on a late starter?

ANSWER 1
The rules themselves do not debar a boat frtetking a late start and she should be allowed to do so whenever it is
reasonable. When a race committee wants a time limit for starting, it must say so in the sailing instructions.

QUESTION 2
When may a race committee remove the finishing marks?

ANSWER 2
The finishing line must remain effective until the last b finished or retired, or until the expiry of any time limit in
the sailing instructions, whichever is the first to occur.

Questions from Royal Akarana YC, NZ

RYA 1962/4
Rule 45, Hauling Out; Making Fast; Anchoring

When a boat that is afloat is being held byrew membeat or after the preparatory signal, the question of whether rule
45 has been broken depends on the reason for so doing and on whetleewthatemberis standing in or out of the
water.

In answer to questions, the RYA stated that:

1. If acrew membeis standingn water about six inches deep on a concrete ramp, holding a boat whftdats this
does not break rule 45.

2. If thecrew membeis holding the boat as beforen the same ramp, but standing just out of the water, the boat is made
fast, which, at and after the preparatory signal, rule 45 permits only for bailing out, reefing or repairs.

However, if the person holding the boat was noteav member, the action would be outside help in breach of rule 41.

Questions from Royal Suva YC, Fiji

RYA 1962/8

Rule 11, On the Same Tack, Overlapped

Rule 19.2(a), Room to Pass an Obstruction: GiWoom at an Obstruction
Rule 19.2(b), Room to Pass an Obstruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction

The word 6si d(astlsaimrula18.1) eefetth the de af Jhe boat on which the obstruction (or mark) is
tobe passed, and not to any O0sided that the obstructic
There is no zone at an obstruction that is not also a mark. Rule 19.2(b) does not apply when it is not possible to identif
which of two boats overlapped at an obstruci®the outside boat and which the inside boat.
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PW1
PL2 s : J wind
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PW2

N
N
N

»
SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

PW, running on port tackverlapped to windwardf PL, caused PL, clodeauled on port tack, to alter course to avoid
contact. In the absence of thiher, each would have passed ahead of S.

PW was disqualified under rule 11 and appealed on the ground that the protest committee had failed to take into accou
any right to room under rule 19.

DECISION
PWés appeal i s di s mi s Bleadrequitdby rule 11dandsbethadkne entitlenent ® eoom under
rule 19.

S was an obstruction to PW and PL. PL, holding right of way over PW under rule 11, exercised her entittement unde
rule 19.2(a) by choosing to pass the obstruction on her stdrbink#. Note that in this rule, asinrule 18h e 6 si de

always the side of the boat to which that word applies, and not angiidethat a mark or obstruction may happen to

have or that is quite validly made relevant by a sailing instruction,swwch 6 | eave chaenehamaeks s

PPass to the north of xx6.

However, rule 19.2(b) did not create any entitlement to room for either boat. The situations at a mark under rule 18 an
at an obstruction under rule 19 are different. When a risableing approached on the same tack by boats on widely
differing courses, an obligation will apply from zone entry onwards for the one that will be outside at the mark to give
room to the other, with the mark on the same required side foii IsetBWS case 12and RYA case 2004/&nder rule

19, there is no zone, and the obstruction may be left to port or to starboard, as decided bydhwaghtoat. Room

then has to be given at the obstruction by an outside boat. Although PW and PL were overl&pped,t er ms O ou't
6insided are not capable of applying at an obstructic

Ariadnev Inyala, Western Province SA

RYA 1967/3
Rule 29.1, Recalls: Individual Recall

Aboat returning to start after a recall is entitled to consider that the removal of flag X indicatéettnatll is completely
onthe prestart side of the starting line.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

When the starting signal was madecle Samwas over the linean individual recall was signalled and she turned back for
the starting line. When she saw flag X lowered, believing that she had returned completely tstme sice of the starting

line, she hardened up and sailed towards the first mark of theectrufact flag X had been removed betbeefour minute

time limit in rule 29.1 and also before her hull madrossed the starting line. She was scored OCS, and requested redress.

This was refused on the grounds that the words in the sailing instructt The responsi bility fo
thehelmconcernedd meant that the race officerds mistake
of her responsibilityShe appealed.

DECISION
UncleSahs appeal i gs tobe reiestatdd, intoaher fnistsng position.

She was entitled to interpret the lowering of the individual recall signal as confirmation of her opinion that she had
correctly returned to start. The race committee cannot escape its obligations by thlaagiegponsibility on the boat
concerned.

Request for Redress lyncle Sam Montrose SC
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RYA 1967/5

Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks
Rule 16.1, Changing Course
Rule 16.2, Changing Course

A keepclear boat may not invoke rule 16.1 against the Aghtvay boatwhen she has been given room to keep clear.
Rule 16.2only appliesf boats are on a beat to windwardhen a portack boat iskeeping clear by sailing to pass
leewardof a starboardtack boat.

A hail ofoéwH»e!dd ypluaces no otbligation on the hailed b

| \ Hold your _~Starboard!
course! S3 32 s1

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

During prestart manoeuvres, about fifty seconds before thérggasignal, two boats were reaching away from the line

on starboard tack. P tacked onto portcoarc&ked, nbemnd$ nlg
6 @arboar@more than once. P did not immediately respond. S then tatkedér to avoid contact. Both boats protested,

P under rule 16, S under rule 10.

The protest committee found that P had ample room to keep clear of S after S had luffed tbaulddssourse. P's protest

was dismissed and she was disqualified under0Ql She appealed on the grounds that S had failed to observe both rule
16.1 and 16.2 by altering course after she, P, had he
contact.

DECISION
Pé6s appeal is di smissed.
A haill dofyotduHo course! 6 is merely an assertion by the

boat does not change course towards her. It places no obligation on the hailed boat to comply.

S was entitled to harden up to a clbseiled cours on starboard tack bamese P thereafter had rodmkeep clear, and

so rule 16.1 was not broken. Even if Sés |l uff had ma
rule 16.2 did not apply as the incident occurbetiveen boats reaching, not on a beat to windwhtte incident he
occurredon a beat to windwardule 16.2 would not apply when the ptatk boat was keeping clear by sailing to pass

to windward of SP, being on port tack, was required by rule 10 to keep clear of S, and was correctly disqualified under
that rule fornot doing so

Nausicaa v SylmeKarachi SC

RYA 1967/13
Rule 2, Fair Sailing
Rule 23.2, Interfering with Another Boat

When a boat that starts and finishes deliberately uses theafghty rules tod s a i | of f 6 ategofther o1
course to benefit her own series position, she does not break rule 2 oBr2ile 2

ASSUMED FACTS

After the third race of a fowace series with one discard, B would win the series if she could win the fourth race
Otherwise, A would win the serieBoth boats started correctly. At and after the start, A deliberately maintained a
windward overlap on B, carrying her well past the point where she would have wished to have tacked.

When it became apparent that B wasudlly out of the running, A tacked, and both boats then found themselves a long
way behind the rest of the fleet. A continued racing, and finisheds clear that A did not try to win the race, nor was she
interested in doing so.

QUESTION
Could B havewvon a protest against A?
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ANSWER

No. In these circumstances, interfering with an opponent does not break rule 2, Fair Sailing, nor does it bizak rule 2
Interfering with Another Boat, because although A ceased to sail her proper course, the boatsheesaroe leg of the
course. Se®VS Case 78.

Question from Ullswater SC
RYA 1968/11

Rule 19.2(b), Room to Pass an Obstruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction
Rule 19.2(c), Room to Pass @istruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction

There is no zone at an obstruction to which rule 19 applies. A boat astern and required to keep clear is entitled to roon
if she becomes overlapped between the boat that was ahead and a continuing obstruetied firat there waoom

to pass between them when the overlap began.

When the nature of a continuing obstruction changes because of a projection or shallows, these features form part of tr
continuing obstruction, and a boat that has properly establisireéhside overlap is then entitled to any necessary
additional room.

R T
Ll[;> LZ? LBE;> LA[;> Ls@

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

W established an overlap on L between positions 1 and 2 when L was one and a half to two boat lengths from the shor
Severalboatengtts ahead, some shall ows extended from the shor
although acknowledging the hail, made no attempt to give room and W ran aground.

W protested L under rules 19.2(b) and 19.2(c), but the protest committieies#id the case, stating that W had tried to
force a passage between L and the shore, L having been clear ahead when she came within three hull lengths of 1
obstruction. W appealed.

DECISION
W6s appeal is uphel d. S h eundergulerl®Z(bh st at ed, and L is di ¢

There is no zone at an obstructiorontinuing or otherwiseat which rule 19 applies, and so the situation when one of
the boats comes within three hull lengths of an obstruction is not relevant. Rule 19.2(c) says that the tn€ide boa i g F
to establish an overlap between a boat and a continuing obstruction depends on whether there was room, as defined
pass between the boat that was ahead and the continuing obstruction at the moment the overlap was established.

When W establistieher overlap, there was room to pass between L and the shore, and the overlap was therefore proper!|
established. L initially then gave room as required by rule 19.2(b) but ceased to do so when the projecting shallows wer
reached. These shallows and #agacent brick structure were part of the continuing obstruction, and W continued to be
entitled to room.

Bald Eaglev PoseidonBlue Circle SC

RYA 1968/15
Rule 63.2, Hearings: Time and Place of the Hearing; TimPdwoties to Prepare

A boat that claims that she has not been allowed reasonable time to prepare her defence must raise thisabhjection
beginning of a hearing of the protest against her.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

After a protest under a rule of Part ZMamhearingSylphidewas disqualified. She appealed on the grounds that a copy

of the protest had not been made available to her, that she was given no time to prepare a defence or find possit
witnesses, and that she did not know the basis of the puot#summoned to appear before the protest committee when
the protest was read by thkair.

The protest committee observed that the protest had been read out three times and had been available for inspecti
Sylphidemade no complaint at the hearingr lid she ask for an extension of time to prepare a defence.

DECISION
Sylphidds appeal is dismissed.

At the hearing of the protessylphidedid not complain that she had no time to prepare a defence nor did she ask for an
extension. Therefore, her appéls.

Ffareidav Sylphide Monklands SC
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RYA 1969/1

Rule 25, Notice of Race, Sailing Instructions and Signals
Rule 32.2, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start
Rule 64.2 Decisions: Penalties

Rule 85.1, Changes to Rules

Unless the sailing instructions state otherwise, when courses are shortened using flag S, the finishing line must be betwe
the committee ke and a mark, or at a line or a gate.

When sailing instructions include an obligation that applies before or after a boat is racing, a boat pemalisel for

breaking that ruleThe penalty is to be applied to the race nearest in time to the incident.

ASSUMED FACTS FOR QUESTION 1

On a triangular course, the wind falls light and it becomes necessary to shorten course. A launch is placed on the rea
between marks one and two, flag S is displayed with two sound signals, and the boats are timed witss théyne
projected from the timekeeper through the mast of the launch.

QUESTION 1
Is this procedure acceptable?

ANSWER 1

No, it does not comply with rule 32.2. When the race officer wishes to use a transit line from a race committee vessel
the line must be described in the sailing instructions which, to comply with rules Bbdndust also state that rule

32.2 and the maning of flag S are changed.

ASSUMED FACTS FOR QUESTION 2

Club byelaws state that personal flotation devices must be worn at all times when afloat. This is repeated in the sailin
instructions. Ahelmenters for a race and goes for a short trial spinowitivearing a personal flotation device; he puts

it on just before the preparatory signal. His boat is protested and, despite his maintaining that sailing instructions did nc
become operative until this signal, she is disqualified.

QUESTION 2
Is her disgalification valid?

ANSWER 2
Yes When a boat breaks a sailing instruction that is stated to apply before or after a boat is racing, sajes Gdat she
is to bepenalisd in the race sailed nearest in time to that of the incident.

Questions from Prestwick SC

RYA 1969/11

Rule 60.2(a), Right to Protest; Right to Request Redress or Rule 69 Action
Rule 60.3(a), Right to Protest; Right to Request Redress or Rule 69 Action
Rule64.2, Decisions: Penalties

When a declaration after finishing is required by a sailing instruction and when a boat states in hers that she has broken :
rule, the race committee or protest committee is entitled to protest her. Insttrecalof any other applicable penalty in the
sailing instructions, there is no alternative to disqualification for breaking a rule.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The sailing instructions required boats to sign a declaration after finishing to confirm that theynt@ibd with the

rules. After a race lasting two daygaradal odged her signed declaration, addi
hours 0200 to 0500 we were forced to sail without na
that she had broken ruié.1, Fog Signals and Lights; Traffic Separation Schemes. It imposed a 5% time Raaltia
appealed on the grounds that the protest was invalid and that no provision was made in the sailing instructions for th:
penalty.

DECISION
Barad®d s f i r st ground of appeal is dismissed. Her secor
disqualification.

Baradastatedn her declaration that she hadt shown navigation light§ his admission entitled the protest committee

(or the race committee) to protest her, as permitted by rules 60.2(a) and 60.3(a). Those rules preclude a race committ
or a protest committee from protesting based on information &grarson with a conflict of interesindBarada s
representative had conflict of interestas defined, since her report opened her to protespemalisation However,
those rules make a specific exception for information
protest was therefore valid.

The only penalty a protest committee may impose for breaking a rule, unless otherwise stated in the racing rules or in tt
sailing instructions, is disqualification.

Protest Committee Barada Royal Malta Yacht Club
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RYA 1969/12
Rule 62.1(a), Redress

A race committee action or omission may be improper, even if no rule is broken, and even when it occurs before th
preparatory signal.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

About 15 minutes before the preparatory signal the race officer nlbeetiarting line about half a mile from its original
location. In spite of a boat being sent to tow them, two boats arrived respectively four and seven minutes late for the stai
They started, rad were the last to finish. Theequested redress because tace officer had moved the line without a
postponement that was long enough to allow them to reach the new line. The request was refused on the grounds that
race officer did not breathesailing instructions. The boats appealed.

DECISION
The apped are upheld, and the cases are returned to the protest committee to award redress.

The race officer laid a fresh starting line without adequately postponing the start of the race to enable the boateeto reach
new position and to manoeuvre to obtainoadstart. This madtheir scores significantly worse: it was improper, even
though it broke no racing rule or sailing instruction; and the boats were not at fault.

Request for Redress Byjira andGoldcrest Dale YC

RYA 1973/5
Rule20.1, Room to Tack at an Obstruction: Hailing
Rule 202, Room to Tack at an ObstructidResponding

A boat that hails for room to tack at an obstruction must herself tack as soon possible. Hailing when safety does no
require a substantial course change breaks rule 20.1. Not then tacking as soon as possible after the hailed boat tack
breaks rule 20.2(d).

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

W and L were sailing parallel courses, clisailed on port tackynder a hulength apart, approaching the shore. L
hailed for room to tack and W tacked immediately. L maintained her original course for about a further theegthsl|
before tacking, some 8 seconds after W tacked. W protested L under rule 20tRéd)sime failed, W having tacked, to
tack as soon as possible.

The protest committee dismissed the protest, considering that in view of the conditions prevailing and the experience c
the helm, the time taken by L complied with rule 20.2(d) W appealedingf that L was the more experiendedm of
the two and that there had been no reason why she should not have tacked earlier.

DECISION
Wés appeal i's uphel d. L is disqualified.

In hailing when safety did not require her to do, as evidenced by her bé&nig akelay her tack, L broke rule 20.1(a).
Rule 20.2(d) requires the hailing boat to tack immediately she has room to do so. L sailed on for about three boat lengtt
after W had tacked, which broke rule 20.2(d)

Barfly v Nausicaa Wewak YC, New Guinea
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RYA 1974/1

Definition, Sail the Course

Rule 28.1, Sailing tHeace

Rule 32.2, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start

Rule 70.1a), Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

When a race committee intends boats to cross the line used for starting or finishing in order to complete a round of the
course, the sailing instructions must say so.

When they do not say so, that lzennot be used to shorten course unless the sailing instructions change rule 32.2.

A boat that was not a party to a hearing does not harighé to appeal the decision tfat hearing.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

After rounding the last mark of the first rourshme boats sailed to the first mark of the second round without passing
through the line that was used for both starting and finishing, and were protested by the race committee for failing to sa
the course correctly. The race committee argued that:

a.Tre race consisted of two rounds. The word 6roundd me
b. The line had been included in each round of this race for many years as was the local custom.
c. Any other interpretation made the rules for shng course unintelligible and unworkable.

The protest committee dismissed the protest, deciding that sailing instructions did not require boats to cross the lin
between the first and second rounds and that no mark of that line was a mark of the dherselevant leg. Two boats
that had sailed the course as desired by the race committee lodged an appeal.

DECISION
The appeal is refused because the appellants were not parties to the original hearing.

Nevertheless it should be made clear that the protaamittee's interpretation of the rules was correct. If the race
committee intended boats to cross the line at the end of the first round, theinaitingtions should have included the
committee boat and ODM as marks of the course at the end afsth@@ind.

As concerns shortening the course, a thmet boats are not required ¢ooss at the end of each lap cannot be used for
shortening, as it is not one that is listed in rule 32.2. That is easily remedied with a suitable sailing instrugabdlyhat
changes rule 32.2, but it was not done in this case. If it had been done, it would still not mean that boats had to cross tt
line at the end of a round.

Race Committee RedCloudand others, Civil Service SA

RYA 1974/5

Definitions, Obstruction

Rule 20.1, Room to Tack at an Obstructibiailing

Rule 20.2, Room to Tack at an Obstruction: Responding

When a closéauled portack boat needs to make a subsil change of course to avoid an obstruction in the form of a
closehauled starboardack boat, she is entitled to hail a boat on the same tack as her, to windward or clear astern, for
room to tack, even though she has an alternative means of escasrinyg bway.

My
A A
7

J PL1 s

Pz

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
PL and PW were closieauled. PL could not tack without colliding with PW. Both boats came on a converging course
with S.

S hailed 6Starboardd and HRifedtoavbid cordactiwithrS. PWoiotending to crosa $, k .
held her course and informed PL that she had no rights under rule 20.1.

PL continued to luff and then tackefinally PW tacked too. PW protested PL under rule 13. The protest committee
dismissed th protest, disqualified PW under rule 20.1, and referred the case to the RYA.
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DECISION
The decision of the protest committee to disqualify PW is confirmed.

The protest committee correctly decided that S, dlasded, holding right of way under rule 10,s/m obstruction, as
defined, to PL. PL was required to make a substantial course decigar S, either by bearing away hard or by tacking

to clear the obstruction. Although PL could have avoided S by bearing away, no rule required her to do sawvasd she
entitled, under rule 20.1, to hail for room to tack. When S hailed, PW was required by rule 20.2 to respond as soon a
possible, she did not do so and was correctly disqualified.

Lindy v SymphonySt Mawes SC

RYA 1974/8
Rule 18.3, MarkRoom:Passing Head to Wind the Zone

When a portack boat tacks to starboard within the zone at a windward lpand mark, and a boat that is approaching
the mark on starboard tack becomes overlapped inside her, the boat that tackedtnmustent the other boat from
passing the mark on the required side, and must keep clear of her.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

W completed a tack inside the zone, immediately after which L, which had been fetching the mark, estalelsiaad

overlap. W hailed 'No room' and bore away to pass the mark. L, to avoid contact, was forced to bear away, pass the wrol
side of the mark and circle back. The protest committee dismissed L's protest on the grounds that L's overlap wa
establishea f t er Wés tack was completed and referred its de

DECISION
The protest committee's decision is reversed. W is to be disqualified

Before W tacked, rule 18 did not apply, since, as stated in rule 18.1(b), the boats were on oppositeltalsksbecause

W6s proper course in passing the mark was to tack. \
guestion of whether an overlap began outside the zone is relevant at a windward mark only to boats on the same tac
under rulel8.2(b). Overlaps established pgssing head to wind the zone are addressed either by rule 18.2(a) or (as
here whenW after tackings fetching the mark) by rule 18.3.

W was required by rule 1818 give markroom to Land byrule 11 to keep clear whé. became overlapped inside her
W prevented L from passing the mdmkdenyingher markroom, did not keep clear of her, and is to be disqualified.

Aurorav Carinna Loch Long OD Association

RYA 1975/4
Rule 14, AvoidingContact

The test of whether it was reasonably possible for a-iffay boat to avoid contact is an objective one, and the
inexperience of henelmcannot justify a lower standard of care.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

P, closehauled, was approaching the wivatd, starboardhand mark when one of her crew told ttedmto bear away

hard, as P was on a collision course with S which had passed the mark and was reaching towards P in the direction of t
finishing line. Both boats tried, but failed, to alter coursavoid contactThe boats collided and both suffered damage.

S did not deliberately hit P, although she was keeping no lookout to leewatitlsvas experi enced
inexperienced. S protested under rule 10 while P protested under rule 14.
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The piotest committee disqualified P under rule 10, but did not find S to have broken rule 14, as her effort to avoid a
collision was reasonable for an inexperienbetin, even though she did not act to avoid contact until after it was clear
that P was not gointp keep clear. P appealed.

DECISION
Pé6s appeal is dismissed, and her disqualification is

P did not keep clear, and was correctly disqualified. The test of whether it was reapossiblle for S to avoid contact is
an objective on€lhe inexperience dfelmor crew cannot jstify a lower standard of care.
Jemaldav Sudo& v.v., Royal Cornwall YC

RYA 1975/5
Definitions,Room

Rule 16.1, Changing Course
Rule 16.2, Changing Course

Onabeattowindwarcs 6s response to a wind shi ftifsheissailingma ooursedoe pr i
keep clear by passinp leewardof § and S mst not bear away if as a result P mu$iange course immediately to
continue keeping clear.

QUESTION
When two boat®n opposite tacks on a beat to windwardet, at what distance in hldingths must the righaf-way
boat, S, hold her course and not follawvind shift,when doing so would preveRtfrom keeping clear?

ANSWER
It is not possible to lay down any precise distance inlanfths since this will vary according to testingconditions
and the class of boat concerned.

If the boats are about woss, and if P is keeping clear of S by sailing a course totpdsswardof her, rule 16.2
prohibits S from changing course by bearing away, if as a resaltsPchange course immediatétycontinue keeping
clear.

If P and S are already on a coblisicourse, or if P is sailing to keep clear by passing to windward of S, S may change
course at any time in response to a wind shift, unless she is so close to P that S's change of course would not give P ro
to keep clear. Room is defined as the spavedes in thexistingconditions while manoeuvring promptly in a seamanlike

way.

