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A submission from the Chairman of the Racing Rules Committee 

Purpose or Objective 

The ‘when’ and ‘where’ requirements in rule 61.2(b) are very general. This case may help judges 
and competitors to have a clear idea of when the description does or doesn’t meet the 
requirements. 

 

Proposal 

Insert a new case as follows: 
CASE XXX 

 
 

Rule 61.2(b), Protest Contents 
 

For a protest to be valid it has to include when and where the incident occurred.  
 
Situation 

A series with 6 races are sailed over two days with 3 races each day. There are incidents 

in Race 5, which is sailed on the second day, and several protests are lodged within the 

protest time limit.  
 

Question 1 

Boat A lodges a protest against boat B, referring to an incident in Race 6. At the 

opening of the hearing, B’s representative does not object to the validity of the protest, 

but says that the incident was in Race 5 and not Race 6. On reflection, A’s representative 

agrees that B is correct. May the hearing proceed on the basis that the incident, if any, 

was in Race 5? 
 
Answer 1 

No. Rule 61.2(b) requires that the incident, including where and when it occurred, is 

identified when a protest is lodged. 

 
Question2 

Boat C lodges a protest against boat D, referring to an incident in Race 5 when Mark 

1 was rounded for the first time. D’s representative does not object to the validity of the 

protest, but says that the incident happened when Mark 1 was passed for the second time. 

On reflection, C’s representative agrees that D is correct. May the hearing proceed on the 

basis that the incident, if any, occurred at the second rounding of the mark? 
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Answer 2 

No. See answer 1.  

 

Question 3 

Boat E lodges  a protest against  boat F, referring  to an incident  in Race 2. In 

response  to a question from the protest committee chairman at the opening of the 

hearing, F’s representative says that ‘Race 2’ refers to the second race of the second day 

– which was Race 5 of the series. May the hearing proceed on the basis that the incident, 

if any, was in Race 5? 

 

Answer 3 

Yes. This is a different, but equally valid identification. The protest identifies when and 

where the incident happened. 

 
Question 4 

Would the answer to any of the questions above be different if the protestee had, at the 

opening of the hearing, objected to the validity of the protest based on the reasons 

mentioned?  

 
Answer 4 

No. For the purpose of the contents of a protest, validity requirements are as stated in rule 

61.2. 

 

Question 5 

N lodges a protest against P, referring to Race 5. Under ‘Time and place of incident’, N’s 
representative has written ‘second passage of windward mark’.  P’s representative objects to 
the validity of the protest on the grounds that the time of the incident has not been stated. Is 
the protest valid? 

 
Answer 5 

Yes, provided all other validity requirements are met. 
 
Referring  to  a  specific  rounding  of  a  specific  mark  will  normally  meet  the  requirements  

for identifying  where  and when an incident  occurred.  Only in very special circumstances 

will the actual time of the incident be required in order for a protest to comply with rule 

61.2(b). 

 

Current Position 

There is no current position 

 

Reasons 

1. Q&A J 010 to be used as the base for a new Case.  

2. To give some examples to clarify when the ‘when’ and ‘where’ requirements in rule 61.2(b) 
are met.  


