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As a generalisation, I believe it would be of considerable support and information to 

owners, race officials undertaking scrutineering and measurers for there to be either 

within the rules document itself or as a supplement, explanations for changes from 

the previous ACR, with particular reference to the intent behind new additions to the 

previous rules. 

Particular examples of this, which will not only assist with clarification, but should 

also reinforce the reminder of change are as follows: 

D.2.4(b) Placement of Limit Marks 

(1) Why should the mark be placed …..at OR FORWARD of the ……. 

(2) Why should the mark be placed…..at OR AFT of the…… 

In both of these cases, it is important that the mark should identify where the flotation 

measurement marks are intended to be following initial fundamental measurement.  

It is correct that for Event checking as in C.4.1(a) & (b) the water line endings should 

fall within the marks but the initial placement of the marks should represent the 

overhangs. 

Same considerations apply to D.2.4(c) where the placement of the marks should 

identify the extremes established at fundamental measurement.  Tolerances 

permitted at event checking need not, nor should they be built in at F/M stage. 

G.2.2 Sail certification 

Given that the formula is quoted within G.4.2 in relation to the Minimum J sail 

measurement (determined by cross width measurement and presumably 

incorporated to facilitate sails being able to be used on different boats where J does 

or may exceed the Min J), there is a case for the same principles to be applied to 

main sail measurement, i.e. that Minimum B is calculated relative to the cross widths 

if interchangeability is to be desired. 

H.2.1 whilst Section A rules have not been included, presumably there will be 

reference to ‘May’ be optional and ‘Shall’ being compulsory.  If such is to be the 

case, there would appear to be no flexibility permitted for jibs which are permanently 

affixed to different jib booms to be used both as a form of forestay to maintain the 

mast spar vertical as in H.2.1(b) and (d).  It is noted that the intention is that the 

heaviest headsail boom or luff spar is required but it is not uncommon to find that 

headsails are not easily detached from the boom. 



Consideration should be given to moving H 5.13 and H 6.4 to Section C as they are 

references more to checking than fundamental measurement. 

I.7 Headboard limit zone for double luff sails. 

Given the requirement within ERS for luff pockets to be flattened when sails are 

measured, it may not be possible for some sails to have a maximum distance from 

the head point to the commencement of the headboard of 15 mm. 

It may be more suitable to illustrate and annotate that in the case of mainsails with 

pocket luff, the maximum dimension from Head point to the Aft Head point shall be 

50mm within which a headboard of maximum 25 mm may be affixed. 

 

It is noted that the cross widths of headsails is now to be measured from the 

midpoint on the sail leech, and whilst this change would appear to be a welcome 

consistency with ERS, it is a significant enough change to merit reference within any 

‘changes’ document. 

The new approach to the addition of the Minimum J to headsails and Minimum B to 

mainsails should avoid the need to indicate in the tack of the sails, the boat number 

for which such sails have been measured, a practice which is not specified as 

essential but which is currently the most reliable way of ensuring sails are not 

measured for one boat and then used on another. 

An opportunity has been missed to clarify precisely whether the intent of C.5.2 and 

D.1.4 is that the C.5.2 requirement may also cover the D.1.4 requirement, although 

the commonest form of C.5.2 compliance in practice is with affixed vinyl numbers 

and letters. Such items are of course easily removable or changed without it being 

obvious.  The D.1.4 requirement should relate to the integrity of the identification of 

the hull once allocated its registered number and should ideally indicate that the 

number should be on the inside of the hull. 

Whilst the requirement for Limit Marks to be long enough D.2.4(a) (3) to be clearly 

visible when the boat is afloat, it would appear from a consistency standpoint that the 

C.5.2 identification requirement might not enjoy the same clarity.  Surely it is the 

Integrity of the Identification which is more important (D.1.4) as identification of 

transgressions whilst racing will be established with reference to sail numbers, much 

more clearly visible than 20 mm high characters. 

 

Does there need to be consideration of a maximum distance that the deck datum 

point shall be set aft of the mast? 



Why is a minimum mainsail length of 1390 introduced?  If it is to be continued it 

would appear sensible that there should be an indicator mark affixed to the mast 

below which the head of the shortest mainsail should not fall. 

 

C.8.4 (b)(2) The word ‘approximately’ should be removed.  If there is concern that 

compliance with the rule might not be strictly possible without some degree of 

tolerance, then a tolerance or a defined channel for this positioning should be 

incorporated. E.g. ‘The ……..shall be attached not more than 10mm laterally from 

the boat’s centre plane’ or The ……shall be attached within a channel described by 

two parallel lines, one each side of the mast, projected to the bow’ 

 

C.7.2 Consideration should be given to providing guidance/advice upon suitable 

marking/identification of the components to ensure compliance with C.7.2 is feasible. 
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