Question from Dorchester SC

RYA 1975/6

Definitions, Clear Astern and Clear Ahead; Overlap
Definitions, Proper Course

Rule 13, While Tacking

Rule 17, On the Same Tack; Proper Course

Rule 18.2 (b), MarkRoom: Giving MarkRoom

Rule 43.1(b), Exoneration

When a boat tacks, the question of whether an overlap is created is decided at the moment she passes head to wind,
rule 17 will never apply to the leeward boat if the overlap is created wiglevindward boat is still subject to rule 13.

A boat that luffs above clo$muled to pass to windward of a mark is not sailing above a proper course.

A right-of-way boat is exonerated if she breaks rule 16.1 while sailing a proper course at a markiagdrtarkroom

to which she is entitled.
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

W crossed L and tacked, o utestablghed aldewardfovenap Isefore W gas bn artlese ma
hauled course. L and W approached the fimighhark closédhauled and overlapped, both on port tack, nearly a hull
length apart. W was laying the mark, while L could fetch it by pinching. L luffed to shoot the mark on the required side
and hit W on her starboard quarter. There was no darhadjd.na go beyond head to wind. After hearing the protest

and counteprotest, the protest committee disqualified W for failing to give L room to pass the mark. W appealed.

DECISION
Wés appeal is dismissed.

W became a pottack boat when she passed head to wiidhat moment, she was clesttead of L. L then established

a leeward overlap from clear astern before W reached atwdaded course. W was required to keegacby rule 11 and

then to givemarkroomafter zone entry by the first sentence of rul@®. Initially, W kept clear and gave L room to

sail to the mark. L then luffed to fetch the mark. L was sailing a proper course at the mark. A proper course is defined a
one that a boat woulchoose in order teail the course anfinish as soon as pabe in the absence of the other boats
referred to in the rule using the term. L would have pinched or shot head to wind in order to finish as quickly as possible
whether or not W was near, and so was sailing a proper course.

L was therefore taking mamoom to which she was entitled. W was required to keep clear and give ooank and did
neither. W was properly disqualified, under rules 11 and 18.2(b), while L was exonerated for any breach ofbyle 16.1
rule 43.1(b).

Because the overlap began while \@swequired by rule 13 to keep clear, rule 17 did not apply.

If the facts had been otherwise, and W had completed her tack before L established her overlap within two hull length
from clear astern, L6s cour se wveasorns stated abbve, Ishe never failed &beva |
a proper course.

Janetv Minx, Portsmouth SC

RYA 1976/2

Rule 11, On the Same Tack, Overlapped
Rule 13, While Tacking

Rule 18.2(a), MarlRoom: Giving MarkRoom
Rule 18.2(b), MarkRoom: Giving MarkRoom
Rule 18.2¢), Mark-Room: Giving MarkRoom

When two closdauled boatsare in thezone ofa windward mark, rule 18.2(b) ceases to apply when one of them tacks.
When two boats are subject to rule 13 at the same time the one astern must keep clear.

If they then become overlapped the same tack inside the zptiee outside boat shall give the inside boat rradm
under rule 18.2(a).
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Two boats, A and B, approached a mark on port tack, A clear ahead of B. Both boats tackeldeirzside, tA passing
head to windbeforeB. When their tacks were completed they found themselves overlapped, both on starboaithtack,
A to windward of B. There was then a collision not involving damB8g¢h boats protested aride protest committee

disqualified B under rule 18.2(b appealed.

DECISION
B6s appeal upheld. She is to be rqedifisdst ated into her f

WhenA entered the zone clear ahead, B was required to keep clear under rule 12 and to givecomankder the

second sentence of rule 18.2(b), both of which she did. When A passed head to wind rule 18.2(b) ceased to apply,
stated in rulel8.2(). At that moment no part of rule 18 applied. (Rule 18 would also have ceased to apply if it had been
B that had been the first to pass head to wind, because of rule 18.1(a).) While both boats were then between head to wi
and closenauled at the sae time B astern of A, was required by rule 13 to keep clear of A, and she did so. B broke no

rule.

As bothboatsbore away, A was required by rule 16.1 to give B room to keep clear. A did so while rule 13 &ghéed.
they became overlapped A, as ansaig boat, was required by rule 18.2(a) to give amadm to Bbut by continuing to
bear away below a clogeuled course Aailed todo so. Once both boats had reached a dlasded course, B had
becometheright of wayboatunder rule 11, requiring A tkeep clear, which she did not do, despite having room to do
so. There was contact which it was possible for A to avoid. A broke rules 18.2(a), 11 and 14.

Shamaal Jan& v.v., Sunderland YC

RYA 1977/1
Rule 29.1, Recalls: Indivighl Recall
Race SignalsFlag X

A hail does not constitute the sound signal of an individual recall siinsreasonable to expect the recall sound signal
to be equally as audible as the starting sound signal.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
The race committeebs sound signals were audiailadeghregt al

boats were on the course side of the starting larene.
overd was shouted twice. Number 13 heard and returne
not hear the hail, failed to return and were scored OCS. They requested redress, which was refused by the prote

committee, and they ppaled.

DECISION
The appeals of numbers 16 and 20 are upfdid case is returned to the protest committee to decide redress.

A sound signal must be maden flag X is displayed. A hail is not a sound signal. Whatever the soundissgaalvith
the staring signal, it would be reasonable to expect the recall sound signal to be equally audible. The statement in sailin
instructions that o6whenever wibhkctbeabhaieledai bunumhbies s
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does nohegate the requirement for a suitable sound sige@\WS Case 31, both as concerns the principle of this appeal
and the redress to be awarded.

Request for Redress Myindhover Hoylake SC

RYA 1977/7

Rule 11, On the Same Tack, Oagped

Rule 19.1, Room to Pass an Obstruction: When Rule 19 Applies

Rule 19.2, Room to Pass an Obstruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction

When two overlapping santack boats are less than ohall length apart, and when another boat clear astern is closing

on them, the right of way boat will rank as an obstruction to the other two boats. The boat clear astern may establish ar
overlap between the boats ahead, with an entitlement from the wihthevarr to room, provided that the windward boat is

able to give room.

Whena boatis required to act to keep cleano rule entitles heto room toavoidbecoming OCS.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Approaching the starting line, Mstablished an overlap from clear astern between L and/ Wéok no action to keep

clear, and there was then contact (not involving damage or ifjaetween M and W. W protested M under rule 15, on

the grounds that she had not been given room to keep Thea protest committee found that, had she acted promptly,

W could have kept clear when M became overlapped to leeward of her. It disqualified W for failing to keep clear under
rule 11 and W appealed, claiming that to have done so would have meamgshgethoving forwards faster and
becoming OCS, and that she (W) was entitled to room from M to prevent this happening.

DECISION
W6s appeal is dismissed.

L and W were overlapped, abreast, less than one length apart. W, the windward boat was requipedearkeieL

under rule 11. M was also required to keep clear of L, first under rule 12 and then under rule 11. Therefore, L ranked a
an obstruction to both W and M. M was initially required to keep clear of W under rule 12, but when she became
overlappedo leeward, Wwas therrequired to keep clear of her under rule Edrthermore, bcause M was the inside
overlapped boat at an obstruction W was also required by rule 19.2 to give her room to pass L.

W did not keep clear, although given room to do sd,vaas correctly disqualified for breaking rule 11. No rule entitles
a boat required to act to keep clear to room to avoid her becoming OCS.

M broke rule 14, buivasexoneratedor doing so in the absence of injury or damage.

No Names Mad ScramblgHollingworth LakeSC

RYA 1980/2

Definitions, Finish

Rule 28.1, Sailing thRace

Rule 86.1(b), Changes to the Racing Rules

A hookround finish is contrary to thdefinition Finish, and sailing instructions are not permitted to alter a definition.
When the course is shortened and a course mark becomes a finishing line mark, its required side may change.
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Acoursewasst round the mar ks showbD-A-B-CitDgtwarouadg)stieemA @isA f ol |
iBiCifinish; Round all|l mar ks to port. o

The race officer signalled a shortened course when the boats had completed one round and theotadimg
approaching D for the first time in the second round, so that the course actually sailed Wa®\AB - Ci D, then A

- D. Some boats left D to port, then crossed the finishing line from the direction of mark C, and were given finishing
posiions. The race officer scored as DNF the numerous boats that crossed the finishing line leaving D to starboard.

These boats sought redress and protested the rest of the fleet, maintaining that they themselves had finished correctly.
that they had crosdehe finishing line from the course side from the last mark, A, leaving mark D to starboard, whereas
the protestees had rounded mark D to port and crossed the finishing line from the wrong direction.

The protestommittee dismissed the protests and retgueéfirming that the protestees, in leaving D to port, had sailed
the prescribed course. The protestors appealed.

DECISION
The appeals are upheld. The protestors are reinstated and the protestees are disqualified.

Rule 86.1(b) states that the sailingtinstions may not alter the definitions; hence a 'hamind’ finish can never be
valid.

When mark D became the outer limit mark of the finishing line, it ceased to be a rounding mark and became a finishinc
line limit mark to be passed accordance withe definition Finish. Consequently only the boats that finished by crossing
the line from the course side from A, the last mark, leaving mark D to starboard, finished correctly.

Wingsand others Wispozoraand others, Clacton SC

RYA 1981/3

Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks

Rule 18.1(b), Markoom: When Rule 18 Applies
Rule 18.2(b), Markoom: Giving MarkRoom
Rule 18.2¢), Mark-room: GivingMark-Room

When at a windward mark a boat that was clear aheathe same tackt zone entry tacks to pass it, her entitlement to
markroom ends. Rule 10 applies, as if the mark were not there.
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Two boats, Aand B, on starboard tack, approached a mark to be left to starboard. When A reached the zone, she wz
clear ahead of BA tacked onto port tack to fetch the mark, causing B to change course to avoid a collision. B protested
under rule 10.

‘
\
\
\
\
\
‘
‘
;
,
h Bl
j
;
;
,

53



The protest comitiee disqualified B under rule 18.2(b) on the grounds that, when A reached thé3Zua: had no
overlap and so was required by the second sentence of that rule to give@amaro A. B appealed.

DECISION
B6s appeal i s upheltherfinisBingipasitian and B is disguslifiedsitder tule 0. i nt o

A boat that enters the zone at a mark clear ahead of another boat retains the rightoomarkder the second sentence

of rule 18.2(b) only if she remains on the same tack or gybes. If gk tale 18.2{) says that rule 18.2(b) ceases to
apply, and, in any case, none of rule 18 now applied, since the boats were on opposite tBckssang r oper cou
mark was to tack, as referred to in rule 18.1(b).

Rule 10 applied, and A, on pd#ck, did not keep clear.
Crystalv Shimmer Royal Fowey YC

RYA 1981/5

Rule 63.3, Right to be Present

Rule 63.5, Hearings: Validity of the Protest or Request for Redress
Rule 70.1a), Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

A protest committee may confer in private for the purpose of reaching a decision on a procedural point. A boat that
waives an opportunity to object to thelidity of the protest against her cannot later introduce that objection as the
grounds for her appeal.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

An incident betweerh\quila andWindhovertook place about 600 yards from the finishing line. There was no contact.
Aquilaimmediatly hailedWindhoverthat she would protest but, because of the squally conditions and her inadequate
crew, did not display her protest flag until after she finished. Her hull length was more than 6 metres.

At the beginning of the hearing, the protest cattea elicited the facts about the protest flag and agkiedhoveif she

had any questions to put at this point, but she had not. The parties were then asked to retire so that the protest commit
could discuss in private the validity of the prot&ghen the parties returned, they were informed that the committee had
decided thafquilahad displayed her protest flag at the first reasonable opportunityand continue with the hearing.

Windhoverwas asked if she had any objection. The answer wadivegahe hearing proceeded, awindhoverwas
disqualified. She appealed against the decision to hear the protest and against the fact that the committee conferred
private.

DECISION
Windhovedb s appeal is dismissed.

Having heardAquila’s reasons for helelay in displaying a protest flag, the protest committee was entitled to invite the
parties to the protest to retire while it considered whether the flag had been displayed in reasonable time.

As Windhoverdid not take the opportunity at the time to @bj® the validity of the protest when asked if she wished to
do so,she cannot subsequently introduce that objection as the grounds for her appeal, whatever the merits of her case.

Aquilav Windhover Hoylake SC
RYA 1981/7

Rule 4.2, OneTurn and TweTurns Penalties
Rule 61.1(a), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee

A third boat that has witnessed an incident between other boats, and wishes to protest, cannot justify her own failure tc
display a protestlag on the grounds that none of the other boats lodged a valid pedtestlisplaying a protest flag.

When a boat protests, believing that another boat has not taken a penalty as described in rule 44.2, she must establi:
first that the éher boat broke a rule of Part 2 (or rule 31).

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

After an incident between A and B, B hai |l e dturdspanalty. e s t ¢
C, which witnessed the incident, beliewbat A had not completesvo turns in taking her penalty. B did not lodge a
protest after the rac&€ lodged a protest against A for breaking a rule of Section A with respectTheBprotest
commi ttee held that Cb&s pr ot es metwshslllengtht hadnatdispldyeda protest C
flag in accordance with rule 61.1(a).

C appealed on the grounds that she was entitlgntotest without displaying a flag because it was not until after the
finish of the race that she became awhet B wa not lodging a protest.

DECISION
Cébs appeal is di smissed.
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C was correct to base her protest on a breach of aafighsy rule, and not on failure to comply with rule 44.2, since the
latter is relevant only once the former has been upheld.

The factamake it clear that C had no good reason for-cmmpliance with the requirements of rule 61.1(a). ptetest
was invalid.

When a third boat witnesses an incident in which she herself is not involved, and wishes to protest, she must comply wit
rue6l.l@ by hailing 6Protestd and when the rules requir

Mistral v RedDevil, Weir Wood SC

RYA 1981/10

Definitions, Conflict of Interest

Rule 63.3(b), Hearings: Right to be Present

Rule 63.4 Conflict of Interest

Rule 63.6, Hearings: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts

A member of a protest committéees not have a cditt of interestmerely because he or she withessed the incident.
The protest committee is entitled to decide the protest even if the protestor was not present for some of the hearing.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Thechairof the protest committee saw what he believed to be an infringement of rule 42 by a boat, and he hailed her t
that effect.

The boat was protested by the race committee under rule 42. The race officer gave evidence, was questioned by t
protestee and thgrotest committee, and then left the hearing. The protest committee proceeded to hear and question th
protestee. Thehairof the protest committee also gave evidence and was questioned by the protestee and by the othe
members of the protest committ@de protest was upheld, the boat was disqualified, and she appealed on the following
grounds:

a) No member of the race committee was present throughout the hearing as protestor. The race officer gave eviden
only as a witness: he was not present to Heaptotestee's evidence.

b) Thechairof the protest committeead a conflict of interests he had warned the protestee on the water and so had his
mind made up as to the outcome of the hearing regardless of the evidence presented.

DECISION

The appeal islismissed.

Although it would have been appropriate for a member of the race committee to be present throughout the hearing ¢
protestor, this is a right, but not an obligation, and the protest committee is empowered by rule 6ft8@getb with

the heaing if a party to a hearing does not come to (or, therefore, leaves) the hearing. In amancgggeal against
incorrect procedure will only succeed when a boat's case has been, or may have been, prejudiced, and there is nothing
the appeal to lead tany doubts about protest committee procedure. To the contrary, it would appear that the protest
committee made every effort to ensure that she was given a fair hearing.

Thechairof the protest committedid not have a conflict of interests defined, bexwse he did not stand to gain or lose
as a result of the decisigror had he a close personal interest.ifRitle 63.6 specifically states that a member of the
protest committee who saw the incident shall state that fact while the parties are preseay give evidencelhat he
witnessed the infringement did not debar him from actinghas or from giving evidence, provided that he gave it in
the presence of the protestee.

Race Committee v €321, UK National Cadet CA

RYA 1981/14

Rule 60.3 Right to Protest; Right to Request Red@sRule 69 Action

Rule 61.1(c), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee

Rule 63.1, Requirement for a Hearing

Rule 63.2, Hearings: Time and Place of the Hearing: Time for Parties to Prepare

Rule 70.1(b), Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

When a protest committee disqualifies a boat that is patrey to a hearing that boat has a right of appeal having been
denied a hearing.

When a protest committee believes that a boat that is not a party to a hearing may have broken a rule, it must first mak
her a party to a hearing by protesting her. She nbeshotified and given time to prepare her defence and she has the
same rights as any protestee to call and question witnesses.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

When approaching a mark, there was an incident in which A collided with B and B, in turn, collid&uhitetvash A
protested B and at the hearing both these boatsfauaine not to have broken a ruMhile Whitewashwas disqualified.
The observations of the protest committee read as follows:

55



O0After hearing the st at e me nheprotestcomanittée realisex that we had asanewhat e
embarrassing situation in that thelmof Whitewash attending only as a witness, could bear at least some of the blame.
We, of course, did not say this to the parties concerned but we did qi¥sitemvash’'shelmvery carefully to bring out

his side of the question...After considering the facts we concluded/titgwashwas at faul t . . . 0
Whitewashwas disqualified without any further action being taken and she appealed.

DECISION
Whi t e vappeahidaid as she was penalised when not a party to the hearing, contrary to rule 63.1 and was denied «
hearing giving her the right of appeal under rule 70.1(b).

Wh i t e vappeahi®upheld, and she is to be reinstated to her finishing position.

It was from he evidence at the hearing of the profest B that the protest committee first had grounds for supposing
thatWhitewashwhich was not a party to that hearing, might have broken aAslstated in rule 63.1%/hitewaskcould

not be penalised without a protest hearing; however, the protest committee was permitted by rule 60.3(a)(2) to prote:
her. To do so, it was required by rule 61.1(c) to close the current hearing, to WWlitawashas soon as reasonably
possible tht it intended to protest her, and then, in accordance with rule 61.2 and 63.2, to inform her in writing, identifying
the incident, and give her reasonable time to prepare for the hearing. The original protest and the new protest had then
be heard togéer.

This procedure was not complied with avithitewashwas disqualified without having been protested, or even informed
that she was alleged to have brokemule. She had no opportunity to state her case or to call or question witnesses. The

protestcommt t eebs procedur es wer eWhitdwasksdaha only apprdpriagtehoetcomes i nst a
Race Committee WhitewashErrwood SC

RYA 1982/3

Rule 60.1Rightto ProtestRight toRequesRedress or Rule 69 Action

Rule 62.1(a), Redress

Rule 64.1(c), Decisions; Standard of Proof, Majority Decisions and Reclassifying Requests

A boat is eligible for redress onlyhen she can show that, through no fault of her own, her scqulacehas beeror
may bemade significantly worse. She cannot protest the race committee.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The starting signal was made one minute early but the race officer judghdsiable to allow the race to continue. No
boat was recalled. Two boats lodged what purported to be protests against the race contmaifieets were not in
dispute. Neither of the two boats delayed her start until the correct time. The protest conafitéitea hearing, held that
n o b scar¢hédsor might have,been made worse by the admitted eramid decided to let the results stand. The two
boats appealed.

DECISION
The appeals are dismissed.

A boat cannot protest the race committee; she cdnrsdeess under rule 62.1(a) and must show that, through no fault
of her own, hescorewas or mighthave beenmade significantly worse by an error of the race committee. The protest
commi ttee was correct to haved pweorcee eidre df aomt as régagedbyssti ss
rule 64.1(c).

There was nothing in the appeals to show t hadgcordhdde pr
ormighthavebeen made signi fi cant | ykeindhesneng of the staltimeg signalc e o f f i ¢

Request for Redress by N3089 and E9574, Walton and Frinton YC

RYA 1982/6
Rule 202, Room to Tack at an Obstruction: Responding
Rule 43.1(b)Exoneration

A boat that responds to a hail for room to tack by starting to tack, but so slowly that she delays completion of the tack
beyond a reasonable time, is not responding as soon as pastédsléhe hail.
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

L andW were tacking in a light wind against the current, taking full advantage of the slacker current by the bank. They
were overlapped on port tack when L neared the bank and hailed for room to tack. There was approximatetoadne
delay between the hahd L beginning her manoeuvre. W also began her manoeuvre at the same time.

Both boats began tacking, W only slowly, and there was contact without damage or injury between them after L tacket
to a closehauled course on starboard tack when W had just gpres®nd head to wind.

The protest committee disqualified W for breaking rules 13 and 20.2(c). W appealed, saying that she had started to tac
instantly and completed her tack in about ten seconds which was not too long a perigigftin Rocket in lighwinds.
Alternatively, if she (W) had broken rule 13, sheuld have been exoneratedder rule43.

DECISION
W6s appeal is dismissed.

W was still in the process of tacking nine to ten seconds after the hail, when L had already cdvaptatgd W did nb
comply with the requirement of rule 20.2(c) to tack as soon as poafiibie¢he hail. Her own evidence that she luffed
‘gradually and progressively' does not accord with the requirement of the rule.

She also broke rule 13, and rdf&.1did not exoneate her, since it wdsrather than W that was entitled to room. Indeed,
rule 43.1(b)exonerated L for breaking rule 16.1 by bearing away into the collision, since L was taking room to which
she was entitled.

L broke rule 14 as she could have avoided aintaut isexoneratedinder rule 43.1(c)n the absence of damage or
injury.
Phantom Spinner v Early BirdRanelagh SC

RYA 1982/7

Rule 26, Starting Races

Rule 90.2,(c), Race Committee; Sailiimgtructions; Scoring: Sailing Instructions

Race Signals

A signal compriseboth a flag ¢r object of similar appearance) and a sound signal, unless rule 26 applies. Unless the
sailing instructions state otherwise, sowidnals without visual signals have no particular significance under the rules.
When oral instructions are not provided for in sailing instructions, instructions so given may be ignored.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Several unidentified Lasers were on the coside of the starting line at the starting sigaald the race officer decided

to recall the start. He made two sound signals but f
made over the address system. L61772 had heard thbutain the absence of the flag, chose to ignore it, She did not
believe herself to have been on the course side of the starting line at the startind lseyresdt of the class returned and

the race wasgestarted.

There being no time limit for a botd start, L61772 was recorded as having started when she then completed her first
round. She then sailed the same number of further rounds as the rest of the fleet and was recorded as having finishec
6" place after she had completed one more roun tte boats that had restarted. She requested redress, claiming that
her performance in this and other races showed that, boat for boat, she was likely to have had a better score had th
been no race committee mistake. When the protest committee rersedjuest for redress, she appealed.
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DECISION
L6177206s appeal is upheld. The case is returned to ttF

Sound signals without visual signals have no significance in the racingAuied.is not asound signal see case RYA
1977/ 1. On its own, the hail of 6Gener al Recall 6 wou
requirement in rule 29.2, General Recall, to display flag First Substitute. This was not the case.

