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Description of situation on the water.

The course settled on by the Principal Race Officer (PRO) on 27 Sept 2017 was 12p 11p (twice around),
creating a race course as shown below:

Due to light winds and encroaching fog, the PRO made the decision to shorten the course prior to any of
the boats rounding #11 on the first leg. The PRO did not move the RC boat relative to mark #11 in
establishing the finish line. The lead boat (#14) continued to take mark #11 to port and then tacked to
cross the finish line, as shown below:
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N
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As the lead boat #14 crossed the finish line as shown, the PRO provided a whistle finishing signal,
indicating to #14 that they had finished in first place. The first place finish for boat #14 was recorded by
the PRO as indicated in the email from Kim Lyons on 29 Sept.

Request for Redress.

Boat #14 requests redress of the RC decision to modify the scoring as provided by the PRO. This redress
request is undertaken in accordance with RRS 62.1 as Boat #14’s score and place in a race or series has
been made significantly worse by an improper action or ommission of the race committee (condition a
of 62.1), through no fault of our own. Boat 14’s score and place in the series have been made



significanly worse by this action. Not only did our score in the race in question change from 1 to DNF,
the resultant effect on our place in the summer series and the overall season would be changed from
First to Second as a result of the RC action.

The basis for this redress, relative to an improper action or ommission of the race committee, has
multiple factors.

(1)

()

(3)

(4)

The RC acted against RRS A5 — Scores determined by the race committee. By changing the
original PRO race scoring without a hearing, the RC violated this rule. None of the conditions of
the first sentence of A5 apply that allow the race committee to modify scores without a hearing.
By rule A5, only the protest committee may take other scoring actions that worsen a boat’s
score. This rule was not followed.
Regarding whether Boat #14 indeed finished, it is clear from the PRQO’s actions that Boat #14
finished as the PRO intended.
a. Firstly, by keeping the RC boat in its original position the PRO was signaling to the fleet
that the finish was to be as originally planned (per the first figure above), by taking Mark
11 to port and then crossing as shown. If an alternate finish was intended, proper race
management (as indicated in several Race Management guides) would have called for
the PRO to move the RC boat to the other side of Mark 11 so that the boats could have
finished down wind without rounding mark 11 while still keeping it to port.
b. More importantly, as boat #14 crossed the finish line as shown above, the PRO provided
a whistle finish signal indicating to boat #14 (and the remainder of the fleet) that #14
had finished in the manner intended by the PRO.
Further, Boat #14 had a significant lead over the remaining boats at the time it finished. If the
PRO had not signaled to boat #14 that it had finished, there was still sufficient time for boat #14
to reverse course, take mark #11 to starboard and finish in the opposite direction and still win
the race. However, since boat #14 had been signaled as finishing, boat #14 had no reason to
take this action and left the finish area as to not create an obstruction to other boats.
If it is determined that, by providing a finish signal to boat #14, the PRO took action that is
inconsistent with the RRS or related cases, this should be deemed an improper action or
omission of the race committee (per RRS 62.1) as the PRO is the on water representative of the
race committee. This should then contribute to the determination of redress decision, not
result in a DNF for the fleet who finished as intended (and signaled) by the PRO.

Accordingly, and in consideration of the basis for redress above, Boat #14 requests that its original first
place score as recorded by the PRO be reinstated and that equitable scoring for the remainder of the
fleet be determined in recognition of their position relative to the finish line at the completion of the

race.



