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REGULATION 26 – International and Recognised Classes 
 
A paper by the working party chaired by Henri Samuel  
 
The equipment committee is having a reflexion on the actual rule 26 regarding the criteria’s 
requested for a class to keep its international or recognized status 
 
On this occasion it seems it should be a good opportunity for ISAF to re-examine how the 
classes are granted the right to organize a world championship and even to include in the new 
text if any, the rights to organize continental championships and mainly European as if the 
question of too many world championships in existence seems to become a real question in 
the sailing world, the Europeans are also a problem for some MNA to police. 
 
This is in correlation with a number of submissions or working parties trying to promote our 
sport and the World Cup Presentation shown in Berlin seems to go in the same direction and 
should incline ISAF on a global reflexion on this subject. 
 
Our working party has pointed out several issues which seemed to have the consensus of the 
members of the equipment committee: 
 
The classes when they apply for an international status have two main goals: 

• The recognition given by the ISAF label which have a promotional and commercial 
value 

• The possibility to organize a world championship and even several if they break it in 
categories of age and sex 

 
 The classes are ready to loose some of their independence to acquire this status and to pay an 
annual fee to ISAF which all together is of significance in the ISAF revenues 
 
Our working party has gone through the annual report of all international classes: 

• A number of them( around 12) do not any more comply with the minimum numbers 
requested when everyone may judge  they are really international  

• On the opposite among the one who comply, the world champion of the class is 
questionable in terms of value for our sport. 

 
Some criteria’s are not questionable: 
 
1° Olympic classes are de facto international, and more a number of debates in the last ISAF 
meeting should incline ISAF to grant automatically the International status to a class the 
minute the executive has made official the choice  
This status should be limited to the category the class has been selected for: sex; age etc. 
which is not the case actually 
 
The international status on an Olympic class should be granted only to the period the class is 
Olympic 
 
  Granting world champion title to Olympic classes is a question to debate elsewhere on their 
opportunity and on which years according to the Olympiads 
 
2° Classes which deserve a unique aspect of sailing and are universal 
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3° Classes which have gained in the past the international status and because having been an 
Olympic class still have the number requested to keep the status but where the practice is not 
at the level one will like  to grant a world champion title 
 
4° Classes very active on two continents such as Europe and North America and not meeting 
the numbers, but with a high level of participation deserving a World Champion Title 
 
 
Others considerations 
 
The development of a class is no more at the initiative of a single architect as in the past; most 
of the new classes are attached to a shipyard, a commercial label or organisation. 
 
The international development of some classes in some continents is impossible due to 
regulation or customs fees in place to protect the local production. 
 
 
The crews on keel boats, sport boats, offshore racers are more and more international and on 
larger boats it is common to have crews from three continents. 
 
Last but important, ISAF  as an international federation has a clear pyramidal organisation 
based on nations and continents representing the sailors, but the addition of the boats which is 
the instrument to practice the sport is unique to our sport and result in a double representation. 
The fact the sailors have a unique relation to their instrument to the point the British named it 
“she» has resulted in associations of owners by classes and the representation of the classes at 
ISAF long before the sport was organized in Federations by countries. 
 
 
To change rule 26 and rule 18 seems appropriate, how, when is the question 
 
 
If a go ahead is given we can try to come with some proposal for a submission to the 
November meeting from the equipment committee for example in changing the categories of 
classes to  
 
Olympic  
International without world and continental championship  
Grade 1 International with WC and EC  
National or Continental classes: to day administrate by the MNA   
 
A modification of the criteria’s to become but also to remain in one of these categories  
 
  