Requestdr Redress by Laser 61772, Derwent SC

RYA 1982/10

Definitions, Sail the Course
Rule 282, Sailing theRace
Rule 621(d), Redress

A boat that has been ford¢he wrong side of a mark is not exempted by any rule from sailing the course, nor is redress
normally available to her.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

At a mark, | was overlapped inside O before the zone was reached, and was therefore entitledatonmankier tie

first sentence of rule 18.2(b). There was a collision just before the mark, and I, having no room to pass between O an
the mark, left it to port, instead of to starboard as required by sailing instructions. She did not subsequently return an
pass it o the correct side. She protested O. The protest committee disqualified both boats, O under rule 18.2(b) for nc

givingmarkr oom, and | for failing to sail the course. It ¢
| appealed.

DECISION

| 6s appeal is di smissed.

There is no racing rule that exempts a boat from complying with2&ilEven had she returned, unwound if necessary
and then rounded on the correct side, she would not have been entitled to redress for places lost, citthe gomends

in rule 62.1 was applicable. Rule 2 had not been broken, nor would a hearing under rule 69 have been appropriate, so
request for redress under rule 62.1(d) in particular could have succeeded.

Merlin 2666 v Merlin 2043, Goring on Thame€ S

RYA 1982/13

Definitions, Sail the Course
Definitions, Start

Rule 282, Sailing theRace

A boat that has not left a starting mark on tequired side will start if she later crosses the starting line in the correct
direction, provided that the starting line remains open.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

An incident at the start resultedJassigpassing the wrong side of the ODM and thus failingda sorrectly. She sailed

two rounds of the course and then retirgeksievon a protest against her concerning the starting line incident, but was
scored DNS by the protest committee. She appealed on the grounds that she should have beerR&Towhias

resulted in a better score under the scoring system in force) because she started correctly when she began her sec
round. There was no time limit for starting.

DECISION
Jessi@s appeal itebescprédRET.d: she i s

Initially, Jessiedid not ¢art. She then sailed once round the cowasthe end of which she crossed the starting line (and
now started), sailed round the course for a second & therretired. She had effectively sailed one round of the
prescribed coursdessids therefoe to be scoreRBET. A boat starts when she first crosses a starting line after her starting
signal, within any time limit for so doing, if applicable. Her course up to that moment is not relevant.

Marjorie v Jessie Kuwait Oil YC

RYA 1982/17
Rule 32.1, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start

0l nsufficient windd does not constitute grourncdtsnef or
limit.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Sailing instructions specifically presbed that there was macetime limit for the New York Yacht ClulCup Race.

After five hours of calm, and with no likelihood of change, the race committee decided that there was insufficient wind
to permit a fair result and abandoned the race. No furdleessrwere scheduled.
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Three boats that did not see the abandonment signal completed the course and, as required by sailing instructions, recor
their finishing timesTheyrequested redress. A protest committee upheld the requestiasthted the race, placing the
three boats concerned first, second and third. The race committee appealed.

DECISION
The decision of the protest committee is upheld.

It is usual for sailing instructions to prescribeaaetime limit because this enablexce officials and competitors to plan
the other activities connected with a regatta. In such cases the race may be shortened or abandoned, in accordance \
rule 32.

However, when there is macetime limit and no further races are scheduled to bedadls in the race in question, rule

32.1 does not permit a race committee to shorten or abangme because of insufficient wind, since the lackrata

time limit implies that the race is intended to last until all boats have finished or retinredidNany question of the
fairness of the competition arise. When the possibility of a prolonged race is contemplated in this way, the competitior
cannot be regarded as unfair when such circumstances arise.

Request for Redress lhpujaing Cowes Combined IGbs

RYA 1983/7
Rule 27.1, Other Race Committee Actions Before the Starting Signal

Physical limitations on signalling the course no later thanwiaening signal cannot excuse a race commiftes not
complyingwith rule 27. A race must be postponed until the course can be displayed no later than the warning signal.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The course board was alteraed firhempdtevi @aisr curmadsd ¢whi
signal forHeartbreakeé s r ac e. The physical ' imitations ofhad hancg
prevented her course from being displayed at the warning signal. Having lodkedcaurse board immediately after

the warning signalHeartbreakerand other boats failed to cross the finishing line after the second round and sailed a
third round before finishing. The protest committee refused their request for redress on the thaitthdscompetitors

had ample time (four minutes) to read the correct cottsartbreakerappealed.

DECISION

Heartbreaked s appeal is upheld. The case is returned to th
Rule 27 is mandatory ifisi not changed in the sailing instructions
thant he warning signal déd of the c¢class about to start. TEF

a later time. If the limitations becanapparent only when the warning signal was made, the race should have been
postponed so that the correct number of rounds to be sailed could be displayed in time.

Request for Redress Ibieartbreaker Middle Nene Cruising Club

RYA 1984/2

Definitions, Conflict of Interest

Rule 63.4Hearings: Conflict of Interest

Rule 643, Decisions: Decisions on Redress

When reasonable doubt exists as to ititerpretation of a sailing instruction it must be resolved in favour of the
competitor.

A person with a conflict of interedbes not cease to be such because a party to the protest is willing totheceas a
member of the protest committee.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The description of the finishing line in the sailing instructions was incomplete and ambiguous, and the line, as actually
laid, did not correspond with the sailing instructions. The leading boat, Laser 85342, lost time and places idewtifying an
crossing the finishing line intended by race committee. She requested redress.

Thechairof the protest committee had taken part in the race, a fact accepted by Laser 85342. It later became known th
the chairhad won his class. The protesimmittee réused redress on the grounds that the very vagueness of the sailing
instruction entitled the race committee to make its own interpretation. Laser 85342 appealed.

DECISION
Laser 853426s appeal i s uphel d. Theethe edressto e awamlédu r n e d

Thesailing instruction was ambiguous, confusing, and inadequate. It is well established that in such circumstances, whe
a reasonable doubt exists as to the interpretation of a sailing instruction, it must be resolved iof ffreocompetitor.

It is accepted that sometimes, unavoidably, fellow competitors sit on a protest committee, but it is nevertheles:
undesirable. This is particularly so at redress hearings whegivthg or not of redress must potentially affect btitk

race committee and the competitors. In such cases all comphkéta$o a greater or lesser exteatonflict of interest
Thechairof the protest committee in this case would have been well advised to refrain from serving on it.
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A person with &onflict of interestloes not cease to be such because a party to the hearing is willing to accept that person
as a member of the protest committee.

Request for Redress by L85342, Sheppey YC

RYA 1984/3
Rule 11, On the Sanieack, Overlapped

When W can fulfil her obligation under rule 11 to keep clear only by tacking, she must do so. No racing rule requires a
boat to keep clear simply because she is overtaking.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Both boats were sailing clo$muled on pa tack for the first mark when L became overlapped more than two hull lengths

to leeward of W. L slowly overtook W, climbing up to weather as she did so, sailing a steady converging course for two
minutes. A collision followed. There was no damage. Waated L but was disqualified under rule 11 and appealed. In
her original protest W maintained that L was in the wrong because the overtaking boat had a duty to keep clear, and sl

asserted in her appeal that L shoubdl|leawardiotiacdp athe
clear and that L should have allowed her room on this account.

DECISION

W6s appeal is dismissed.

Rule 11 was correctly applied: one of its purposes has always been to give thepbigtieg of twoclosehauled
converging boats the benefit of her superior windward abilifhad ample room to keep clear when L established her
leeward overlap. When W could not hold as high a course as L, and was in danger of not keeping clear, W was require
to take vhatever action was required to keep clear while she still had room to do so, which in this case included tacking

Rule 17 was not relevant because the overlap was established at a distance of more than two hull lengths, but in any c:
L never sailed abova proper course.

No racing rule requires a boat to keep cléapsy because she is overtaking.

Astralv Fun, Port Edgar YC

RYA 1984/11

Definitions, Clear Astern and Clear Ahead: Overlap

Rule 19.2(b), Room to Pass an Obstruction: Giving Room at an Obstruction
Rule 20.1, Room to Tack at an Obstruction

At an obstruction, a closkauled boat is not entitled to room under either rule 19 or B@lldrom another closhauled
boat that is on the opposite tack. Rule 10 alone governs such a situation.
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Two boats were beating past an island. P had borne away slightly to clear this obstruction andistiedtherclose
hauled on a collision course with S. S hailed O6Star:tk
protested. P was disqualified under rule 10 and appealed on the grounds that she was entitled to room under rule 19
20.
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DECISION
Pé6s appeal is di smissed. Her disqualification for bre

Rule 19.2(b) entitles an inside boat to room from an outside boat when they are overlapped, as defined, at an obstructic
The term Overlap does not normally apply t@ts on opposite tacks. It may apply to boats at an obstruction, but only
when each is sailing more than ninety degrees from the true wind, which was not the case here.

P did not hail for room to tack, nor was she entitled to do so, since rafgp#és only between boats that are approaching
an obstruction on the same tack.

P was required to alter course in time to keep clear of S by bearing away and passing astern of her.
Livewire v Force TensignSORA

RYA 1984/13

Rule 9, Protest Committee
Appendix J, 2.2[1), Notice of Race and Sailing Instructions: Sailing Instructions Contents

Sailing instructions must describe the course clearly, including the looatithve starting area.
It is undesirable for a member of the race committee to serve on a protest committee when a request is made for redre
for an action or omissionf the race committee. It is desirable for a protest committee to consist of more than one person.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Akelafailed to arrive at the starting area in time for the start and requested redress on the grounds that the sailin
instructions had not clearly explained the position of the starting area, and that, in bad visibility, it had beertdalifficult
find, resulting in her starting 13 minutes late, which significantly affected her score. Her request was heard, decided an
refused by one person, the race officer who alone formed both the race committee and protest cAketatippealed.

DECISION
Akelad appeal is upheld, and she is to be granted redress.

It is clear that the facts are as assertedkslg and that she was without fault. Rule J212(equired the location of the
starting area to be stated in the sailing instructions, if applicBiéssailing instruction was at best ambiguous, Akdla
was prejudiced by it.

With regard to the constitution of the protest committee, it is undesirable for a member of the race committee to be :
member of the protest committee when a request for rednesslis. Furthermore, while a protest committee can consist
of one person, it is preferable for a protest committee to consist of at least threengapieany conflict of interest

Request for Redress kela Chanonry SC

RYA 1984/14
Rule 63.6, Hearings: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts
Appendix M, 3.2, Recommendations for Protest Committees: Taking the Evidence

A party to the hearing, not the protest committee, is responsible for calling thab gartywi t nes s es.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
After disqualification for breaking a rule of Pari2ujaineappealed on the grounds that the hearing had been incorrectly
conducted, one of her witnesses not having been heard. The protest committee, commentiagpaalthsaid that the

appellantdés representative was given full opportunit
given.

DECISION

Loujaineds appeal is dismissed.

The RYAIs satisfiedthat the hearing was properly conductedsitlear from rule 63.6, as amplified in Appendix M,
section3.23%b ul | et point, that the responsibility for call:i
to be heard, not with the protest committee. Having not called her owaswjthe appellant cannot claim that her
evidence was not allowed to be given.

Loujainev Passion Royal Naval & Royal Albert YC

RYA 1985/3
Rule 62.1(a), Redress
Redress is not to be gr almeingnadevsigrefinantly woese pyi ah actioa of the de 6 s

committee, that action was not improper because there was no other action the race committee could have taken.
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4 Position 3

AMANS

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Several boats were running on starbdak towards a mark situated about 30 feet (9 m) from the shioeelollipop

the leeward boat, was nearest the bank. The windward boats hailedrfoat the mark, those to leeward replied that
they could not give room. As the boats tried to squeenrdifr the gap between the mark and the bank, a number of
collisions occurred and@he Lollipopwas pushed onto the bank. She was unable to extricate herself for about three
minutes, during which time the other bohsl sailed into a big lead over her

The Lollipop requested redress under rule 62.bfa}the grounds that her score in the race had been made significantly
worse by the mark being laid too close to the bank. The protest committee refused redress and she appealed.

DECISION
The Lollipop s a pdiseiased. i s

The situation cannot be interpreted as an improper astithe race committee. Situations such as the one that arose in
this case are undesirable, but it waspracticalin these waterfor the mark to be laid sufficiently far enough fronet
obstructionthat a large number of boats coutaind abreast.

Request for Redress e Lollipop Avon SC

RYA 1985/4

Definitions, Finish

Definitions, Sail the Course

Appendix J, 2.1(5), Notice of Race and Sailing Instructions: Sailing Instructions Contents

When a race committee intends a mark to be looped, the mark must be identified as a rounding mark. When the sailir
instructions do notlo so, or when they are ambiguous, a boat may elect not to round a mark when she can still leave it
on the required side and in the correct order.

tarting and finishing

)

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
The course set by the race committee wasBA' C i D - finish, all marks to port.
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The race committeeds i nt en Devasaileddaestly fromantark Bto thesfisishingdineb e |
In doing so she left marks C and D to pdtte sailing instructions did not identify D or any mark as a rogndiark.

The race committee scor&bvaNSC, as she had not rounded D, which it intended to be the last Dewvl,sought
redress. The protest committee refused redress on the grouridevhhad not sailed the course, and referred its decision

to the RYA.

DECISION
The decision of the protest committee is reverBedais to be reinstated.

Devafinished, as defined, because she crossed the finishing line from the course side.

When a race committee intends that a mark is to be looped, so that a boat continuing from that mark will cross her ow
track, the sailing instructions must eittobearly say that the mark is a rounding mark, or must state how a mark shown
on a course board is to be identified as a rounding nTdr&.identification of a mark as a rounding mark must be
unambiguous: for instance, to state that a mark is to be left to pstaboard) gives a boat the option not to round it.

The definitionSail the Courss t at es t hat the taut string representing
side in the correct order; the string must also touch each mark designatedradig markiVhen a mark is not properly
identified as a rounding mark, abéas string i s not rDevpsaled thacourse astdefined dnd t h
scoring her NSC was an improper action of the race commibeeais entitled to redress arid reinstated to her
finishing position.

Request for Redress IDeva Island SC
RYA 1986/1

Definitions,Keep Clear
Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks

When a portack boat is required to keep cledrastarboardtack boat, she must act clearly and early enough to ensure
that other boat is in no doubt that the pteick boat will fulfil her obligation.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
It was a dark and stormy night with a force8 Wind. Two closehauled boatsS (an Enterprise) and P (a GP14),
approached each other. At about six hul |l hélreandgcte.s, S

When the gap between the two boats had closed to less than two hull lengths, P with jib and matartededd,take
avoiding action that would have taken her astern of S. Almost simultaneously, S tacked and a collision occurred. Th
Racing Rules of Sailing were in force, not the IRPCAS or government rules, and S protested P under rule 10. The prote
committee penalisel P for failing to take avoiding action early enough, considering the conditions. P appealed,
maintaining that she would have passed safely astern of S, of whose presence she had been fully aware, had not S tac
and prevented her from siing.

DECISION
P6s appeal i s di smissed.

When one boat is required to keep clear of another, she must act to do so early enough to ensure thaf-thayright
boat has no need to take avoiding action. In the prevailing conditions, P failed to obsquxiadiuke and therefore did
not keep clear.

E1087 v GP 12547, West Lancashire YC

RYA 1986/3

Definitions, Keep Clear

Rule 11, On the Same Tack, Overlapped
Rule 14, Awiding Contact

A keepclear boat cannot be said to have done so when, although there was no contact, there is firm evidence that conta
would have occurred had not the righftway boat altered course to comply with rule 14.

Wind z

W5 W4 W3 wi

-
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
On a broad spinnaker reach, wind fore8,2V, clear astern, became overlapped to windward of L, which luffed to a
converging course and then, when near W, bore away. W did not change course, and there was no contact.

The protest committee found thatLbor away t o avoi d damage, but di smissed
the committee that W failed in her obligation to keep
with rule 14 in mind.

DECISION
L6s appddaW is disgualifigdh e

The diagram of the protest committee clearly shows that L gave W room to keep clear when she luffed, as required b
rule 16.1, but W had not taken action to keep clear by the time tlbsedd to within half a length of her.

Thefack found include the statement that O0L bore away
otherwise have occurred. Rule 14 required L to avoid the contact, which she did. W therefore did not keep clear, becau:
L could not sail her course wibut needing to take avoiding action. L did all that the racing rules required of her.

Simbav Marguerita, Portsmouth SC

RYA 1986/6

Definitions, Sail the Course

Rule 2, Fair Sailing

Rule 8.1, Interfering with Another Boat

Rule 28.1, Sailing thRace

Rule 692, Misconduct: Action by a Protest Committee

When a boat abandons her attempt to sail thesmushe may be deemed to have retired and, if she then manoeuvres
against, and interferes with, another boat that is racing, she witidmalisel and thehelmmay be liable to disciplinary
action.

ASSUMED FACTS

In the last race of a series of seven, Fgatailed by J.F., misses out a mark of the course and is thereby able continually
to harass and manoeuvre against boat B. A does not complete the race. J.F.'s actions are deliberate. He never intend
finish, his intention is to secure overallfirsapt € i n t he Champi onship by d&ésailin

QUESTION
Is this a breach ajoodsportsmanship, and under what rules may a protest committee take action against A and agains
J.F.?

ANSWER
When a boat enters for a race or series, she undertakggaonin while complying with the rules of the sport and the
generally accepted norms of fairness, sportsmanship and good manners.

When she abandons the attempt to sail the course, she may be considered to have retired, and if she then manoeuvre
the macing area against another boat, she breaks 8ulef@ interfering, when not racing, with a boat that is racing. As

she has omitted a mark in order to get to and harry the other boat, she is not sailing a proper course, and as she and
other boat aren different legs of the course, she also breaks i 2 deliberate breach of rul8.2 is a clear violation

of good sportsmanship and fair play, which breaks rule 2.

When, after protest and hearing, the boat is found to have broken 3ulesr 23.2, she is to be disqualifietf.she has
also broken rule 2, her disqualification is not discardable. It isopem to the protest committee to consider whether to
take action under rule 69.2 against J.F.

It should be noted that the assessment of spontsma and of good manners is necessarily subjective and may be
expected to vary according to the circumstances of the inci@enalisatiorunder rule 62 is a serious matter for the
competitor and should be undertaken only after careful consideration.

Question from Rutland SC

RYA 1986/7

Rule 44.1, Penalties at the Time of an Incident: Taking a Penalty
Rule 60.1, Right to Protest; Right to Requesetress or Rule 69 Action
Rule 642(a), Decisions: Penalties

Rule 44 allows a boat to take a twarns penalty and protest without risk of further penalty, provided that she did not
break rule 2, and that, if she did in fact break a rule of Part 2, she did not thgeé a significant advantage, or cause
injury or serious damage.
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ASSUMED FACTS

While rounding a mark a collision occurs between A and B. Each flies a protest flag and later lodges a protest. A takes
two-turns penalty in respect of the incident. Thet@sbcommittee considers the protests and refuses to hear them on the
grounds that A has admitted fault but ltelsen a tweturns penalty

QUESTION 1

In this situation, assuming thtite fault can only lie with one or other of the boats involved, doegiunable a boat

to performatwe¢ ur ns penalty as an O6insurance policy6 against
ANSWER 1

Yes. She is not necessarily acknowledging that she broke a rule when she takes a penalty, sinceefels 4¢ 4 boat
that Omaydéd have broken a rule. Rule 44 doeQ@maydthapr ev

she cannot bpenalisé further at any subsequent protest hearxgept ifshe should have retired because she broke
rule 2 or because thenalty was not available because ¢b#lision caused injury or serious damagesbe hadjyained
a significant advantage. Such a protest must be heard.

QUESTION 2
I f the answer to Question 1 riosserious damége ta eitber bodt resuleed from fhe r y
collision, could Ad6s turns nevertheless be deemed to
ANSWER 2

I f the question means O6Can t he afoompeoatisatmrbe cpnstrodd assseekingg f
to gain an advantaged t he anasbea doinches turdshoddprotesing,laed skeds d c
entitled to do so. The boat is required to retire only when it is a breach of a Part 2 rgévéhber an advantage.

I f the question means: 6ls it stildl possible for a b
water gained her a significant advantage i n ttheruler ace
of Part 2 alleged to have been broken, and anyttwes penalty will be adjudged to be ineffective when the protest
committee decides that she gained a §iggmit advantage by her breach.

Questions from Queen Mary SC

RYA 1987/1

Rule 63.2, Hearings: Time and Place of the Hearing; Time for Parties to Prepare
Rule 63.3, Hearings: Right to be Present

Appendix M, Recommendations for Protest Committees

When one boat knows that she has been protested by another, she is under an obligation to act reasonably. One pal
shall not be excluded while another is present during the hearing, and all parties are entitled to hear and question all
withesses.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

HalcyonprotestedExtensiorover an incident at a starting maBxtensiorwas disqualified under rule 11. She requested

a reopening of the hearing on the grounds that she had not been notified of the time of the hearing, that she had not be
able to see a copy of the protest, that only one person at a time was allowed into the protest room, thus making
impossible to question witnesses; that she was not given the opportunity to call her own witnesses, and that neither par
was invited to rake a final statement.

The protest committee acknowledged that some of these statements were correct, and that procedural errors had b
made, but refused to reopen, on the groundsBkensiorhad been aware that there was a protest against herdbut di

not ask for a copy of the protest, nor did she indicate that she had witnesses to call. The protest committee admitted th
it was inexperienced but said that had done its Bastnsiorappealed.

DECISION
Extensio® s ap p e al protestiaip beeleald in acdordance with Appendix M by a new protest committee.

When a boat has been notified that a protest will be lodged against her, she has a duty to act reasonably by asking fo
copy of the protest in sufficient time to prepasr defence, and to ascertain the time and place of the hearing.

The parties to a hearing, as defined, have a right to call witnesses until they believe the facts are established to tt
satisfaction of the protest committee.

Had these been the only issireshe appeal, it would have been refused.

However, it is an essential part of the correct procedure that all parties should be present, or have the possilgity of beir
present, at the same time throughout the hearing, except while the protest corefilitezatds, and that they be given

full opportunity to question the witnesses and each other. It is for this reason that the RYA directs that the protest b
reheard.

