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Racing Rules of Sailing – Appendix C 
New Rule C2.14 - Delete rule 20.3 

 
A submission from the Chairman of the Match Racing Committee 

Proposal: 
Add the following to Appendix C of the Racing Rules of Sailing for 2006 onwards: 
“C2.14  Rule 20.3 is deleted.” 

Current Position: 
Rule 20.3 A boat moving astern by backing a sail shall keep clear of one that is not. 

Reason: 
This rule applies in match racing when only two boats are sailing against each other. The 
application of the rule occurs almost exclusively in match racing and mostly in the pre-start 
manoeuvres during a “dial up” situation. In a dial up, the boats are next to each other, 
head to wind, with the one on the left usually trying to find an escape route to get to the 
right side of the pre-start area. The boats may stay in that head to wind position for a few 
minutes and the crews usually are backing the headsail from side to side to keep the boat 
head to wind. In a great percentage of the cases the boats begin to sail backward. 
 
It is very difficult for the umpires to determine when the boats actually begin to sail 
backward and therefore it is difficult to determine when right of way changes. The umpires 
are required to determine if the act of backing the sail has caused the boat to begin to 
move backward or whether the boat was already moving backward when the sail was 
backed, both of which actions would bring rule 20.3 into play. 
 
The competitors rarely know what the umpires have decided in this situation and it is very 
difficult for them to know which boat has right of way. 
  
This creates a very unsatisfactory situation because the competitors have no way of 
knowing their rights and obligations under the rules. 
 
This proposal would have the effect of making it more clear to the competitors which boat 
has right of way in a dial up situation. It would make no difference whether the boats were 
moving backward or not, nor how they began to move backward. It would eliminate the 
difficult judgment for the umpires as to whether a boat is moving backward, when it began 
to move backward and whether the backing of a sail has caused it to move backward. And 
the competitors would not have to guess what the umpires have decided. The normal rules 
would apply. A leeward boat would have right of way over a windward boat, whether 
moving backward or not. The same would apply to boats on opposite tacks, even though 
head to wind, to boats clear ahead and clear astern and to boats that are subject to rule 
13.1 
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This rule change has been in force in the last two editions of the Louis Vuitton Cup and the 
America’s Cup and has worked very successfully. Many sailors on the match racing circuit 
have asked for this change to the rules and support its deletion. 
 
Many, many of the sailors on the match race circuit consider it of great importance and 
urgency to change this part of Appendix C to conform to what they have become used to 
for the past several years and to what has worked so well in eliminating confusion that 
leads to unnecessary penalties. 
 
The change is of clear necessity and pressing importance because in the current situation: 
 

1. The umpires are being asked to make decisions in very unclear circumstances: 
a. Whether a boat has begun to move backward through the water. In 

almost all situations, the competitors and the umpires have a different 
view because of their perspective and placement on the water. 

b. Whether a boat’s backward movement has started after backing a sail or 
not which is very difficult to determine. 

c. Whether both boats have begun to move backward by backing a sail or if 
only one has. 

 
2. The right of way may have changed because of the decision of the umpires and 

that is unknown to the competitors and impossible for them to determine. 
 

Unsatisfactory penalties are given that often decide the match before the competitors start, 
all of which leads to competitor, umpire and spectator dissatisfaction. 


