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The Case Book 
New Case 

 
A submission from US SAILING 

Proposal: 
Rule 62.2, Redress 
 

“Relevant incident” in rule 62.2 refers to an occurrence that fits within one of the four 
categories listed in rule 62.1. When a boat is scored OCS and requests redress, the 
incident is the alleged race committee error made soon after the start of the race. 
When there is good reason to do so, the protest committee is required to extend the 
time limit for delivering a request for redress. 

 

Facts and Decision of the Protest Committee 
At the start of a race at approximately 1400 on Friday, the race committee properly identified 
Brain Cramp as being OCS, but did not hail her number as required by the sailing 
instructions. The race committee came ashore at 1700, and by 1730 had posted the scores 
listing Brain Cramp as OCS. Brain Cramp believed that she had started correctly. She 
finished first in the race, returned to shore and left the venue before the scores were posted. 
The protest time limit was 1800. Brain Cramp returned to the venue around 2100 and saw the 
posted scores. The sailing instructions required protests to be “filed with the protest 
committee at the Protest Desk….” It was reasonable to expect that requests for redress should 
be filed in the same way. At the time that Brain Cramp saw that she was scored OCS, there 
was no one at the protest desk. Brain Cramp delivered her request to the protest committee on 
Saturday as soon as it was possible to do so. 

The protest committee decided that the request for redress was invalid because it was not 
delivered within the time limit. The protest committee considered the “incident” referred to in 
rule 62.2 to be the posting of the scores, and on that basis determined that the time limit for 
the request was two hours after the posting, or 1930 on Friday. Brain Cramp appealed, 
alleging that her discovery of the posted scores, not their posting, was the relevant incident. 

 

Decision of the Appeals Committee  
“Relevant incident” in rule 62.2 refers to an occurrence that fits within one of the four 
categories listed in rule 62.1. In this case, the incident was the alleged omission by the race 
committee of Brain Cramp’s number from the list of hailed OCS boats, which occurred soon 
after the start of the race, not the posting of the scores. Because the protest time limit was later 
than two hours after the incident, the time limit for the request for redress was the protest time 
limit (see rule 62.2). 

There is no rule that requires the race committee to post the scores at a particular time, nor is 
there any rule that requires competitors to look for posted scores at any particular time. 
Although it may be advisable to look for the scores the same day they are posted, it is not 
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required, nor is it always practical or possible to do so. It is, however, reasonable to expect a 
boat to look at the scores before racing the next day. 

Rule 62.2 requires the protest committee to extend the time limit “if there is good reason to do 
so.” In this case, at the end of the time limit Brain Cramp had not seen the scores, so it would 
have been unreasonable to expect her to deliver a request for redress within that time limit. 
Therefore the protest committee was obligated to extend it. 

The appeal is upheld. The protest committee is directed to extend the time limit for delivering 
Brain Cramp’s request for redress to a reasonable time; for example, a time after the protest 
desk was staffed on Saturday. 

June 2006 
 

Current Position: 
None. 
 

Reason: 
The case clarifies the meaning of ‘incident’ when a boat is scored ‘OCS’ and 
requests redress. Also, it deals with a question that has been debated within the 
community of race officials during the past year. 
 