Halcyonv Extension Dalgety Bay SC
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RYA 1988/1
Rule 14, Avoiding ©ntact

The rightof-way boat will not bgoenalisel after contact that causes damagken there were no reasonable steps she
could have taken to avoid it.

-7 T
/ / N A
. \
/ N
-TTT T~ T\
/ ‘ \ - @ Al
e AN Al
; A3, B2 . \
r v N '
| / N i
| .
! AN
‘ .
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

When A reached the markds zone she was clear ahead of
At the mark all three were on starboard tack, abreast of each other with about three feet (1 m) between each boat.
followed by A and Cbore away to pass the mark. In doing so A gybed on to port tack but B, instead of gybing, became
blanketed by the other two boats, decelerated suddenly and rapidly from her previous spetilofat® and stopped
immediately in front of A. A struck Broher starboard side, approximately at right angles, and damaged her. A protested
B.

The protest committee disqualified B under rules 15 and 16.1 for not giving A room, as well as under the second sentenc
of rule 18.2(b) and the first sentence of rule2{®, for not giving A markoom. It also disqualified A on the grounds
that A did not take reasonable steps to avoid a collision. A appealed.

DECISION
Abs appeal is upheld, and she is to be reinstated.

The evidence and the diagram approved by the prodesiittee confirm that A had no opportunity to take any action
to avoid B. Therefore, despite tHamage, A did not break rule 14, and the protest committee's decision to disqualify her
is reversed.

Jopetav Mysterey Guernsey YC

RYA 1988/4
Rule 32, Shortening or Abandoning After the Start
Rule64.3, Decisions: Decisions on Redress

When boats are entitled to redress, and the nature of the appropriate redress is clear, a protest committee catinot instes
abandon the race, citing an error made by the race officer earlier in the race about which no boat has requested redres:
andthe race committee haasken noaction.

SUMMARY

Ten Merlin Rockets started the race in question. Five retired, four of gremtly after beginning the second round
because the wind was dying and there was a long leg against the tide. The fifth retired rather further on but withou
passing the last two marks of the course. Returning, she crossed the finishing line, appanetitky direction from the

last course mark, was given a finishing signal and recorded as first. The other boats that sailed the dinisteednd
were given positions behind the erroneously recorded

The five other boats that finished correathe que st ed redress. The protest comm
Two of the five boats appealed on the grounds that five competitors had sailed the course correctly and should not &
deprived of their results merely because the race offiaenteade an error in giving a finishing place to a boat that had

in fact retired. The protest committee stated in its observations that when the race started the warning flag had not be
lowered with the starting signal, thus leading to confusion, in wéoche boats started late, and that therefore the race
should be abandoned.

DECISION

Theappeats areupheld.The abandonment of the race is annulled and the race is rein$tagdile boats that completed

the tworound course are to be scored for finishegitions in the sequence in which they finished. The boats that retired
(including the erroneous!| REffrecorded O6winnerdé) are to
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The protest committee acted correctly in inquiring into the occurrences before and at the start. However, there was n
recall signhal and no boats were recorded as OCS; no boat lodged any request for redress on the grounds that the start:
unfair or thatanyscoreswere prejudiced by the time differences when starting.

Request for Redress IRelaxandBat out of Hell Parkstone YC

RYA 1988/7

Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks
Rule 14, Avoiding Contact
Rule 42.1, Propulsion

When a keeglear boat indicates that she will take avoiding action, a rigihtvay boat is entitled to delay taking action
to avoid contact.

A boat that checks way by abnormal methods not permitted by rule 42, gcligiing her engine in reverse, breaks that
rule.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

S (a Wayfarer) and P (a16n yawl) were closéauled on converging courses. S hailed but there was no response. About
15 seconds before the collision, P hailed S to the effect thatahtaking avoiding actioR.6 s bow hit S bel
shroud, causing considerable damage. P had her engine running full astern at the time. She did not retire.

S protested under rule 10 and P coupratested under rule 14. The protest committequdilified S, for not avoiding
contact causing damage when it was reasonably possible to have dBrveasonopenalise. S appealed.

DECISION
S6s appeal is uphel d; P broke rules 10 and 42 and is

It is the duty of a prt-tack boat to keep clear of a starbetadk boat and not, as suggested by P, the other way round. P
did not keep clear, aralso broke rule 42 by using her engiBée is disqualified.

P hailed that she was taking avoiding action, and by the timerittticame clear that she was not going to keep clear, it
was not possible for S to act to avoid contact. In the circumstances, it was reasonable for S to hold her course as long
she did.

Smokey Grey v Callidu&elixstowe SC

RYA 1988/9

Definitions, Sail the Course

Rule 18.1, MarkRoom: When Rule 18 Applies
Rule 8.2, Interfering with Another Boat

Rule 281, Sailing theRace

Therights of a boat that passes a mark on the wrong side, without touching it, and is unwinding, are not diminished in
any way, she is sailing the same leg of the course as a boat rounding normally.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

S passed the panandleeward mark ot he oO6wr ongd si de, realised her mistze
correctly, leaving it to porin so doing, while on starboard tack and outside the zone, she met P, which was running to the
mark to leave it, correctly, to port.

They collided P was disqualified for breaking rule 10, and appealed on the grounds that S should have kept clear, since
at the time of the collision, shead been correcting her error and was therefore subject to the principles and rules that
override normal rights afvay in threesimilar situations an OCS boat returning to start (rule ), a boat taking a one

turn penalty after touching a mark (rule 44.1), and a boat taking-sutwe penalty for breaking a rule of part 2 (also

rule 44.1). In addition, she (P) aSdwere on different legs of the course, and S had interfered with her, contrary to rule
23.2.

DECISION
Pé6s appeal is di smissed.

Rules 2.1 and 44.1 apply only to the specific occurrences mentioned in each rule. A boat that has to unwind before
rounding tocomply with rule 28 continues to have the rights and obligations in the rules of sections A to C of Part 2

(rules 10 to Q), including rule 18 during her unwinding and her subsequent rounding. While she is returning to a mark

and unwinding at it, she ig#ing the same leg of the course as any other boat sailing to that mark, added to which she is
likely to be sailing a proper course, and so rid& Zould not apply between them.

Heartbeat v Project XRickmansworth SC

RYA 1989/6

Definitions, Rule

Rule 2, Fair Sailing

Appendix J, 1.1(3), Notice of Race and Sailing Instructions: Notice of Race Contents
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600t her documents t hat gRuleneusthe statader referredtotinGhe notice af taee befoee theyn i
become mandatory for boats racing. When a race committee considers it necessary for boats to adhere to local regulatior
or prohibitions, it must issue an explicit notice of race to that eff#teen no such notids issued, a boat that does not
comply with a local regulation or prohibition does not break the Fair Sailing rule.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

While racing in light winds andreadverse tide, six boats anchored in the area between Stansore and Egypt Points, which
was mar ked on a chart as Sigmatedidinot gncharnand, leleciry that the rpticean o h |
the chart was mandatory and that she had besamlgldisadvantaged by not kedging, lodged a protest against them
claiming that they had broken rule 2.

On the most recent Admiralty Chart tsheee amotae .wi sTH e bred !
are warned notthe ammbochar6, Ot he Hamstead Ledge ar ec
was not clear whether the two notes were intended to have different meaoirggadvisory and the other prohibitive.

The protest committee wrote to the Hydrograpbapartment of the Navy asking whether boats might or might not

l egally anchor in the area concerned. After |l engt hy
tel ephoned to explain that the adera&orklWarll kegulation, ahich Kad n ¢ t
now expired.

The protest committee, in upholding the protest and disqualifying the six boats, said that although the sailing instruction:
did not saythat Admiralty Regulations must be complied with, it considehed if the protest were dismissed this
decision would indicate that the RYA condoned the disregard of Admiralty Regulations and that a race committee hac
no authority to allow boats to anchor in the prohibited area which, by implication, it would bebgaitigmissing the

protest.

The six boats appealed on the grounds that similar situations were covered elsewhere by sailing instructions, which shou
in all cases list the rules applicable.

DECISION
Their appeals are upheltihe protest committee's decisits reversed and the six boats are reinstated.

Racing is run under the rules, which are defined a¥tBeacing rules and som#&sS regulations, the prescriptions of

the national authority, class rules, the notice of race, sailing instructions, and englattments governing the event.
Rules J1.1(3)sst hat t he 6éother documents governing the event
they applyd. That this i s t heb56iFogtSemaks and high dfaffictSaparationu | e s
SchemesThere would be no need for this rule if compliance with IRPCAS etc. were automatically compulsory.

The coasts are dotted with areas subject to special prohibitions. Many oyster fisheries are protected by laws dating ba
to the Middle Ages, yet these are cited when there is a case between yachtsmen and fishermen. Some regulations
issued as warnings, but it is not always clear whether this is a warning that an infringer may be prosecuted, or a warnir
that she may be damedjor lose an anchor. Wreck warnings may apply in areas so deep that they will affect deep draught
ships but not racing boats. Firing ranges, sewer outfall works, cable laying, mining grounds, archaeological diving
positions, prohibited deep channel ar@hsombine to form an intricate network of permanent and temporary regulations.
Some are shown on some charts, others not.

It would be unreasonable to expect a competitor to comply with all these without explicit warning. When a race committee
considersHat it is necessary for such regulations to be complied with, it must either list them in the notice of race, stating
where or hova copy of them may be obtainest reproducghem in the notice of race.

Sigmaticv six Sigma 33s, Royal Southern YC

RYA 1989/7

Rule 61.3, Protest Requirements: Protest Time Limit
Rule 63.1, Hearings: Requirement for a Hearing
Appendix A5, Scores Determined by the Race Committee

When arace committee believes that a boat has broken a sailing instruction, it cannot disqualify her without a hearing
or deem her to have retired. The race or protest committee must first lodge a protest against her, within the time limit for
doing so, and a leing must then be called.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

On 13 September, during the last few moments of aTaeedd s cr ew t ook the hel m. Al Il
sailing instruction. The boat had sailed the course correctly, finished correctly agiv@rma gun. She was then posted

in the results as having retired.

A letter received bffeePedd s owner on 11 ©Dee Pahbddeen disgualifiedwithaut a heahmgthe
race committee for not completing the race and for not infformiagaée officer that she had retired.

Tee Pegequested a hearing. On 25 October a protest hearing was held, at which the protest committee diBgealified
Peefor breaking the sailing instructiomee Peappealed.
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DECISION
TeePeés appeal dhesistale hemdtated int@aherdinishing position.

The scoring actions that can be taken by the race committee are detailed in Appendix A5; none of these &pglied to
Pee Specifically, shalid not retire before finishing (DNF), since she crosseditirghing line from the course sigehe

did notretire after finishing (RET): that designation applies only when almratlfsaysthatshe is retiringand she did

not fail to sail the course (NSC)t was therefore not within the power of the racenuttee to scor@ee Peas having
retired.

A race committee has no power to disqualify a boat without a hearing, whether for breaking a racing rule or a sailing
instruction, except under rule 3013,Flag Rule, rule 30.8lack Flag Rulerule 78.2, Comphance with Class Rulesy
when rule 63.1 is validly changed in the sailing instructiditme of thesapplied in this case.

The hearing thafee Peasked for was in effect a request for redress against her summary disqualification. That hearing
never took place. It is clear that the proper outcome of that hearing should have been tdepifdd s r equ e st
reinstate into her finishing positid seeWS Case 80.

Instead, a protest hearing was called agdiastPeeln the absence of any different provision in the sailing instructions,
this was called far outside the time limit in rule 61.3 for notification of a race or protest committeg watersis within

two hoursof the finish of the last boat in the race in which the race or protest committee saw an incident in the racing
area. The protest was clearly invalid.

Race Committee Yee PeeUp River SC

RYA 1989/9

Rule 61.3, Protest Requirements: Protest Time Limit

Rule 62.2, Redress

Rule 63.5, Hearings; Validity of the Protest or Request for Redress
Rule 90.3(a), Race Committeeaiing Instructions; Scoring: Scoring
Appendix J, 2.246), Sailing Instruction Contents

A boat appearing alone at the start is entitled to sail the course and to be awarded any prize unless sailing instructions
sayotherwise A request that seeks the correction of an alleged error of the race cormanitkseas a request for redress

even if it does not use those words. If it is lodged promptly after the facts are known, this is sufficient good reason for :
protest committee textend the normal time limit.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Imperatorwas the only entry in her class in the series in July. The starts of several classes were combined. There was
prize for the combined resultsnperatorfinished correctly in her races.

The race committee r ecor dngpdratdréteivedRibesesuls ttie ownerbveate insmediaiely s .
complaining that this was incorrect and thaperatorwas entitled to her points in these races.

The race committee replied that since only uatiore Affero at
further correspondendeperatorlodged a formal request for redress in October. At the hearing the request for redress
was found to be invalid and an extension of the time limit was refused on the grounds that there had been unreasonal
delayin requesting redress. At thiass meeting in Octobdmperato6 s ser i es was decl ared i
present no prizes reaffirmelnperatorappealed.

DECISION
Imperatob s appeal i s uphel d, andfinishmgpositens.t o be awarded poi
Al though the ownersdé politely worded |l etter dated 23

met all the requirements for a request for redress, and well within a reasonable time from the receipt obthenasult
therefore, valid and should have been heard when received

Rule J2.226) requires sailing instructions to state, if it applied, the minimum number of boats required for a race to be
started. Failing any such statemein this case there was m®- a single boat magail the course and claim the prizes.

Rule 90.3(a), which rule 86.1(b) says cannot be changed by sailing instructions, requires a race to be scored if only or
boat finishes. Were this not so, it might be possible, if the race wdteed to two competitors, for one of thémn
manipulate the points by a timely refusal to start or to finish.

The race committee is not empowered to ignore the Racing Rules of Sailing or the sailing instructions and declare th
series invalid. A boat thdtas sailed the whole series without competii®entitled to the same prizes as if she had
beaten another boat.

Request for Redress liyperator, Royal Thames YC
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RYA 1989/10
Rule 62.1(a), Redress
Rule 643, Decisions: Decisions on Redress

Redress may be given for a race committee's failure to provide suitably equipped marks. In cases involving errors by th
race committee, it is a good principle that any doubts be resolved in favour of theitmmpet

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
The outer limit mark of the finishing line was attached by cordage of afkmating variety which was too long when
used in shallow areas. The excess was usually tied into a bunch but it became loose.

It produced an underwatbazard floating two to three yards to leeward of the mark and, with a flood tide, on the course

side of the finishing linelt was not visible to an approaching boat and several boats were caught in this tangle, hit the
mark,took a oneturn penaltyand recrossed the linédnly one boat|nstantSunshinerequested redress, as guwores

of the others were not affectethe protest committee, refusing redress, stated that the mark and ground tackle were the
equipment used regularly as a finishing mark in that area and that the length and type of warp was not unreasonable
the circumstancesnstantSunshineappealed.

DECISION
InstantSunshiné s appeal i s u p hirestated,in her pasitios Wwhen shedirsttcrossell the finishing line.

Marks are laid for the benefit of competing boats and it is important that ground tackle be arranged to minimise possibility
of being fouled by the boats. In cases involving errors by the race committee, it is a good principle that any doubts b
resolved in favour of the competitor.

Request for Redress lystantSunshingPoole YC
RYA 1989/12

Definitions, Obstruction
Rule 43.1(a), Exoneration

A boat compelled by another boat to break a rule is exonerated. Aclemfnaoat is not an obstruction.

b,

J B2
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Immediately after the start of a race, two Solings, A and B, were close hauled on starboard tack with A overlapped t
| eeward and ahead. Unexpectedly, a 40ft boat, C, raci
in vain, luffed ad fell off onto port tack. This manoeuvre forced B to tack to avoid a collision with A. At the end of the
race, C retired in acknowledgement of breaking rule 10. B protested A under rule 13, for tacking too close to her. A wa:
disqualified and appealed.

DECISION
Abs appeal is upheld and she is reinstated.

Confronted with a much larger boat than herself, which was adteapboat and not therefore, as defined, an obstruction,
A avoided a collision by tackindn so doing she broke rule 13 in respect dfuB was required to do so by rule 14, was
compelled to do so by Cdés failure to 4#3d@p cl ear, and

Skaggerak/ Merlin Royal Northumberland YC

RYA 1989/13
Rule 2, Fair Sailing

Use ofstandard, designed positions for equipment (e.g. a spray hood) not restricted by class rules or the sailing
instructions does not break rule 2, since there is no ateawiolation of the principle of sportsmanship
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SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Squawwas sailingon a twentymile race. During thdownwindleg of the course she sailed with her spray hood (with an
approximate area of one square metre) in the raised position. On the windward leg to the finéshiegsailed with the
spray hood in the lowered pasit.

Squawwas protested under rule 2 and was disqualified: she appealed.

DECISION
Squavv s appeal is upheld and she is to be reinstated in

The spray hood of a boat is a standard part of her equipment. When fixed normally, hadchopd down are standard,
designed, positions for this equipment. Further, neither class rules nor the sailing instructions placed any restrictions o
the use of the hood while racing.

In this case there is no evidence to show 8guawbroke any classule or sailing instruction, nor is the evidence
sufficient to show that she had been propelled by an abnormal sail since it was not necessarily abnormal to carry the ho
in the raised position when sailing downwind, however it had been positioned dpvitigd sailing.

Rule 2 was not broken since there was no clearly established violation of the principles of sportsmanship.

Krait v Squaw West Kirby YC
RYA 1990/1

Rule 11, On the Same Tack; Overlapped
Rule 15, Acquiring Right of Way

When a boat is obliged to change course to keep clear of another boat that has acquired right of way, she must ac
promptly, since a rightf-way boat that does not change courseegguired only initially to give her room to do so. After
that, rule 15 does not apply.

»
SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
W was sailing with her boom out and sails flapping near the starting line. L, sailing a steadhadleskecourse, begse
aware of W and hailed her twice. After the second hail W began to respond but hit L's gunwale. There was no damagt
L hailed 6Protest 0.-tunStpenaltg but & defudsd. The pratesticeanmitee disgoalified W and
she appealed, claimg that she was not given room to keep clear.

DECISION
Wés appeal is dismissed.

It is clear from the facts found by the protest committee that the two boats had been overlapped for some considerab
time before the contact. When contact occurred, the dumieg which rule 15 was applicable had passed and the rule
had ceased to be relevant.was correctly disqualified under rule 11.

L broke rule 14, as it was reasonably possible for her to avoid contact, but as there was no damage or injury she
exonerged as provided in rulé3.1(c)

K345164 v K44454, Whitstable YC

RYA 1990/2 (incorporating RYA 1963/5)
Rule 46, Person in Charge
Appendix J, Notice of Race and Sailing Instructions

The racing ruleslo not differentiate betwedrelmand crew. Restrictions on the helming of a boat may be imposed by
class rules or by the notice of race. In the absence of any other provision, an owner or person in charge is free to invite
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anyone to steer the boat. Thatice of race and the sailing instructions must state clearly when points are to be awarded
to helms rather than to boats and statey restrictions or qualifications that apply.

QUESTION 1
A boat is entered by her owner in a three race series with arerdlidn the first two races of the series she was not
steered by the owner. In the third race, the weather being rather heavy, the owner steered and won the race.

Are the points awarded to the boat irrespectiveadin, whether he or she be the owner @ame other person? If not,
should the boat be sailed by the sdraknin the races that are counted towards the overall trophy?

ANSWER 1

There is no requirement in the racing rules for any competing boat to be steered by any specific person. Quéstjons relat
to a specifithelmor crew are subject only to any restrictions imposed by class rulesmottbe of raceln the absence

of any such restriction, anyone may steer a boat. Rule 46 requires each boat to have a person in charge, but that perso
not necessarily theelm

QUESTION 2

A boat belonging to A.B. was entered in a five race seriesndtiee ofracss ai d t hat Opoi nhelsm ar e
not the boatd. The boahelmemrtse eetry forenrCeDdsailed bislimancfinibhed in threet e d
races. A.B. sailed d®lmin two races and did not finish either race. How should this be scored? Was any rule broken?

ANSWER 2

No rule was broken at any time, since there is no racing rule that addresses itself to the identity of the person helming
boat. Nor was theotice of race ruldroken. The only reasonable interpretation ofribice of racas that the points

won by a boain a race will be rattributed to théanelm of that boat, in that race. In a series, the winner will bénéha

with the lowest (or best) attributed total points score. Awards will not be made to boats. So A.B. should score points fol
DNC in three racesgnd DNF in two races. C.D. should score finishing points in three races and DNC in two races.

So when a boat has, for example, been helmed by three different people during a series in which points are awarded
thehelm, the results sheet should thenwstibree different entries, each under the name of one of the people but with the
same sail number. The score for any one race is attributed to the appropriate entry in the name of that person, sailing tt
boat, and the other two entries of boat labnare scored DNC for that race.

If it is intendedto restrict this further, the notice of race and #iérgy instructionsneedtosé&yA compet i t or ¢
charge of one boat only during the seriesd or 60nly ¢

On the other hand, if the identity of the boat is not material, a relaxatiosectould be inserted, suchbag ompetitor
may accumulate the points he was awarded le&lrain the series, irrespective ofh e b o a't i n whA ch
competitor nay accumulate the poingsvarded ashelmi n t hat ¢l ass of boat in the

When the notice of race orasailingnst ructi betmdyr et ees 1 ®& andther person we
during the race, there would be two helms during that race. When awards are to a person, not a boat, and it is required
prohibit a temporarpielm sailing instruck ns mi ght state in clarification 6éon
the raced. Other wise, i fhetPerevohera maaprgedeir swstubeutt

points to the person in charge.

Request for Reesss byDamnNuisance Derwent Reservoir SC

Question from Middle Nene Cruising Club

RYA 1990/3
Rule 63.6, Hearings: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts

When there is no collision there is a primary onus of proof on the protessbiotv that a rule has been broken.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Fearnaight protestedMicky Finn alleging that, on a reach, hieelmhad broken rule 49.2, Crew Position, by sitting on

top of the upper guard rail with the upper half of his torso outside the guard rails and outside a vertical line framn the out
side of the boat. The protest committee found that both boats wererbading in 15 to 20 knots of wind some two to
three hundred yards apakicky Finn in close proximity to two other boats. It dismissed the protest stating that the
protestor's case was not provEearnoughtappealed.

DECISION
Fearnaught s appeald i s di smisse

In an incident involving contact it is normally the case that a rule will have been broken (see case RYA 2008/4). In case
like this there is no such presumption and a primary onus rests on the protestor to substantiate her dfegatmight

was wable to do so, and the protest committee was unable to findsfiggisrting her case, The protest committee was
correct in dismissing the protest.

Fearnaught v Micky FinnMumbles YC
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RYA 1990/5

Rule 252, Notice of Race, Sailing §tructions and Signals
Rule 61.1(b), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee
Rule 62.1(a), Redress

When a race officer warns a boat that she may be protested by the race committeea aeslift she takes a tviorns
penalty, she is not eligible for redre€3ral instructions, unless specifically authorisedtfire notice of race osailing
instructions, need not be complied with.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The race officer witnessed an inaddetweerCaptainMarvel and an unidentified boat. He hail€aptainMarvel and
advised her that unless she took a-twms penalty, she would be protestgthe race committe€aptainMarvel took

the penalty. On coming ashof@gaptainMarvellodged a request for redress on the grounds that she had been ordered to
take a penalty under threat of disqualification and as a result had lost several places, but that in fact she had broken
rule. The protest committee refused redress @agtain Marvel appealed, questioning the significance of the race
of ficerds words.

DECISION
CaptainMarveld appeal is dismissed.

Communications between the race committee and competitors are made by visual and sound signals in the Race Sign:
as stated in rule 25. Oral instructions, unless specifically authoriskd motice of race @ailing instructions, need not

be compliedvith. However, the race officer was not giving an order. He was infor@amainMarvel of his intention

to protest. It was up to the person in charge to decide whether to take a penalty or not.

If CaptainMarvel believed she had broken no rule she cdwdlde decided not to take a penalty. By taking attwos
penalty,CaptainMarvel actually preserved a finishing position from which she might otherwise have been disqualified
had the race committee protested her.

The race officer did not threaten disqtiakition without a hearing. Had he done so, his threat would have been an empty
one, since disqualification without a hearing by a race officer is restricted $80u8 30.4 and 78.2

The race officerds wor ds wemoegooa practice foria rage officer toahail nahs svay b | ¢
at the time of an incident, since rule 61.1(b) says that a race committee intending to protest in respect of an incident
observes in the racing area shall inform the protestee after the raceveétpivwould have been unwise to ignore the

race officer's warning without considering whether some rule had been broken.

Request for Redress IBaptainMarvel, Draycote Water SC

RYA 1990/6

Rule 16.1, Changing Course

Rule 18.2b), Mark-Room: Giving MarkRoom

Part 2 Section Dngamble

Rule22, Capsized, Anchored or Aground; Rescuing

Rule 16 applies to a rightf-way boat that alters course out of control. When a boat has capsized near another,
obligations under the rules of Section A of Part 2 end, and are replaced with an obligation to avoid the capsized boat, i
possible. A boat inot to bepenalisel when she is unable to avoid a capsized boat.
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Dart 1

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Two boats approached a pbdnd gybe mark on a starbodeatk reach. When she entered the zone, the Laser was clear
ahead of the Dart, whichas st eering a course further from the mar
within one boatength of the mark to assume her new course.

Immediately the Laser had gybed, the Dart began her gybe at more than three hull lengths fraktnahdar@und two
hull lengtts from the Laser. On taking her new course, the Laser, ahead and to weather of the Dart, lost control. She

skewed to starboard, gybed again onto starboard tack and capsized on to her port side so that she lay at righeangles to
new course and across the bows of the Dart.

A collision took place about-2 seconds after theapsize in which the Laser suffered damdagee Dart protested the
Laser.The protest committee disqualified the Dart under the second sentence of 2(l§ 8. not giving the Laser
sufficient room to pass and gybe considering the wind conditions and speed differences. The Dart appealed.

DECISION
The Dartodés appeal is upheld; she is reinstated and ¢ttt

The second sentence of rule I8)Zequired the Dart to give markom to the Laser, which was clear ahead at the zone.

It is clear that the Dart did so. That obligation ended when, shortly after position 2, the Laser no longer needed room t
leave the mark on the required sitféhen tle Laser then involuntarily altered course and gybed, she became the right
of-way boat under rule 10. She did not give the Dart room to keep clear, and broke rule 16.1 before her capsize and befc
the collision, for which she is to lpenalisd. The facthat she was out of control does not excuse her bileaeb case

RYA 1994/4. (Had her loss of control happened while at the mark, she would not have been exoneratd®dyb)ile

since she was not then taking maolom to which she waantitled.)

Once the Laser had capsized, r2Ebegan to apply, requiring the Dart to avoid the capsized Laser, if possible. Given
the brief interval between the capsize and the collision, avoidance was not possible. W2zapplies, rules of Section
A such as rule 10 do notsee the preamble to Section D.

The Dart did not therefore break rul2. Zhe did break rule 10, butéxonerated under ru3.1(b)because she was
sailing within the room to which she was entitled underliilz.
Dart 1907 v Laser 132108, Starcross YC

RYA 1990/8
Sportsmanship and the Rules
Rule 2, Fair Sailing

After an incident, a boat that knows she has broken a rule cannot protect herself from #tiennss of not taking a
penalty by citing the absence of a protest by the other boat.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

As a result of an incident between two Lasers, a third boat, L, protested P, alegiRgcrossed S, causing the latter to
bear away vigoroushotavoid a collision. S's bow, she alleged, hit P's mainsheet.
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The protest committee found that there had blkebnwasno ¢
asked by thehair of the protest committee if he had broken a rule, had krtbat he had done so, but had not taken a

penal ty. His reply was a simple O60Yesd. The protest c
that S, the alleged victim of the alleged infringement, had chosen not to protest.
DECISION

P 6appeal is dismissed. Under its powers under rule 71.3, the RYA further disqualifies P under rule 2.
L lodged a valid protest. The facts found show that P broke rule 10 and she was correctly disqualified.

There is no obligation on a rigbf-way boat to potest when another boat has not kept clear. That she did not protest in
no way diminishes the fact that the kedar boat has broken a rule. Likewise, the intentions of the-ofgivhy boat
have no bearing on the matter.

The appellant should note thaetBasic Principle, Sportsmanship and the Riagsthat when a boat knows that she
had broken a rule, she must take a penalty, whether or not thefighl boat intends to protest. The appellant therefore
broke a principle of sportsmanship, and isbtopenalisé further with a norexcludable disqualification (DNE) for
breaking rule 2.

L137020 v L134598 and L120394, Mumbles YC
RYA 1991/1

Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks
Rule 16.1, Changing Course

A right-of-way boat may change course in such a way that a&leap boat is newly obliged to take action to keep clear,
until a further alteration of course would deprive the ketgar boat of roonto do so.
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SUMMARY OF THEFACTS
P and S approached each other on el@sded converging courses. At some distance from each other S altered course
to take advantage of a wind shift. At that time P could still have taken avoiding action, either by tackisgitindpyo
pass toéewardof S. However, she did neither and held her course. When a collision was imminent both boats tacked
and there was no contact. The protest committee disqualified S under rule 16.1, and she appealed.

DECISION
S6s appeal i s u p herfindhing |Bositiors and Reis disqualified wunder rulen10.0

Rule 16.1 says that S may alter course up to the point where any further alteration of course would deprive t8 of room
keep clear.

The effect of this is that a course alteration by 8lase proximity to P may break rule 16.1. The further apart they are
when a course alteration is made, the more likely it is that P can keep clear, so that rule 16.1 is less likely to be broke
In this case, S altered course with the wind shift quite stistance away from P, giving P, the kedgar boat, ample

space to take avoiding action had she acted promptly. However, P maintained her course until such time as S had to te
to avoid contact.

Rule 16.2 was not relevant, since P wassaiingacowe t o pass to | eeward of S an
course was to luff

P therefore broke rule 10, and S broke no rule.
SpanishStepss Uomie Royal Dart YC
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RYA 1991/4
Rule 10, On Opposite Tacks
Rule 14, Avoiding Contact

A right-of-way boat may hold her course and presume that a-&legp boat will give way until it is evident that she is
not keeping clear.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

S, a Mustang 30, was sailing cldsauled on starboard tack. At@ali one hundred yards, she saw P, a J24, on port tack

on a collision course. As the boats closed, S hailed three times but P took no avoiding action until it was too late, whe|
she bore away into S's port quarter approximately ten feet from the transam.théhe was no possibility of avoiding

P, S tried to tack to minimise the damage but a collision occurred which caused S to retire.

The protest committee disqualified P under rule 10 a
could have avoided the collisionbé S appealed, stating
late stage that it became clear that P was not taking sufficient action; that the faces of the crew aboard the J2 were clea
visible so that she had reason to believe P was aware of the situation, and that conditions were not so rough as to cau
loss of control by either boat. S could indeed, the appellant stated, have avoided the situation altogether by tacking at «
earlier stagehowever, she did not believe it was the intention or spirit of the rules that-amustarboard incident be
resolved by S tacking to avoid P.

DECISION
S6s appeal is upheld, and the case is returned to t he

The collision between S and P resulted in damage, so the protest committee was correct to consider rule 14.

A port-tack boat may steer a course to pass close astern of a statdmkabdat without breaking rule 10. However, P

may not take avoiding actiao late that S is thrown into the quandary of holding her course in accordance with rule 16
or trying to avoid the collision in accordance with rule 14. The protest committee was therefore correct in disqualifying
P under rule 10.

Turni ng t oitiSatsuisrs that, haa S takem earlier avoiding action, a collision would not have taken place,
but, under rule 14, S may hold her course, presuming that P will keep clear, until it is clear that she is not doing so. Ii
this case, S held her course utte first moment it was clear that a collision was about to occur, at which point she
changed course in an attempt to avoid or at least minimise the effects of the collision. Even though her effort wa:s
unsuccessful, it was carried out no later than requy rule 14.

Another Dram \Gossip Warsash SC

RYA 1992/2
Rule 644, DecisionsDecisions on Protests Concerning Class Rules

When a protest committee is not in doubt about the meaning of a measurement rule, thexasesmtm send questions

to the relevant authority.

A class measurer is not the authority responsible for interpreting a class measurement rule when the class rules stat
otherwise, but may give evidence to assist a protest committee to interpret a measuude.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Sambavas protested by another boat for being 6out of cl

The protest committee referred the matter to a class association measurer who was present at the championship. Af
receiving his report it deualified her for not complying with class rules. She appealed on the grounds, among others,
that the class measurer had competed in the regatta.

DECISION
Sambéds appeal is di smissed.

The protest committee misdirected itself when it took a class measorer whappened t o be pres
responsi bl e for i nt er pr e t4(b)nThis is boeonly whéneth@at avtleofitye has mrediouslyo i
specifically appointed such a person for the event. In the case of the class concertess thies state thete authority

for deciding questions of deviation from the design is the class committee. The protest committee was, however, correc
to seek evidenckom anyone it believed could contribute to resolving the case, including a ohassirar, despite the

fact that he was a competitor.

Having received that evidence, the protest committee should then first have decided whether it was in doubt about th
meaningof the class rules. If there was no doubt, it was able to decide the daseelivas doubt, it was then that the
matter would have had to be referr etdh d rothieclass dommitebé. ng i r

In this case, the evidence before the protest committee proved beyond doubt Setieiirokethe class measurement
rules, and she was righthenalise without the need to refer the matter to the class association.

Requiem for Woodwind v Samlizssex YC
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RYA 1992/7
Rule 63.6, Hearings: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts

When there is no other evidence, the protest committee is entitled to reach a decision on the evidence of the protestor a
protestee alone. An additional witness is desirable but not essential.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
A protested B under rule 31 because Isbieved she saw the crew's back touch a mark. A hailed B to that effect but B
did not take a penalty.

The protest committee disqualified B for hitting the mark, stating that A had a clear view and that B possibly was not
aware of what had occurred.

B appealed on the ground that without an outside witness to confirm that the mark had been hit it was inpemelis¢o
her.

DECISION
B6s appeal is dismissed.

The protest committee found as a fact that the crew of B touched the mark. There was adegumate fevid to arrive
at this conclusion and the RYgees no reason to questibe protest committee's decision.

Outside witnesses are not essential, although they may help a protest committee to decide a case. In many incidents
protestor angbrotestee are the only ones who see what happens, but this does not prevent a protest from being decidec

Solo 3591 v Solo 3583, Papercourt SC

RYA 1992/9
Rule 18.2€), Mark-Room: Giving MarkRoom

A protest committee should haxecourse to rule 18.8) only when there is insufficient reliable evidence for it to decide
the case otherwise.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

A collision took place at a mark between | (inside) and O (outside). The two boats were overlapped at five hull lengths
from the mark; at four lengths it was agreed that O luffed and broke the overlap but itesteblished (I claimed)

while O was bearing away for the mark, at which time she was still outside the zone. In protest angrmteste©

denied I's statemeéthat | had become overlapped again in proper time.

The protest committee, finding that | had become overlapped again in proper time and that O had failed to give | mark
room under the first sentence of rule 18.2(b), disqualified O. She appealed, sndhegds t hat &t he ¢
inside boat to satisfy the protest committee that she established the overlap in accordance with rule 18.2(b); not on tt
protest committee trying to prove the situation through dubious conclusions drawn fromthe facts bive b ot h p a

DECISION
O6s appeal is dismissed.

A protest committee begins a hearing with an open mind. Evidence is then presented. Contrary to the views of th
appellant, statements made in evidence by the parties and withesses are not facts. When, having heard the evidence,
protest committee is asonably sure of what happened, even though (as is usual) there was conflicting evidence, it will
state what it believed to have happened as facts found, apply the rules to those facts, and decide accordingly.

When the protest committee is unsure aboatf#tts, it is normally the protestee that gets the benefit of any doubt.
However, rule 18.3j) states that, in the special case of reasonable doubt that a boat obtained or broke an overlap in time
it shall be presumed that she did not, a presumptiomthgtfavour either protestee or protestor.

While this was a case involving the obtaining of an overlap, it was not a case involving reasonable doubt. The protes
committee was satisfied on the evidence that the overlap vessaiglished in time, and rul8.2@€) was not applicable.

The RYA is satisfied with the facts presented and that the protest committee took proper care in establishing them. Th
protest committee applied rule 18.2(b) correctly to disqualify O.

Sunshine v Point BlankRoyal Thames YC

RYA 1993/5

Rule 16.1, Changing Course

Rule 36, Races Restarted or Resailed

Rule 60.1, Right to Protest; Right to Request Redrefule 69 Action
Rule 62.1(b), Redress

A giveway boat is not required to anticipate a rightway boat's alteration of course.

77



While rule 36 may remove the possibility of a boat beieigalisel because the race was recalled, a boat is entitled to
have her protest heart.it is found as a fact in the protest that the other boat broke a rule of Part 2, the protest committee
may go on to consider whether redress under rule 62.1(b) is applicable.

Wind K

B SAREAL
DOy WD

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
About ten secondsefore the starting signal of a race, P was reaching along the starting line, approximately one length
on the prestart side on port tack. Many boats, clbselled on starboard tack, were already over or on the line.

About five seconds before the startisignal, one of these boats (S) bore sharply away to a run. At the point of dead
downwind, she found the gap between other starboard tack boats blocked by P, and collided with her port side, causir
extensive damage. P had no opportunity to take evasiomasince S swung directly into the collision. There was then

a general recall.

The protest committee found that 6S altered course a
thus breaking rule 16.1. P then requested redress undes2.1(b) and was awarded average points. Although S was
exempt frompenalisatiorbecause of rule 36, she appealed, maintaining that P should have expected boats that were ol
the course side of the line to try to return.

DECISION

S6s appeal is di smissed.

The RYA sees no reason to alter tofrweay lpat that enanged coursemshe t e
did not give P room to keep clear. P was not requirec

The RYA wishes to underline the importance of the cornemtqulure adopted here by the protest committee. When there

is a protest in respect of an incident in a race that is then recalled or abandoned, the protest must be heard, so that fe
are found and a boat that has broken a rule is identified, even thbegiannot bpenalisel because of the provisions

of rule 36. When such facts are found, the protest committee may then consider and, if the requirements of rule 62.1(k
are met, grant redress.

Challengerv AyeshaRoyal Northern and Clyde YC

RYA 1993/6
Rule 41, Outside Help

When a boat acts on potentially useful advice given by an interested person, she receives outside help.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

In a team racing event, after an incident between GP and EK, EK started to gt tsika a penalty, but before she did

so she was hailed from the shore by the team coach (under a misapprehension that a sailing instruction permitted him
do so) and told to sail on. GP protested EK, which peamlisel under rule 41 by the protestomittee. EK appealed.

DECISION
EK6s appeal is dismissed.

Itis clear that EK would have performed her penalty had not the team coach hailed her not to do so. Rule 41 prohibits
boat from receiving outside help, except in four specific situations, nomdioh was applicable in this case. It is
obviously impossible to avoid hearing advice given, and a competitor may be fortunate enough, without risk of
penalisatiorunder rule 41, to learn from the comments of spectators that his current intentionsrahésriuest interests.

However, when specific advice is given by any person with an interest in the matter, and acted on so as to improve
boat's finishing position, that is information from an interested source, albeit unsolicited, which is clesaky felp
that breaks rule 41.

GP 13175 v EK22393, Southport SC
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RYA 1994/3

Rule 62.1(a), Redress

Rule 643, Decisions: Decisions on Redress
Rule 66, Reopening a Hearing

A boat that is not a party to a request for redrisssot entitled to request aopening. She is, however, entitled to seek
redress in her own right when she believes that the redress given in that other hearing makes her own finishing positiol
significantly worse.

A protest committee is entitled to award the redress it thinks most suitable for compliance with3rule 64.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

A race at the 420 Class National Championships was started under dukh@®lack Flag ruleThe sailing instrations

added that the sail numbers of boats disqualified under this rule were to be displayed by a committee vessel at tt
windward mark, when boats affected were to retire. The numbers of two boats, A and B were incorrectly radioed to the
committee vessehich ordered them to retire. They did so and requested redress.

The protest committee, accepting the evidence that the two had not broken4uim @ them redress of average points

for that race. Another boat, C, then requested a reopening ofitiessédearing on the grounds that the protest committee
had not heard all the evidence. The protest committee decided that there was no new evidence, and the reopening v
refused.

C then requested redress on the grounds that her finishing position hatdmbe significantly worse by the decision to
award A average points. A should have been given, not average points, but her lowlier position at the windward mark
Cbébs request was refused and she appeal ed.

DECISION
Cébs appeal is dismissed.

C's request for eeopening was correctly refused as, not having been a party to the original redress hearing, she was nc
entitled to seela reopening of it under rule 66. A protest committee may itself decide to reopen a hearing when material
new evidence from whateveowwce becomes available, birt this caseC had none to offer. When an invalid request

for a reopening meets the requirements of a request for redress, then it should be regarded as a request for redress, :
heardi see case RYA 2002i1but in this cae there were no grounds for doing so.

C then asked for redress. She was entitled to do so, and there was a hearingehuetievas also correctly refused.
The protest committee, having found that A had not infringed the black flag rule, was ¢mtitladt redress in whatever
form it considered complied best with its responsibility under ruld ®4be as fair as possible to all boats affected. The
award of average points was clearly appropriate as concerns fairness to the fleet as a wholewagenaf favourable

to the appellant.

Request for Redress by K46874, Pwllheli SC

RYA 1994/4

Rule 15, Acquiring Right of Way

Rule 18.1(c), MarkRoom: When Rule 18 applies
Rule 43.1, Exoneration

A boat that breaks a rule while she is out of consalotexonerated for that reason alone.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
On approaching the windward mark, Buccaneer gybed onto port tack from a starboard reach in order to pass the mar
whereupon the tiller extension jammed between the foot of the sail and the boom and she became uncontrollable. S|
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swung roundinacirckwit h haiults odf cd@tr ol 86 and tacked onto starbo
to keep clear but failed to avoid a collision. There was no injury or damage.

The protest committee decided that there was no racing rule that exoneraaethatheas out of control when she broke
a rule of Part 2Buccaneemas disqualified under rule 15 for tacking too close. The protest committee then referred its
decision to the RYA under rule 70.2.

DECISION
The protest committee's decision is confirmed.

S broke rule 11, bwvrasexonerated under ru3.1(a) becausBuccaneebroke rule 15. If rule 18 had applidgiiccaneer
would not have been exonerated by dgel(b)for breaking rule 15, sindduccaneewas no longer rounding the mark
on her proper aarse. As it was, rule 18 did not apply, because of rule 18.1(c), Binmmaneewas leaving the mark and
S was approaching it.

It may appear harsh to disqualify a boat that is genuinely out of control, but frequently the occurrence is caused by ove
canvasing or careless handling, which are avoidable, or by inexperience, which is no justification for exoneration.

Buccaneer Wayfarer 432

RYA 1994/8
Rule 29.1, Recalls: Individual Recall
Rule 63.6, Hedngs: Taking Evidence and Finding Facts

In finding facts, a protest committee will be governed by the weight of evidence. In general, a race official sighting the
starting line is better placed than any competing boat to decide whether a boatevdke line at the starting signal
and, if so, whether she returned and started correctly.

ASSUMED FACTS

Keelboats were starting on a 300 met®st line between the masts of two committee vessels. At the starting signal,

the race officer judged three boats to be over the line. Flag X was promptly displayed with a sound signal. The assistar
race officer, in the other committee vessel, confirtiedidentity of the three boats and that they had not returned and
restarted correctly. All three boats were scored OCS. One of these three boats completed the course and finished first.
On learning that she had been scored OCS, she requested redmnassnimgithat she had returned and started

correctly. She called as witnesses two other competitors who had been close by and who believed that she had returne
and started correctly.

QUESTION1

May the decision of a race officer that a boat has ndestar restarted correctly be overruled on the basis of other
evidence? If so, in what circumstances?

ANSWER1

Yes, if the protest committee is satisfied on the weight of the evidence that the race officer was not watching while the
boat was crossing ¢hstart line or carrying out the returning manoeuvre, or was mistaken as to the identity of the boat.

QUESTION2

In assessing the weight of evidence in such a case, should the protest committee attach more weight to that of the race
officer?

ANSWER?2

The evidence of the race officer, who is in the best position to judge, is more reliable.

QUESTION3

I f the issue is simply whether a boat was O6overo6 the
was not in a position to sightong the line a competent witness?

ANSWER3

See Answer 2. A race officer sighting directly along the line at all relevant times is in the best position to make such a
judgement.

Questions from South Caernarvonshire Y C

RYA 1994/9
Rule 62.1, Redress

Redress is not available for a boat that is in part the author of her own misfortune.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The helm of Optimist GBR 4073 arrived in good time at Largs Sailing Club for the junior fleet race. He then changed
into his wet suit and rigged the boat. When competitors were allowed to go afloat, there was an announcement that the
was plenty of time to get tthe starting area. Both junior and senior fleets began to leave, and GBR 4073 tallied out
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nearly last. When she arrived at the starting line the preparatory flag was already displayed. She requested redress beca
she had been unable to make a good, stadt had had an indifferent result.

The protest committee found that there had been nothing in the tally system to prevent GBR 4073 leaving the shor
earlier; that the junior fleet was the last to leave; that boats started to arrive at 16 minutesity that<5BR 4073 had

arrived at the start 2% minutes before the gun; that it took approximately 2 minutes to sail from one end of the line to th
other. The protest committee decided that a period of less than five minutes was insufficient to atigvetitaroto

prepare for a start. Having left the shore amongst the last, she did not arrive at the line until after the preparhtory signe
The requirements of rule 62.1 were satisfied. However, the only equitable decision was to let the result stand.

GBR 4073 appealed, on the grounds that, harm to her finishing pos#idng been established, she should have been
awarded average points.

DECISION
GBR 407306s appeal is di smissed.

Based on the facts found, the protest committee should have dismissed #sé fiagedress. No improper action by the

race committee was established. In addition, it is clear that GBR 4073 was in part the author of her own misfortune ir
arriving late at the starting line when there was nothing to prevent her from arriving. &antteermore, her race result

could not be directly linked to the situation at the start.

It follows that GBR 4073 should retain her result for the race concerned.

Request for Redress by Optimist GBR 4073, Clyde Cruising Club

RYA 1994/10
Rule4.1(a), Acceptance of the Rules

When a sailing instruction requires a measurer at an event to check within a required time that a sail limitation has been
complied with, and when this is not done, this does not relievathpetitor from the obligation to comply with the sail
limitation.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
Laser Il 8600 was protested for using more than one spinnaker during the regatta contrary to Sailing Instruction 8 the
read:

BOATS AND EQUIPMENT
a) All competitors shHhuse only one hull, mast, boom, centreboard and rudder. Only one suit of sails shall be used
which shall be identified by the measurer before the second points race.

b) In the event of damage, boats and equipment may only be substituted with thepemitission of the Principal
Regatta Measurer.

The protest committee found that Laser 1l 8600 changed her spinnaker without authorisation in races 3, 4 and 5 of th
series. She was disqualified from races 3, 4 and 5.

Laser 11 8600 then requested redresshengrounds that she had not had her sails inspecteckliré seconpoints race,

and that the race committee had later required competitors to sign a declaration that they had complied with Sailin
Instruction 8, thus appearing to admit that inspeqtimtedures at the event were inadequate and mismanaged. Laser Il
8600 was therefore, she claimed, unfairly disqualified in races 3, 4 and 5 because the inspection procedure was not up
the standard expected at an event of this quality and she had bpsficed thereby. In addition, before race 5, she had
received permission from the measurer to c¢haorgpeisesher
than of her skipperd.

The protest committee then granted redress to the extértatber 11 8600 was reinstated in race 5 ohlyser || 8600
appealed against hpenalisatiorin races 3 and 4.

DECISION
Laser Il 86006s appeal is di smissed.

Two separate issues were raised by this appeal: firstlyptla competitor changingsail without seeking prior approval
of the event measurer; and, secondly, whether the failure of the race committee to inspect all the boats as required by t
sailing instructions was prejudicial to the competitors.

Laser Il 8600 was clearly in breach of Sl 8fly)changing her spinnaker without prior approval, and she admitted that
this was so. However, it was only when a protest was imminent that she sought the measurer's permission to change |
sail. The failure of the event measurer to identify allthe sails accor dance with SI 8(a) d
breach of S| 8(b).

The failure to complete inspection in timseregrettable. However, since inspection at events is a checking process, it
does not remove the obligation of evegmpetitor to comply with sailing instructions, which are rules governing the
event that a boat agrees to be governed by when participating in the race.
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Laser |1 9331 v Laser Il 8600, Fowey Gallants SC

RYA 1995/3

Definitions, Party
Rule 70.1a), Appeals and Requests to a National Authority

A boat whosecore or place in a race or serigsay have been made significantly worse as a result of redress sought by
and given to other boats is not a partythe hearing, and so does not have the right to appeal against the decision: her
remedy is first to seek redress herself.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

During the RS400 National Championships rulet3Black Flag rule, was in force for the start of race 2, which was then
recalled.So many boats were over the line, including nos. 424 and 430, that it was not possible to display their sail
numbers. Instah the numbers of those eligible tostrt race 2 were displayed, and the competitors informed of this
orally by the race officer. Thus the sail numbers of nos. 424 and 430 were not displayed on the board. They restarted tt
race and were scored DNE thetrace committee. They requested redress.

The protest committee decided that redress was due, and that, in the light of great confusion at the start, the most suita
redress was the abandonment of race 2, which would not be resailed. After this decisdi@® lodged an appeal on the
grounds that the protest committee erred in abandoning race 2. Some boats had completed it correctly and were entitl
to their points; the protest committee's action pewialisé these boats.

DECISION
RS 400 4 29réfisedappeal

The decision may or may not have madescoreor place of RS400 42@orse, but she was natparty to the redress
hearing as described ihe definitionParty. Thereforeshe had no right of appeal under rule @)1

As soon as she learnefithe abandonmenRS400420 should have herself requested redress, claiming that the decision
to abandon the race was improper and that it adversely affected her score. If sbetthewbeen giverthe redress she
believed was due to heshe would hag been entitled to appeakeeWS Case 55.

Appeal by R800420, Hayling Island SC

RYA 1996/1
Part 2, Section D Preamble
Rule 8.1, Interfering with Another Boat

The rules o5ection A of Part 2 still apply when rul8 @pplies, and a port tack boat that is racing must keep clear of a
starboard tack boat that has been racing, independently of the obligation on the starboard tack
boat not to interfere with a boat tha racing.

L 4
wind B ’

Q

g%

a

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

S, closehauled on starboard tack, was on a collision course with A,-bigled on port tack. The two boats were racing

in different races: A, followed by B and C, were coming througtsthging line at the start of a new lap as part of their
course, while Sés race had been started and then rec:

S bore sharply away to avoid a collision with A, then avoided B, the next boat behind her but weathid€d causing
damage that caused C to retire. C tried to avoid the collision but in vain. Boat A sailed a steady course throughout, hailin
S that there was a gener al recal | of S6s race and t he

S and C lodged protests. The gsitcommittee disqualified A and C for breaking rule 10. Boat A appealed

DECISION
Abs appeal is dismissed. The disqualification of C i s

The rules of Part 2 applied to all boats, since they wéhnereiacing, or had been racing. The preamble to Section D of
Part 2 states that when rulé @ 22 applies between two boats, Section A rules do not. It follows that when3;désa
a Section D rule, applies, the righftway rules in Section A still@ply. In addition rule 3.1 does not require a boat that
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i s not r aci nHpweveothedrkaebleto Rait 2dwes allow for thenalisatiorunder rule 14f a boat not
racing when the incident results in damage

I't f ol | oobklgationturder ruk AGswas in force and she was required to keep clear. This she failed to do, and
was correctly disqualified. Had she tacked or borne away, keeping clear of S, she could then have protested S under ri
23.1. S, trying to fulfil her obtjation under rule 21, bore away to go astern of A, a manoeuvre that finally resulted in a
collision between S and f@sulting in damagerhis was duet?a6s f ai l ure to ful fiéndher
despite Sds pr omptnotgpossibierfophersto avaid cahtact witb C. WhetBénfrirsged rule 16, or

C rule 10, or both, both boats are exoneraBuhder rule43.1(a)and C under rulé3.1(b) Since C was damaged and

had to retire, the protest committee is to act under rul60to consider redress for C.

Rampallionv DownUnderandLingo, Lingov Rampallion Royal Western Yacht Club of England

RYA 1996/2
Rule 61.1(a), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee

When a boat sees an incident begw two other boats in the racing area and wishes to protest one or both of them, she
must display a protest flag, when applicable, at the first reasonable opportunity after the incident.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

During a race there was an incident betweeilb®a A and B.e sA 0h aainlde df | éePoutditeelodged r o t
the protest late, and the protest committee found that it was invalid. When this result was announced, boat C, which he
been close by at the time of the incident, protested boatd&rumle 13. Boat Gwhose hull length was more thén

metres, had not displayedprotest flag.

The protest committee found C's protest to be invalid, and she appealed.

DECISION
Cbébs appeal is di smissed.

No rule exempted C from the requirement famoat over 6m hull length wishing to protest to display a protest flag at the
first reasonable opportunity in respect of an incident not involving her that she saw in the racing area. Her protest wa
invalid.

395 v 398, RYA Olympic Qualifier

RYA 1996/4
Rule 322, Shortening or Abandoning after the Start

Race Signals

A sound signal made when a boat crosses a finishing line is only a courtesy. It has no bearing on the race. A rac
committee cannathorten course without the appropriate signal.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

After rounding the penultimate mark of the couSempedein Class 1, noticed a fast committee boat station herself at
that mark and shorten course for subsequent classes. Class fiatdaddshortened at that markStampedéad already
rounded it.Stampedexpected therefore, that the Class 1 course would be shortened by the main committee boat at the
next mark, which was Poole Fairway buoy, the last mark of the course.

Stampedeapproached Poole Fairway buoy and passed between the buoy and the committee boat. She heard a sou
signal, believed she had finished and stopped racing. However the race committee did not display flag S nor did it mak
two sound signals. No oth@&lass 1 boat reached Poole Fairway buoy, let alone the designated finishing line, within the
time limit and so the race was abandoned.

Stampedeasked for redress on the grounds that the race committee had signalled a shortened course with a finishing lir
between the committee boat and Poole Fairway buoy, that she had finished properly on that line within the time limit anc
that she had received a finishing signal.

Her request was refused on the grounds the race committee had not shortened the coorbeatntbssed the finishing
line designated in the sailing instructions before the time limit expired. One sound signal had been made in error a
Stamped@assed Poole Fairway buoy but this in no way affecteddwee Stampedappealed.

DECISION
Stampded s appeal is dismissed.

It is nowhere written either in the rules or the sailing instructions that a single sound signal denotes that a behétas fini
such signals are by courtesy only. It is clear that, whether it intended to or not, the racetemmlichinot signal a
shortened course.

Furthermore, it is evident froi8tampede own account that she had no expectation of finishing the full course within
the time limit. No action of the race committee prevei@&inpedéom getting ascore for €inishing position.

Request for Redress I8tampedePoole YC
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RYA 1996/5
Rule 18.1(c), MarkRoom: When Rule 18 applies

When a boat is clear ahead of another when she enters the zone at a mark and is then leaving the mark tvwen the ot
boat enters the zone, it is only the rules of Sections A and B of Part 2 that apply between them when they meet. Rule
does not apply.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Two boats, A and B, approached a windward mark on starboard itiick well ahead of B. A rounded the mark, gybed
onto port tack and made contact with B, still sailing clloaaled for the mark. B protested. A was disqualified under rule
10.

A appealed on the grounds that rule 18 applied at the time of the incideafoteealthough she was on port tack and
B was on starboard tack, she was entitled to maokn under the second sentence of rule 18.2(b) as she had been clear
ahead when she entered the zone.

DECISION
Abs appeal is dismissed.

At the moment whenvoiding action became necessary, afteiB¥4 A was already leaving the mark.

Rule 18.1(c) states that rule 18 does not apply between such boats, and A was correctly disqualified for failing, as a por
tack boat, to keep clear of a starbetadk boat.

Chalkhill Bluev Jagga Brighton Marina YC

RYA 1996/6
Rule 62.1(a), Redress

When a competitor is injured or hindered through no fault of his own by race committee equiiperi®rdt is eligible
for redress.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Two fleets of about 650 Optimists each were to be started at-fivaute intervals. The wind was f@&/4 with a slight

sea. The committee boat, stationed at the starboard end of the line carried two small cannon, one on each quarter fac
aft, loaded with blank shotgun cartridge. It was the practice of the race officer to give a warning when atgurewas
fired such as 6gun firing, ten seconds. & CD, in Optir
a good position. When the starting gun was fired, the wad hit him between the eyes, his eyes were filled with dust an
his nosewas cut. As a result Optimist 3777 was late in starting and claimed redress under rule 62.1(a). Redress wa
refused to her on the grounds that the race committee had made no error. She.appealed

DECISION
Appeal upheld; Optimist 3777 is to be given redigsthe protest committee.

Firing a gun over the stern of a committee boat when competitors could be expected to be in close proximity was a badly
judged action of the race committidat injured théhelmand made his scosggnificantly worse as a resulearly, no
fault lay with the competitor.

Race committees using cannons for sound signals are advised to locate any cannon on the bow on the opposite side fr
the starting line, and, before firing and when firing, the sound signaller should obsexy¢haldine of fire. If a boat or
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sail is close by and on the firing line, the guns should not be fired. Rule 26 allows for the absence of the sound signal c
a starting signal.

Request for Redress by Optimist 3777

RYA 1996/8

Part 2 Preamble

Rule 61.1, Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee
Rule 62.1(b), Redress

Rule 63.1, Hearings: Requirement for a hearing

The phrimicketi  t he r awrsthgperod emasaged by the preamble to Part 2 when boats are subject
to the racing rules.

A boat that is seeking redress for having been physically damaged by a boat required to keep clear in an incident befor
she is racinghneeddo protest as well as to ask for redress.

A protest committee must hear a valid protest, even if there is no prad@eboat beingenalisal.

QUESTION 1

Does the phras@an incideni n t he racing aread in rule 61.1 mean t he
boat that is not racing? Is a boat intending to race, but not yet racing in the defisedrequired to hail and display a
protest flag when she wishes to protest?

ANSWER 1
Yes, except that a flag need not be displayed by a bdatlldéngth less than 6 metres.

QUESTION 2
When there i s an i nciplepanatorysigna,tas aresut ofrwkich ahle toesrnot atartbwthentmays
she lower her protest flag?

ANSWER 2
When she takes action to retire, such as by leaving the vicinity of the course.

QUESTION 3
Given thatthe preamble to Part 2 prevents a boat thabigacing from beingenalise in most instances, what point is
there in a boat lodging a protest when she is fouled by another when both are intending to race, but neither is racing?

ANSWER 3

A boat that is damaged before the preparatory signal maytevidaim redress under rule 62.1(b) in order to get average
points for the race she cannot even startile 62.1(b) states thab get redresshe other boamust have takean
appropriate penaltgr been penalisedhere is no appropriate penalty whentsaae not racing and so the damaged boat
must protest if the other boat is to be penalised, thus making redress available.

QUESTION 4
Given the limitations imposed by the preamble to Part 2, would a protest committee be justified in declining to hear
protest over an incident occurring when neither boat is racing?

ANSWER 4
No. A protest committee must hear a valid protest. Rule 63.1 says so.

Questions from Royal Lymington YC

RYA 1997/1

Rule 46, Person in Charge

Rule 78.1, Compliance with Class Rules; Certificates
RuleA2, Series Scores

When a boat takes part in one race in a series under a different name, and with a different person in charge, she remair
the same boat, and heace points will count towards her serigsore unless class rules, notice of race or sailing
instructions say otherwise.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

A Sigma 33 name8erendik aced in a number of offshore races, gain
chartered for the Fastnet Race in which she entered and sailed under ti&=naroaHer points in that race were added

to the points already won &erendip

Redcoasought redress, asserting tBatcuronwas in effect a separate boat, whose points should be tabulated separately
from those forSerendip and that combining them had boosterendip/ Securod s seri es finishin
detriment ofRedco# s . Redr es s Redcsabppealeds sed, and
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DECISION
Redcoab s appeal is di smissed.

The boatds name had been ogansingguthdrity, sheiwastentered by a pgssprrwhiorvaas ¢
not the owner, and sailed with a different crewnBlof these are relevant in the Racing Rules of Sailing, nor were they
prohibited by class rules, the notice of race or the sailing instructions.

Had there been any change to the ownership of the boat, to her certificate (which would have been imyatidatepk
of ownership, under class rules), to her sail number, hull, spars or gear, these would have been matters relevant to t
Racing Rules of Sailing or to class rules. But there was none, and she was therefore the same boat.

When a race committee \iiss to place limitations on changing the name of a boat or on who may be the person in charge
of a boat, it must say so in the notice of race and sailing instructions.

Request for Redress Redcoat Royal Ocean Racing Club
RYA 1997/2

Rule 27.1, Other Race Committee Actions Before the Starting ISigna
Rule &.1, Changes to Rules

A sailing instruction that states how a change of course will be signalled, but which does not refeR Tolrullwes not
change that rule, and therefore does not empower the race committee to signal a course change after the warning signe

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
A course was displayed before the warning signal. The sailing instructions said:

5.1 Flag F - Fresh Course Signal
This means that the course has been changed from that previously set. It shall be the sole responsibility of each bo
to ascertain the revised course.

After the warning signal, flag F was flown and a new course was displgéstian sailed the original course. Other
boats sailed the changed coungalerianprotested them under rule 28. Her protest was dismissed, and she herself was
disqualified for sailing the wrong course. She appealed.

DECISION
Valeralb s appeal i te be gipeh firdt place agkdhhe otlhesboats are to be awarded redress.

Rule 27.1 permits the race committee to replace one course signal with another, but no later than the warning signal. If
race committee wishes to change a course after the warnivad, stgnust either signal a postponement, or have a valid
sailing instruction permitting it to signal the change.

Rule &.1 says that sailing instructions that change a rule must not only state the change, which Sl 5.1 did, but must refe
specifically tothe rule being changed, which it did not. The effect of SI 5.1 was that it advised how the race committee
would draw competitors6é attention to a course change
committee to change the coursteathe warning signal.

Valeriansailed the correct course, which was the one displayed at the warning signal, and is to be given first place. Th
other boats did not, and so broke rule 28. However, displaying a change of course after the warningsignaipvaper

act by the race committee. This prejudiced the other boats, which were entitled to believe that the course they saw at tl
preparatory signal was the correct one. The protest committee is to award them redress, which might be by scoring the
in the order in which they finished, beginning with ¢

Valerianv CHS Boats, Saltash SC

RYA 1998/1
Rule 41, Outside Help

The issues as to whether information and adviceparenissibleoutside help will depend on whettthey wereasked
for, whether they were available to all boats, and whether the source was disinterested.

QUESTIONS

When do advice and information constitute outdiéép under rules 41(c) and (d)? Do questions of safety affect the
ruling?

ANSWERS

The fdlowing will serve as general guidelines:

1 aboat that asks for and is given individual advice that is relevant only to her breaks rule 41

1 a boat that does not ask for but is given advice by a disinterested person and acts on it does not breSkeule 41.
rule 41(d)

1 a boat that acts on advice given by an interested person breaks rule 41. That might be a coach or a parent. In te:
racing, rule D1.1(g) permits advice from a team member when giveelactnonically.
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9 if the race committee gives all boadvice or information that does not favour any particular boat, no boat breaks
rule 41 and no boat is entitled to redress. See rule 41(c).

1 when aboat is in danger, as when unknowingly standing into rocks, advice or a viramiagother boat would be
hdp as permitted in rule 41(d).

RYA Case 1993/6 illustrates some of the points.

Questions from West Kirby SC

RYA 1998/2
Rule 35,RaceTime Limit and Scores
Rule 86.1(b), Changes to the Racing Rules

Wkhen it is intended that no boat finishing outside a time limit shall have a finishing place, this requires a change to rule
35. To be valid, the sailing instruction concerned must refer to the rule and state the change.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS
In a handicap @ e , sailing instruction 8 stated @hehtattimepmae5 | i n
hourYsacéhts failing to finish within the time |imit wi

All the boats finished in less than 5 hours, exé#pha, the smallest kat in the fleet, which finished 5 hours 19 minutes
after the start and was scored DNF. She asked for redress on the grounds that the race officer should have shortened
course and that, as she would have won on corrected time had her finishing tinesl,cthenrace had been unfair.
Redress was refused and she appealed.

DECISION
Dianabs appeal is upheld. She is to be scored by her fi

The race officer acted within his rights under rule 32 in not shortening the course, and the protest c@nimettdy
deniedDianab s r equest for redress on those grounds. A club
to set the same time limit for all boats.

However, this must be effected validly. The sailing instruction was meant toechda@5, but did not say so as required
by rule 86.1(b)It was therefore invalid, rule 35 was not changed, and, since at least one boat had finished within the time
limit, Dianawas entitled to a finishing place.

Request for Redress IDjana, Sussex YC

RYA 1998/3
Rule 29.1, Recalldndividual Recall
Rule 62.1(a), Redress

When a boat has no reason to know that she crossed the starting line early and the race committee fails to signe
6i ndividual recall &8 promptly and scores h sooret@d@@g,no t hi
fault of her own andherefore entitles her to redress.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

25 boats started on a reach. The committee vessel was lying to the wind to leeward of the fleet, which meant that the fla
were difficult to see and the guns hard to hear. The recall sound sigmhadapromptly but the visual signal was displayed
properly only 30- 40 seconds after the starting signal, by which @absleigh which could see no recall flag, was out of
audible range of the sound signal. She believed she was not OCS and sadlee. t8be was scored OCS in the results.

Bobsleighasked for redress on the grounds that she had not been over the line, and that this had been confirmed by tl
lack of recall flag or sound signal. The protest committee foundBiblasleighhad been over #hline at the start and
refused r eBabdegh sbecawswede i nsuffici Bobsldiggppealed.r ough i

DECISION
B o b s | aeppaglhs@pheld. The protest committee is to decide suitable redress.

Rule 29.1 requires the racencmittee to display flag X prompthwScase 79 st ates: ONo spec
circumstances, but in this rule it means a very short
seconds of the starting signal. Fortysetd s i s wel | beyond the Iimit of acce

A race signal comprises a flag and one or more sounds, and both parts of a signal should be made at approximately 1
same time. A sound signal without a visual signal has no meaning. Failure by the ratigemmo comply with rule

29.1 does not excuse any boat that knows she was OCS from returning and starting, but where, as here, it is clear that
boat had no reason to suppose that she was OCS, then she is entitled to redress. Since she was hoWS/easeCS

31 says that any place awarded should not put her in a better position than if she had returned after a recall signal h
been properly and promptly made.

Request for Redress Bpbsleigh Falmouth Town Regatta
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RYA 1999/1
Rule 61.1(a), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee

A protest flag must be kept close at hand. A boat that waits to see whether another boat will take a penalty befor
displaying a protest flag has not acted at the first reasonable opporténityotest committee need not investigate the
promptness of the display of a protest flag when no question of delay arises in the written protest, and when the proteste
when asked, makes no objection. When a boat that is already displaying a protessiias to protest again, only a

hail is required.

QUESTION 1

When the rules require a boat to display a protest flag in order for a protest to be valid, should the protest committe
expect a competitor to have the protest flag ready to use, or isahaddes in a larger boat to keep it below or in a locker,

and fetch it when needed?

If not, how many seconds does a boat have before the first reasonable opportunity may be said to have passed?

ANSWER 1

A protest committee should expect a competitor to bgw®test flag close at hand. Where it is kept is not important, but if

its location delays its display significantly, as it is likely to do if kept below, and there was some other more quickly
accessible place where it could have been kept, then iatihave been displayed at the first reasonable opportiiaty.
particular time for displaying the protest flag can be specifigd.longer the time between the incident and the display of
the protest flag, the more closely the protest committee shoaldiex the circumstances to see if the first reasonable
opportunity had clearly passed.

QUESTION 2
Has a protestor acted at the first reasonable opportunity when: the protestor has hailed immediately, and has then wait
to see whether the other boat tadwoturns penalty before displaying a protest flag?

ANSWER 2
No.

QUESTION 3
Should a protest committee investigate the promptness of the hail and (when applicable) the flag in all cases, or onl
when the protestee makes an objection?

ANSWER 3

The purposef the flag and hail is to do as much as is practical afloat to make the protestee aware of a potential protes
If the protest form claims that the flag and hail were prompt, and when the protestee does not, when asked, dispute th
the objective of theule has been achieved, and there is no need to investigate fittesr the protest form is ambiguous

or silent, or when the protestee objects on this point, the protest committee must investigate.

QUESTION 4
What should a protestor do when Wwishes to protest, but is already displaying his own protest flag in respect of a
previous incident?

ANSWER 4
It will be sufficient to hail, a second flag is not required

Questions from the Bristol Corinthian YC

RYA 1999/2

Rule 60.1, Righto Protest; Right to Request RedresfRule 69 Action

Rule 60.2, Right to Protest; Right to Request Redress or Rule 69 Action
Rule 62.1(b), Redress

Afterannci dent, a boat may both protest another boat and
both options being used together. A race committee cannot be compelled to exercise its right to protest.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Waveridemrotesed a number of boats at the start of a race for failing to obey a sailing instruction that required them to
keep clear of the line while others were starting. She also asked for redress because the race committee had not protes
these boats. The protesimmittee dismissed the protest as invalid on the grounds that the protestor had failed to notify
the protestees as required by rule 61.1(a).

It also dismissed the request for redress, finding it invalid firstly because it was received outside thmittiared li
secondly because its interpretation of rule 60.1(a) was that a boat could either protest or request redress, but not both:
a protest had been lodged the request was not valid.

Waveriderappealed.
DECISION
Waveridebs appeal is di smissed.
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The prdest was correctly dismissed as invdletause it did not meet the requirementsiia 61.1(afor informing the
other boats

The request for redress, had it not been late, would also have fagdldgld that theace committeevas required to
prote¢ t he | isted boats, but the word oO6mayé in rule 660.
boat or not, and cannot be compelled to do so.

However, the protest committee was incorrect in deciding that a boat cannot both proésktfandedrestor the same
incident For instance, it is not unusual after a collision for a boat to protest the other boat under a rule of Part 2 and, whe
there has been damage, ask for redress under rule 62.1(b).

Waveriderv 527and 4 other boatfeques for Redress byVaverider Lymington Town SC

RYA 1999/3

Rule4.1(a), Acceptance of the Rules

Rule 63.1, Hearings: Requirement for a Hearing
Rule 76.1, Exclusion dBoats or Competitors

By participating in a race, a competitor agrees to be governed by the rules, as defined, despite any assertion to th
contrary.

A race committee cannot disqualify a boat, exespequired underules 30.3 30.4and 78.21In all othercircumstances

it must protest her for any alleged rule breaches.

To reject or cancel the entry of a boat in a series under rule 7@rt@nisingauthority or race committee must do so
before the first race of the series.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Sl14,Safey Regul ati ons, pl aced the r esponsiShackelieved thitthe a
course set by the race committee was dangerous and wrotetgdhesingclub saying that he would hold the club liable

for any damage to his boat. Neverthel8ssckstarted and completed the race, but was disqualified by the réoer off

and not awarded a finishing time. The race committee lodged no written protest, nor did it explain the reasons for the
disqualification.Shockrequested redress.

After a hearing, the protest c¢ommi t¢pedmte dceeptandesoida spetifia t ,

safety sailing instructiorghock s r ace entry had been invalidated. She
committee refused redress and, invoking rule 76, reclassifiedkas DNS.Shockappealed.

DECISION

Shock s appeal is upheld: she is to be reinstated and g

The race committee disqualifi®@hockunder rule 76 without protesting hétowever, except as required hyes30.3
30.4and 78.2a race committee has powers to score a boat DSQ on its own initiative.

Rule 76 permits anrganisingauthority or race committee to reject or refuse an entry, but not to disqualify a boat, and a
race committee asrganisingauthority wishing to use rule 76 must, in a serdes,before the first race of that series.

The protest committee reclassifi8iockas DNS, but DNS (like DNC and DNF) is a statement of fact, and in this case
not appropriate sincBhockstarted.

Rule 4.1(a) states that by participating in a race each aitgr agrees to be governed by the rufe® u is @ defined
term that covers, in detail, all documents governing an event. When a competitor races, he signifies that he agrees wi
the conditions of entryBy racing,Shock s owner accept eStockvdsentitkedtoargsult er ms an

Request for Redress I8hock Guernsey YC

RYA 1999/4
Rule 62.1, Redress

A boat that believes she has been adversely affected by a mistake of the racteepiymivhich chooses not to race
or to continue racing although able to do so, is not without fault, since she contributes to her own worsened score, an
so is not entitled to redress.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The watch used by the race officer to startrém®e was some 35 minutes fast, and so the race was started before its
advertised time, in very light aiBluewas not able to reach the starting line for her starting signal. She would have been
able to do so if the race had started at the correet @timer boats were able to make a satisfactory &aredid not try

to start, returned to the shore, was scored DNS, and asked for redress, which was refused. She appealed.

DECISION
Bluebs appeal is dismissed.

The race officer made a mistake, which affected &ile Any prejudice that might have resulted became irrelevant
when, rather than sail the courBéyemade no attempt to race and elected to return adRole62.1 states that in order
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forredressto e gi ven, a boatds score must be maloethepurgpsesdfi c a
rule 62.1,Blue was not without faultbecause it was her own actitimat had deprived her of a score for a finishing
position.

Request for Redresy Blue, Pwllheli SC
RYA 1999/5

Definitions, Keep Clear
Rule 2, Fair Sailing

When a givavay boat is already breaking a rule of Section A of Part 2 by not keeping clear, deliberate doatanbt
necessarily break rule 2.

SUMMARY

Before the starting signal, two boats were reaching on starboard tack toward the committee vessel at the end of the starti
line. L established her leeward overlap when there was room for W to keep clear. Wmada t t e mpt t o ke
crewl eaned out and touched an item of Wb6s equipment wh
was that her crew had touched W to prove that W was too close to be described as keeping clear.

The protest comittee found that W had broken rule 11 and disqualified her. It also found that L had broken rule 2 by
making deliberate contact with W, citigS Case 73W appealed

DECISION
Wés appeal is di smissed: however, L is to be reinstat
INWSCase 73, Wwakeeping cl ear, so that L&és action in deli be

than to cause W to break rule 11. In the present case, the protest committee was satisfied that W was already not keep
clear, as defined, before contactweed (even though there was no contact between the hulls or equipment of the boats)
and so W was already breaking rule 11 when contact was made by the crew member oftfievagHhioat; thus rule

2 was not broken.

The contact was an infringement ofaul4, but rulet3.1 exonerateshe rightof-way when the contact does not cause
injury or damage.

Jaggav Chalkhill Blue, Brighton Marina YC

RYA 1999/6
Rule 643, Decisions: Decisions on Redress

While it is to be avoided wherone equitable arrangements are available, abandonment may, very occasionally, be the
least unfair optionA race officer cannot overrule a sailing instruction.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

In a youth event on a reservoir with 259 boats, parking and launchingemants were difficult. The Topper fleet of

111 had a single start, (warning signal scheduled for 1130), and on the first day found their launching delayed. A sailing
instruction prohibited launching until a black ball signal was lowerad.signal was 8k displayed at 1100.

Just after 1100, a race official, realising that the black ball signal should have been removed, but unable to get this dor
promptly, told several competitors that they could now launch, and some did so. The black ball was tdli®®drae

race officer started the race five minutes before the scheduled time. As a result, many boats were unable to reach t
starting area in time for a reasonable start and requested redress.

The protest committee found that they had been affegtéuelrace committee errors, and granted redress by abandoning
the race.

Walsdosand other Toppers requested redress in their turn, asking for the race to be reinstated with individual boats gettin
some other form of redress. This was refused Wadsdosappealed. In her appeal she suggested that the sailing
instruction prohibiting launching before the signal was lowered had been overruled by the action of the race official.

DECISION
Walsdo$ s appeal is di smissed.

While it is to be avoided when moeguitable arrangements are available, abandonment may, very occasionally, be the
least unfair option.

In this case, the launching problems were considerably aggravated by the start being made early and the effects of t
race commi tt e e B(wotjustromtberbsats seeking fedressf) drecuaquantifiable. The RYA sees no grounds
for overturning the protest committeebs decThsapplicantat t
is not correct when he says that the black &ighal had been overruled by the race officer. This could be effected only
by a change to sailing instructions. Any earlier launching broke this sailing instruction, and any boat that decided not tc
launch until the signal was lowered was correct to wait.

Request for Redress Malsdos Datchet Water SC
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RYA 1999/7
Rule 642, Decisions Penalties

The decision of a protest committee may be altered only when a case is reopened or on appeal. It is not open to a clt
sailingcommitte t o change a protest committeeds decision.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Alchemistwas OCS at the start of the Round Téland Race. She tried to return to the-giat side of the starting line,
but was not seen by the race committee to have done so, and was given a finishiregalisel by a 5% time penalty,
as permitted by the sailing instructio®he requested regks, believing that she had returned correctly.

The protest committee found that she had tried but failed to return correctly. Another sailing instruction permitted the
protest committee to waive any penalty if it decided that a boat had broken ahatethan a rule of Part 2, when the
infringement had had no significant effect on the outcome of the race. Using this sailing instruction, the protest committee
finding that she had not gained any advantage from her incorrect starlghemistredressdy removing the 5% time
penalty from her finishing time.

The sailing committee of the cldvganisingthe race overruled this decision and disqualifdchemist She appealed.

DECISION
Alchemisd sppeal upheldsheis to be reinstated into her finishipgsition.

The protest committee was entitled to use the sailing instruction permitting it to waive the penahig, RN& sees no
reason to questioits decision.

Neither a race committee nor the sailing committee of a club has the authority to otlestaecision of a protest
committee. The race committee, as a party to the hearing, had the option to request a reopening (rule 66), or to appe
(rule 70.1). It did neither.

Request for Redress Bychemist Island SC

RYA 1999/8
Rule 32.1b), Shortening or Abandoning After the Start

When the wind falls light in a race that cannot be shortened, it is not proper for the race committee to abandon until it is
unlikely that any boat will finish within thecetime limit. The possility of a revival of the wind must be taken into
account.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The starting and finishing line for a handicap centreboard race was a transit from the shore, and there were no facilitie
for the race committee to go afloat to shorten ateknThe race would have been finished after three laps, andcine

time limit was two hours. The leading boat had sailed the first two laps in just over 20 minutes for each lap. The wind
then dropped, and the leading boat made only limited progress ekt 25 minutes. Some boats chose to stop racing.

At that point, the race officer signalled an abandonment from the shore flag mast, out of sight and earshot of the flee
which continued racing. The wind picked up, and the remaining boats crossedstiieg line within theacetime limit.

The boat that would have won on handicap asked for redress, which was refused on the grounds that the decision of t
race officer to abandon was correct at the time he made it. The protest committee refeeisiais @ the RYA.

DECISION
The decision of the protest committee@rected and the case is returned to the protest committee to grant redress.

When the race was abandoned, there were still 55 minutes for the leading boat to sail less thanteathpréhaously

been sailed in just over 20 minutes, which would have resulted in finishing places for all other boats that fseshed

rule 35. It could not have properly been said at that moment that it was unlikely that any boat would finishewvihan th

time limit, since there was sufficient time for a stronger breeze to return. The decision to abandon was premature, an
redress is to be granted to those boats that continued to race, based on the recorded rounding times at the end of
second lap

It should be noted that the decision to abandon would have been equally improper had no boat then crossed the finishi
line within theracetime limit, but that could not result in redress, since in the absence of the abandonment the boats
would not hae had scores for finishing positions.

Request for Redress by Laser2 5749, reference from Lancing SC

RYA 1999/9
Rule 8, Reschedule&vent

When a race is abandoned, and the race committee or protest committee decideslthsd resailed on another day,
rule 80 applies. A boat that had entered but not sailed the abandoned race has a right to take part. A boat that took part
in the abandoned race but is not able to participate in the resail is not entitled to redresthaginthe abandonment
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resulted from her own previous request for redress, provided that the race committee acts reasonably in deciding a dat
for the resail.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The notice of race and sailing instructions for ad€k series, with twoistards, did not require an entry to be made in
writing, and Flying Fifteens on their moorings were deemed to be entrants, scoring points for DNS when they did not
take part.

After a race sailed in JunBpnes Jonerequested redress, and as a result tbeegt committee abandoned the race and
ordered aresail. The race was rescheduled for 29th August, the last practical date in thBasesdonethen suffered
damage and was unable to take part. The rescheduling was arranged by the owner, @flif2@/28 the sailing secretary

of the club. ff2278 had not taken part in the abandoned race, but competed in seven of the other nine races in the serie

After the resailed rac&ones Joneagain requested redress, this time on the grounds that ff2278, dudcnot sailed

the original race, had been allowed to sail in the rescheduled race, and because the resail date had been impossible
herself Bones Jongsecause of boat damage. The protest committee held the resailed race to be invalid fonthe reaso
asserted bones Joneand abandoned it. It then gave redress of average points to those boats that raced in the first race
in which ff2278 had not started.

The race committee appealed.

DECISION
The race committeeds apepaaheldon9thuApdus drelto standy iacluding the resulsof o
ff2278.

The decision by the protest committee to resail the first race is not the subject of this appeal and is thereforeteedbe accep

In deciding the claim for redress Bpnes Jongeghe protest committee made an error when it decided that ff2278 was
not entitled to take part in the resail. ff2278 was an entrant (albeit not a starter) in the race in question by \ertue of th
clubés sailing instruct ieseschauled ratetineaccerdamnce withr@l@e8 i t 1 ed t o

When the date is chosen for a race to be resailed, it often follows that a boat that sailed the abandoned race is unable
take part in the resail. Provided that all boats that entered the first race fieel wdtihe resail date, and that the date is
chosen fairly, there is no error by the race committee and no boats are entitled to redress on the grounds of the reschedu
date.

The salling secretary made every effort to ensure that the resail dateasuitedy people as possible. She cannot be held
responsible, due to circumstances outside her control, for a competitor not being able to start. The fact that theagppellant
unable to race on the day chosen for the rescheduled race was unfortunatemiuhproper action of the race committee.

Request for Redress IBponeslones County Antrim YC

RYA 2000/5
Definitions, Sail the Course
Rule 28.1, Sailing the Race

When the sailing ineuctions state that a mark is to be rounded, boats shall do so, even if the intentions of the race
committee were otherwise. However, a boat that did not do so for good safety reasons would be entitled to redress.
Thestringint he def i niCtiuoistekd Eken o liet when taut, in navigable water only.

When a marldesignated a rounding mai& too close to the rhumb line from the previous mark to the next mark for a
boat to be able to decide visually whether it has to be looped, a boat that does not loop it and is succetestaly isro
entitled to redress-However, she will not be engt to redress if the marks are charted and the boat can be expected to
carry charts that will show that the mark can be rounded only by looping it.

@Rebbeck d
Brownsea

Island

ASSUMED FACTS
The Club asked questions that arose from a protest where thdirtihdor any appeal had expired. The sailing
instructions required all marks to be rounded. The course set included Rebbecks (S), Oscar (P), Bell (S). The rac
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commi ttee had intended that Oscar was tceawhydronethelstaring a
line being used by other boats.

QUESTION 1
Were boats entitled to interpret the true intentions of the race committee and not loop Oscar?

ANSWER 1
No. The sailing instructiondesignated alnarks to beounding marksand therefce the only correct course was to loop
Oscar. The fact that the intentions of the race committee were to the contrary does not change this.

QUESTION 2
If a boat decided not to loop Oscar and was successfully protested, could she then seek redress?

ANSWER 2

For redress the granted, there must be some improper act or omission by the Race Committee. Requiring Oscar to b
looped was not automatically an improper action of the race committee. If some boats elected not to round Oscar, wel
successfully protesteand then sought redress, then a protest committee might rightly regard the setting of such a course
as an improper action if it brought the fleet into conflict with other boats in the vicinity of the starting line. If satise bo
looped Oscar and otherlase not to do so for safety reasons, then it is possible that the only equitable redress might be
to abandon the race.

Further questions unrelated to the diagram:

QUESTION 3

Must the string referred to e definitionSail the Coursewhendrawntaut, ie in navigable water only?

ANSWER 3

There is no direct guidance inthe rule itself oWl8c ases. However, it would be curi

as passing over dry land, and the pragmatic interpretation is that the stringdnatveriaut, lies in navigable waters
only, is caught on headlands, passes to one side afandgable shallows or prohibited areas, and follows the course of
ariver.

To decide differently might sometimes mean that a mark identified by the sailing instructionmsiadiag mark would
otherwise have to be looped, requiring a boat to cross her own wake.

An analogy can be drawn with the separate and different requirement in the defimtgrto cross the finishing line
from thecourse sideThis has the effect@fr ohi bi ti ng 6hook finishesdé in open
is quite possible that the course of a river can result in the line being approached in the opposite direction from the rhum
line from the last mark. Here too, it is implittitat the direction of the course is constrained by physical geography.

Similar situations can occur with a sea course that finishes within a harbour.

QUESTION 4
What are the obligations on a boat when a rounding mark is laid close to the rhumb linesffmevtbus mark to the
next mark?

ANSWER 4
If, from observations afloat, competitors cannot be expected to be sure on which side of the rhumb line it lies, then
competitor who does not loop it and is protested shoulyives redrestf in fact it should have been looped.

However, if fixed marksare used and if boats can be expected to have a chart on board, then the charted position will
determine whether the mark has to be looped.

Questions from Parkstone YC

RYA 2001/1
Definitions, Sail the Course
Rule 28.1, Sailing thRace

A leg of a course does not end until the mark ending it has been left on the required side. When a boat leaves a mark
her wrong side, it is only at that mark that she must unwind and round reectter course. Her course around any
subsequent mar ks, bet ween making her mistake and corr

ASSUMED FACTS
A boat leaves a mark on her wrong side. She rounds one or more further marks correctly. Shéséehaeatror.

QUESTION
May she return directly to the mark concerned, there to correct her mistake? Or must she first retrace her course via tl
other marks to unwind her string?

ANSWER
She may return directly to the mark concerned.
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A leg has not been owpleted until the mark ending it has been left on the required side. A boat that makes an error by
leaving a mark on the wrong side will fail the string test describ#tkinlefinitionSail the Courseinless she returns to
correct her error. If she contias to sail the course, later marks have a required side as if she had not made an error.
However, when a boat begins to return to correct an error, she resumes sailing the leg on which she made her error a
all marks she has rounded or passed since makaerror no longer have a required side. When her string is drawn taut,

it will not catch on those later marks, which become relevant again only when her error has been corrected, after whic
they must be rounded or passed correctly.

Question from Minina YC

RYA 2001/2
Rule 2, Fair Sailing
Rule 61.3, Protest Requirements: Protest Time Limit

When a boat believes that she may have broken a rule and retires in compliance with the Basic Principlesesio&enay
her retirement within protest or declaration time if she later realises that she did not in fact breakHoméer, if she
is not acting in good faith, she breaks rule 2, Fair Sailing.

ASSUMED FACTS
Boat A lodged a protest against boats B arfdr&ailing the wrong course. Boat B did not believe she had done so, but

6did the sportsmanli ke thingdé and retired. Boat C di
race committee, and found that her protest was unjustiieel withdrew her protest against boat C.

QUESTION

Was boat B then entitled to 6unretired?

ANSWER

The rules are silent with regard to O6unretiringd. Whe

an Incident: Taking Renalty, for having gained a significant advantage or causing serious damage in the act of touching
a mark or breaking a rule of Part 2, that is irrevocable.

When a boat retires for some other reason, as in this case, and has indicated her retirementheittzese committee

or to another boat, she may reverse this decision before the end of protest time or declaration time, whichever is earlie
provided that she has not broken any other rule imtéantime For instance, retiring during a race, usireg engine,

and then resuming racing would preclude dunretirement

However, if she has no good reason to O6unretirebod, s h
necessary, extend the protest time limit for any boats that digrocted with a protest against her because of her initial
retirement.

Question from Royal Southampton YC

RYA 2001/3

Rule 43.1c), Exoneration

Rule 44.1(b), Penalties at the Time of an Incident: T@kifPenalty
Rule 642, Decisions: Penalties

Damage includes something that a prudent owner would repair promptly. Damage includes damage a boat causes t
herself. Damage may be serious, even if both boats are able to continue to race.

When a boat may have caused injury or serious damage in breaking of Part 2 or rule 31 but does not retire, a
protest against her is to be heard and decided on the basis of the appropriate rule. Only when she is found to have broke
such a rule and to have caused injury or serious damage does the question lidraampith rule 44.1(b) become
relevant.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

There was a prstart collision between boats A and B. Boat B took atiwos penalty. Boat A protested. The protest
committee disqualified boat B under rule 44.1(b), for causing serious daamndgqot retiring. The cost of repairing both
boats was substantial, boat B having come out the worse with an exposed core and a displaced bulkhead. Both boats |
completed the race and a further race that day. Boat B appealed, on the grounds tlsatofheepairs alone did not
constitute serious damage if a boat was able to continue racing.

DECISION
B6s appeal is dismissed.

The serious damage referred to in rule 44.1(b) includes damage a boat causes to herself as a result of breaking a rule
Part 2.

WS Case 19 gives some examples of questions to ask when deciding whether there is damage. It also states that 'lt is
possible to define 'damage’ comprehensively'. The protest committee used a different andos@ted criterion,
which the RYA supprts, namely whether what had happened to the boats was something that a prudent owner woulc

94



repair promptly, even though the boats were able to continue racing. There is no doubt that both boats required prom,
attention, and so there was damage.

The RYAupholds the protest committee’s conclusion that the damage was serious, based on both the extent and type
the damage and the cost of repairs to both boats both in absolute terms and relative to the value of the boats. The fact t
one or both boats caiontinue racing does not preclude damage from being serious.

B6s disqualification was stated to be for not retiri
under rule 44 opens a boat to bepanalisé for her breach of the relant rightof-way rule (or rule 31). When a boat
protests under rule 44, her protest is to be corrected and heard accordapghrtyfto the protest is found to have broken

a rule of Part 2 or rule 31, and also to have caused injury or serious damggméd a significant advantage), but had
not retired, then the protest committee ipémalisener for breaking the relevant rule of Part 2 or rule 31.

The fact that a boat has caused injury or serious damage and has retired does not preverteiny diexight against
her and heard. The outcome, if unfavourable to a boat that has retired, will be that she cpaenalidet, but the facts
found can lead to redress for another boat.

Audaciousr CommunicatorRoyal Southern YC
RYA 2001/5

Definition, Keep Clear
Rule 16.1, Changing Course

When a rightof-way boat changes course and deprives a-gisg boat of room to keep clear, she will have complied
with rule 16.1 by making a furthehange to a course that will give the other boat room to keep clear.

Wwind at ,
S ' @gﬂ
P3
P2
’ S3
P1 i /
y 4 b
SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

S and P were clodgauled on opposite tacks. When they were just over two lengths from each other, a wind shift lifted
S and headed H.both boats had held their new courses, S would have made contact with the starboard quarter of P.

S bore away and passed astern of P. There was no contact. S protested P undd@ihrilgrd@st committee found that,

on their original courses, P wouhdwve crossed S, without S needing to take avoiding action. When S changed course, P
could only stand on after being headed, which was all she could do to try to keep clear of S. It dismissed the protes
stating that S6és avoi Bbyithe gindshift $ appealadas made necessary

DECISION
S6s appeal is di smissed.

Before the boats changed course, P was keeping clear of S, as required by rule 10. When S changed course, she
required by rule 16.1 to give P room to keep clear. She did this by bearayg

420 49820 v 420 49956, RYA Volvo Youth Championship

RYA 2001/6

Definitions, Sail the Course

Rule 28.1, Sailing thRace

Rule 32.2, Shortening or AbandaniAfter the Start

When a course is shortened, the finishing line is at the line or to the mark that is nearest to the finishing veskeltdithe
course signal is made when boats still have to round other marks before they would reach the negvifrgstiiey shall

sail so as to leave those marks on the required side and in the correct order, unless the sailing instructions make some ott
provision.
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ASSUMED FACTS

The course is 1 81 7, marks to be left to port, twaps, and boats must cross the starting and finishing line from the
committee boat to buoy 5 at the end of each lap. During the first lap, the race corbodtségnals a shortened course
when the leading boats are approaching buoy 8.

QUESTION 1

Which is the finishing line? To buoy 8 (200 metres from the committee boat), in which case is it now to be left to
starboard? To buoy 7 (75 metres from the committee boat), in which case is it now to be left to starboard? Or to buoy
(30 metres from the commiteboat)?

ANSWER 1
Rule 32.2 refers to shortening 6atdéd a rounding mark
shorten a race, but the committee boat mu st be consi

therefore the line from the committee boat to buoy 5, under rule 32.2(b). If the finishing line had however been to eithel
buoy 8 or to buoy 7, the required side of the buoy concerned would have changed, as stated in case RYA 1980/2.

QUESTION 2
If the finishing line is to buoy 5, are boats required to continue to sail the prescribed course, thus leaving buoys 8 and
to port, before finishing?

ANSWER 2
Yes, in the absence of a sailing instruction to the contrary.

Question from Welsh Harp Sailirgssociation
RYA 2001/13

Rule 61.1(a), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee
Rule 63.5, Hearings: Validity of the Protest or Request for Redress

A glove cannot be a protest flag.

When the display of a protest flag is required but n
the validity of the protest is to be upheld even if the protestee must have been well aware of the intention to protest.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Salenawhose hull length exceeded 6 metres, hdileachwoodhat she was protesting, and, as a protest signal, displayed
a grey and red glove in her rigging. At the start of the heafingchwoodbbjected to the validity of the protest, on the
grounds that a red flag had not been flown. The protest committee foud@tizdtwoochad heard the hail and seen the
glove. It believed thatouchwoodegarded the glove, while not a flag in the normal sense, as signalling an intention to
protest, partialarly in the context of three hails froBalenato Touchwood o0 keep <c¢cl ear, a hail
take a penalty, and a radio message f&atenaon an open channel that she was protesting.

Touchwoodvas disqualified for not keeping clear, aaqupealed.

DECISION
Touchwood s appeal is upheld and she is reinstated into h

The RYA is satisfied thalouchwoodbjected to validity at the start of the hearing, and was therefore entitled to appeal.

Rule 61.1(a) required a boat®fa | elangtld te display a red protest flag. The glove displayed was not a red flag, nor
did it comply with the requirement WS Case 72 to be seen primarily as a flag. In the words of the protest committee
i tsel f, it was O6nobt, aanfd,agevienn tihfe tnhoer nparlo tseesntsoer 6 s i nt
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protestee is entitled to contest the validity of a protest when the requirements of rule 61.1(a) are not complied with
Touchwoods reinstated into her finishing position.

Saknav TouchwoodLiverpool YC

RYA 2001/15

Rule 60.3(a)(1), Right to Protest; Right to Request Redress or Rule 69 Action
Rule 63.1, Hearings: Requirement for a Hearing

Rule 632, Hearings; Time and Place of the Hearing; Time for Parties to Prepare

When a protest committee learns from an invalid protest of an incident that may have resulted in injury or serious damag
and decides to protest a boat named as a party in the inpadidst, it must lodge a fresh protest against her, and she is
entitled to new notification of the new hearing, even if she was the protestee in the invalid protest and had been properl
notified of the original hearing but had not been present.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Aninawas seriously damaged in a collision wittom and lodged a protest against lslomwas not represented at the
protest hearing. The protest committee decided to continue with the hearing under rule 63.3(b), as a notice calling th
heaing had been posted as required by the sailing instructions. It then founihthathad not complied with rule
61.1(a)#), and so the protest was invalid. However, it decided to continue the hearing, relying on rule 60.3(a)(1), and the
original notificaton of the hearingAtomwas disqualified, and this decision was recordedmnad s pr ot est f ©

When she realised thiatomasked for a reopening, stating that, while she did not deny she was involved in a collision,
she had never been notified Aginaof any intention to protest, and, indeed, thoughtMmmab s pr ot est wou
against a third boat involved in the incident. When this was refused, she appealed.

DECISION
Atomdbs appeal is uphel d, afindhingpositon.s to be reinstated i1

When a protest is found invalid, but the protest committee then wishes to proceed under rule 60.3(a)(1) because it lear
of serious damage from the invalid protest form, the requirements of rules 61 and 63 apply anew. The protist commi
should have called a fresh hearing with a new protest form, and nétifietbf the time and place of the hearing.

Aninav Atom Royal Dart Y.C.

RYA 2002/1
Rule 62.2, Redress

When a boat complains in writing that her sctv@s been adversely affected by an improper action of the protest
committee, the protest committee shall treat this as a request for redress, even when it was lodged as an invalid reque
to reopen a hearing, For the request to succeed, a complainantestasiish an improper action or omission of the
protest committee that mademight makes i gni fi cant | y waorplacen atrasesot serletlerdughsio s ¢ o
fault of her own. These are matters to be established during the hearing, and eviésugetarting her claim need not

be set out in the written complaint or request, although the reason for the request must be stated. However, the scope
the hearing is to be limited to the essence of theptzomt.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

At the Wayfarer Iternational Championship, on a heavgather day, the protest committee gave redress in race 3 to
four boats that claimed that they were given insufficient time after being released from the beach to reach the startin
area. The redress was the averagjatsof the first two races sailed the previous day, when conditions were less onerous.

Another boatReally Random | odged a f or m ilad sstbe df oG Prroetqeusets t Sorfnor r
which she had ticked a broxopmanr kleada roiReqgéu.e s$h éb ya sbkoead  tét
the redress granted to the four boats to éa more appr
unspecified way in deciding the method of awarding redress in the psevése, and that this had, also in some
unspecified way, adversely affected her.

The protest committee, examining the form before starting the hearing, decidedalptRandorhad not been a party

to the earlier hearings, and so was not entitled tdask reopening. It then decided that the document might rank as a
request for redress, but that there was nothing in the form to indicateghyRandond s  socptacem a race or
series had beesr might bemade significantly worse by some impropetion of the earlier protest committeedeed,

it was not clear what was the basis for the request.

The protest committee call&®gally Randoradvised her that her request to reopen was invalid, but that it would consider
the form as a request fordress werd&keally Randonto modify the form to make clear how the previous decision might

be improper, and how it had affectedallyRandond s sReallyRandondeclined to do so, and after some 45 minutes

of argument about this betweReallyRandormand the protest committee, the hearing was declared closed for invalidity,

as the request had failed to indicate which rule or principle had been broken or ignored by the earlier protest committee

ReallyRandomappealed, seeking either a reopening or a redress hearing, noting that further information had come tc
light since the original O0hearingbé6.
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DECISION
The appeal is upheld to the extent that the protest committee is to decide the request for redress.

ReallyRandomodged a form asking for the reopening of a hearing to which she was not a party. The protest committee
correctly found that she was not entitled to make such a request, since rule 66 applies only to parties to the origin:
hearing. However, havingeceived a written request which, unlike the claim in case RYA 1994/3, had at least the
beginnings of a request for redress, the protest committee was required by rule 63.1 to hear the claim as a request |
redress in the manner prescribed by rules 68dugh to 63.6.

Having correctly opened a hearing the first duty was to establish the validity of the claim. The protest committee decidec
that the content was insufficient to proceed. The protest committee was incorrect in this. The wording on his form
indicates that the claimant considered that his boat was adversely affected because the protest committee had ac
incorrectly in deciding the method of awarding redress in the previous case. This is sufficient for a request for redres
underrule 62 to bevalid, and the protest committee was required to proceed with the hearing of evidence and arguments
of ReallyRandom

The questions it asked BfeallyRandomwhen addressing validity were precisely those on which a substantive decision
would have been badeln effect, the hearing of the request continuedrReallyRandomwas given every opportunity
to make out her case during the discussions that followed.

The protest committee is therefore now required to decide this as a valid request for Bathexdsn what it learned

during the hearing and subsequent discussion, it is to find facts, draw conclusions, and either award or refuse redre:
This specifically excludes consideration of any matters in the appeal that come within the scope (in thesappetiaht'

of ' further information (that) has come to light since the original request was made', since these would not have bee
before it had the request been decided at the iM&Case 80 requires a protest committee to limit its findings to the
issuedescribed in the protesReallyRandomis therefore not entitled to offer further evidence, and the decision shall be
communicated in writing to the appellant and the RYARéallyRandonis not satisfied with the decision, she is entitled

to ask for aeopening under rule 66 or to appeal under rule 70.1.

ReallyRandond s r equest¥C East Down

RYA Notei the subsequent decision of the protest committee was that there were no grounds to give redress, and the requestdsnredasess

RYA 2002/2
Rule 16.1, Changing Course

When a rightof-way boat changes course and the giegy boat is unable to keep clear, despite acting promptly in a
seamanlike way, room has not been given.

SUMMARY OF THEFACTS

L and W, each 7m sportsboats, were reaching in a feBceind. W, some 3m to windward, was flying a spinnaker. L,
slightly ahead, was not. L luffed vigorously, and W promptly tried to bear away astern of her. She did not succeed, ant
there was comtct. L protested and was herself disqualified under rule 16.1. She appealed, saying it was a clear case of
windward boat forcing a passage, and that she, L, was not able to avoid the contact. The protest committee observed tl
W had to alter course toytto keep clear, and that bearing away presented the better opportunity to avoid a violent impact.

DECISION
Lés appeal is dismissed.

W was required by rule 11 to keep clear of L, and, prior to the incident, was doing so. L luffed violently. W trigd to kee
clear in a seamanlike way but was unable to do so. L did not therefore give W room to keep clear when she change
course and so broke rule 16.1.

W broke rule 11 but wasailing within the room to which she was entiti&thewasexonerated under rués.1(b).
Wild West Hero v Limbo DancgParkstone YC.

RYA 2002/3
Rule 14, Avoiding Contact
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When there is contact that causes damage, a-offtay boat does not break rule 14 if it was not reasonably possible
for her to avoid contéc

Wind

SUMMARY

In the J/24 National Championships, #nd B were closbauled on starboard tack. A was some distance ahead and to
leeward of B. P was clod®auled on port tack on a collision course with A. P did not keep cleaaaflAto avoid her,

A was compelled to cradiack on to port, and that tack put her directly ahead of B. B then tried to avoid contact, but
there was a collision resulting in damage. B protested A. The protest committee found that the tack was sothlatse to B
contact was inevitable. It disqualified both bda#sunder rule 10, and B under rule 14 for failing to anticipate a problem
between A and P and so take earlier action to avoid the collision. B appealed.

DECISION
B6s appeal i s umhmdtattd Both A and B a

While B tried to avoid A, she was unable to do so. A broke Raileul was compelled to do so by the action of P. A is
therefore exonerated in accordance with Rudé(a).

Rule 14 requires a boat to avoid contact with another boat ortlysifréasonably possible to do so. When a boat on
starboard tack is confronted withkaeepclearboat that has taken violent evasive action immediately ahead of her, the
reaction time required to take steps to avoid contact can be too long to permittsuchoabe taken successfully. In

those circumstances it is not reasonably possible to avoid contact and the boat concerned does not break Rule 14 if cont
occurs. B is also reinstated.

Rolling Stocky Jalapeng Yacht Clubs of Weymouth

RYA 2002/4
Definitions, Sail the Course
Rule 28, Sailing th&®ace

A boat is not to bpenalisel for not leaving a starting mark on the required side if the buoy laid as a starting mark is not
asdescribed in the sailing instructions, if she has not been validly notified of this, and if she believes some other buoy
near the committee boat is the starting mark.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

The sailing instructions said that the starting line was from the committee boat mast to a dan buoy flying the club burgee
The race committee laid a different mark, without a burgee, and tried to notify the boats about this. No amendment t
sailing instrctions was issued, nor did the sailing instructions provide for oral changes. All the fleet started on the line
intended by the race committee, excepMitaxwing which did not arrive at the starting area until four minutes after the
start, did notrecew t he i nformation about the different buoy, z
the committee boat, as she believed that another buoy on a different alignment was the starting line mark.

Kathleed s pr ot &Vsxiwingfogrmtisailiagthe course was dismissed, and she appealed. The protest committee
observed that that starting line did not comply with the sailing instructions, and so né/againgincluded, could be

said to have started correctly: and tf&xwingbegan to sail theourse, four minutes late, from a position close to the
committee boat, having closed it to check the course, and so gained no advantage.

DECISION
Kathleed s appeal is di smissed.

The appeal and the original protest allege Wakwingdid not leave the sting line mark on the correct side. The
protest committee found as a fact that there was no starting line mark as described in the sailing instructions. The appella
gives no grounds for the RYA to question this or any of the other facts found, omitlastons and decision of the
protest committee.

Kathleenv Waxwing Hamble River S.C.
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RYA 2002/5

Sportsmanship and the Rules

Rule 14, Avoiding Contact

Rule 16.1 Changing Course

Rule 43.1(a), Exoneration

Rule 44.1(b), Penalties at the time of an Incident: Taking a Penalty
Rule 642(a), Decisions: Penalties

When a boatetires promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has comptle@portsmanship and the Rules
in respect of any rule@part from rule 2she may have broken. When there is serious damage which may have been her
responsibility, she is, by reitng, exempted from further penalties in respect of that incident.

When a boat acquires right of way or when a rightvay boat alters course, she is required to give room for the other
boatto keepclear. The givavay boat must promptly manoeuvre in aywéhich offers a reasonable expectation that she
will keep clear. If the give way boat fails to keep clear she will break the relevanbfiglaty rule unless she was not
given room for that manoeuvre.

Whena right-of-way boat changes her course to coynpith rule 14 because the givaay bat is already not keeping
clear, the rightof-way boatis exonerated if in the proceshe breaks rule 16.1

When it is clear that a givevay boat that is limited in henanoeuvrabilitycannot or will notkeepclear, and theright-
of-way boat maintains a collision course with her, the rightvay boatbreaksrule 14, even if the actions tfe give

way boat hinder the righvf-way boat from avoiding a collision.

Z p

&

e
Direction Q
of start @

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Before the start for twhanded cruiseracers in a force 4 wind, S was approaching the starting line to start on a broad
reach. P, thinking that the start was to windward, was approaching the starting line from the course side-bawdezlose
course, hwly and with sheets eased. Had they held their courses, contact would have occurred.

S hailed at six lengths, and luffed to a course that was still a collision course. P did not hear the hail. When they were tw
lengths apart, P saw S for the firsttimeéh st arted to tack, which put her acr
of P, then, when it was clear that this would not succeed, luffed to try to cross her bow. There was contact before |
reached a closkauled course on starboard tack. S s&®usly damaged and retired promptly. She protested P.

The protest committee disqualified both boats, P for breaking rule 13, and S, firstly for breaking rule 14, as she coulc
have avoided contact by an earlier decisive change of course in eitheiodjracid secondly, under rule 16.1, for
changing course and not giving P room to keep clear.

S appealed.

DECISION
S 6 s dsppheldatd the extent that the disqualification of S, and the finding that she had broken Rale Bhiulled

When a boat teées promptly after an incident, for whatever reason, she has complied with the Basic Principle,
Sportsmanship and the Rules, in respect of any (agest from rule 23he may have brokelm so doing, she is exempted

from further penalties in respedtthat incident. Se&/S Case 99. When there is serious damage which may have been
her responsibility, she is, by retiring, taking the penalty in rule 44.1(b) and she is exempted from further penalties in
respect of that incident becauserae 64.2(3). Sis to be score®RET.

In general, a righof-way boat should be found to have broken rule 16.1 only if thevgayeboat cannot keep clear after
taking proper action to try to keep clear inresponse totheafghtay b oat 6 s changi gegpfcausair s e
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frustrates what otherwise was a successful keeglgay. Since P was unaware of S during S's hardening up between 6
and 2 lengths apart, and was therefore not acting to keep clear, S should not be found to have broken rule 16 during tt
time.

The protest committee found that, from 2 lengths apart, S's alterations of course were an attempt to avoid collision witl
a giveway boat. Ssailed on a collision course until contact was imminent when she changed course to comply
with rule 14 which says h a t negdnet act to avoid contaatil it is clear that the other boat is not keeping clear

or gi v i Thg meansdahatd was already breaking a lthis circumstance if the avoiding action by S (whether
successful or not) breaks rule 16 she is entitled to exonerationrufelé8.1(a), as inWS Case 88P had been givevay

boat at all relevant times, first under rule 10, then under rule 13, asiblyounder rule 21.1As S did not break rule

16.1, P was correctly disqualified for not keeping clear of her.

S was aware of P from at least 6 boat lengths apart. With P moving very slowly, and S having good speed, and therefo
manoeuvrabilityinthose ondi ti ons, the RYA has no reason to quest:.
and therefore should under rule 14, have ladx@&reasonably tavoid contact. The decision that S broke rule 14 therefore
stands.

Percussionv Cruella de Vi Royal Naval & Royal Albert YC
RYA 2002/6

Rule 62.1 Redress
Rule 71.2 National Authority Decisions

When there is a prize for a certain category of boat within the overall results of acoanpetition for the prize ranks
as a race for the purposes of rule 62.1.

When the conditions relating to the awarding of a trophy are ambiguous, the RYA is normally no better placed than the
protest committee to interpret them.

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Guffin, a J/24 built by Westerly, entered a handicap race with an overall trophy and many additional prizes and trophie:
for boats of different classes and types, including
awarded the trophyishmiro, a Westerly Tempest, requested redress beGuifmwa s not a 6 Westerl
While J/24s were, for a while, built by Westerly, she asserted that the J/24 was not recognised as being a Westerly bo:
nor , unl i ke 0 p Goffin earryda Wékteslyt loggo dn the sail. d i d

The protest committee found that this question did not asttmircd s f i ni shi ng position in
for the overall trophy, and so addressed itself to the question as to whether, for the pafrpase62.1,Kishmircd s

score in the race had been made significantly worse, since the question of hefimaras or was not entitled to the
OWesterl yd tr Kighimyd diadv enrod!l lafrfeecead resul t.

It decided that competition forthe Westerly o phy was a O6r ace ¥ishimilohad mettheganeral 6 ,
requirement of a valid request wunder rule 62.1. Redr
nowhere further defined, either in a deed of gift or in thécaatf race.Guffin was built by Westerly. The Westerly
Owners Association (WOA) handbook allocated a WOA handicap to J/24s, and the WOA had issued a guide callec
OWesterly Goes Racingé, which incl uded astadt, bortepuposes o .
of the trophyGuffinwas a O West er |y Cthitostte R¥Aacht 6. It referred

DECISION
The decision of the protest committee is confirmed. When there is a prize for a certain category of boat within the overal
results of a rag, this itself ranks as a race for the purposes of rule 62.1, and so questions of redress can be considered.

As concerns the refusal of redress, the RYA is in no better position than the protest committee to interpret an ambiguot
condition applying to the a c e, and sees no reason to diff @ufinklas@a m t |
OWesterly Class Yacht . 6

Reference from Guernsey YC

RYA 2002/7
Rule 61.1(a), Protest Requirements: Informing the Protestee
Rule B5.3 Informing the Protestee

When rule 61.1(a) applies (whether as printed or as altered by &8 Eompliance with the requirement to hail and,
when required, to flag, fulfils the requirement to notify the protestee.

Theprotest hail procedure in radicontrolled boat racing requires the number of the protesting boat to precede the
number of the protested boat, with the word O6protest

QUESTION 1
For a protest in a radicontrolledc | ass by (say) boat 95 against boat 4/
complies with rule B.3
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