BY RICH MOSESON,* W2VU

zero bias – a CQ editorial

Contesting and the “DQ Effect”

The worldwide single-operator low-power winner in last
year’s CQ WW CW competition was P40Q, operated by
CQ Amateur Radio Hall of Famer Scott Redd, KØDQ.
Scott is recently retired for the second time from government service … first as a Vice Admiral and Commander
of the U.S. Navy’s Fifth Fleet, and then as a civilian in
several roles, culminating as Director of the National
Counterterrorism Center. Ham radio and contesting have
always been close to his heart, and this win gives Scott
the distinction of being possibly the only person ever to
win all six major DX contests. See our writeup on page
30 for more details.
Anyone who has ever had any dealings with Scott is
impressed not only with his enormous record of accomplishment and his competitive spirit, but also with his
immediately obvious code of personal integrity of the
highest order. It is part and parcel of who he is and what
he has done. It makes us proud to be associated with
him, whether as friends, acquaintances, or simply fellow
hams.

suggests that the station is a world-class contender and
we want to allay any questions other contesters might
raise about the operation.
In our ongoing efforts to protect the integrity of our contests, we will continue to do what is necessary to prevent
cheaters from taking away other competitors’ enjoyment
and pride in a job well-done … and a job done by the
rules. After all, the only “prizes” in ham radio contests are
plaques, certificates, and bragging rights. Any honest
competitor can accept losing fair-and-square to someone
else—after all, the tables may be turned the next year—
but having your pride of accomplishment stolen hurts as
much as it does to have something tangible taken from
you. What we don’t understand, and probably never will,
is what pleasure there is in looking at a plaque on your
wall that you know you haven’t really earned. To us, it
would be a reminder every time we looked at it that we
weren’t good enough to win it legitimately. Integrity. The
true bottom line.
With that, we hope you will participate in and enjoy this
year’s CQ World-Wide DX Contest, even if your only competition is your own performance in prior years. According
to NW7US, prospects for improved propagation on both
CQ WW weekends look good as of mid-August (see
Tomas’s column on page 108 for more), and of course,
the CQ WW has a well-earned reputation for creating its
own propagation! So get on the air and have fun!

The Bad…

… and the YHOTY

here were a few tidbits of information hidden away
last month in the 2008 CQ World-Wide DX Contest
CW results and in the 2009 CQ WW rules. Since
the SSB weekend of the 2009 contest is this month, some
of these tidbits are worthy of additional comment.

T

The Good…

While KØDQ is a contester of the highest integrity, the letters “DQ” in contesting circles usually are associated with
shorthand for “disqualify,” about the most severe sanction that a contest sponsor can impose on a competitor.
This year, the CQ WW Contest Committee found it necessary to “DQ” several entrants in the 2008 competition
… in the SSB competition for altering times in the MultiSingle category and in the CW competition for “log results
deemed incompatible with category of entry.” In other
words, submitting a log in one category, such as SingleOp, when the log made it obvious that the entrant had
help of some sort, either from another person or from an
alerting system such as the DX Cluster® or CW
Skimmer®. Both of these may be used, but only in the
Assisted or Multi-Op categories. Understand that “DQing”
is a last resort. Someone who has simply misunderstood
the rules has his/her entry reclassified into the proper category or is sent a friendly advisory letter which explains
the rules as clearly as possible. If the problem recurs,
then a log may be reclassified as a “check log” while committee members continue their persuasive efforts.
The CQ WW rules (in the September issue of CQ and
online on our website and at cqww.com) clearly spell out
the criteria for disqualification as well as the consequences—suspension from award eligibility, check-log
status, and more. In addition, as of this year, the rules
now specify that “(a) a competitor who wishes to be
judged for a top score in their category must agree to a
potential visitation at any time during the contest by an
observer appointed by the CQ WW Contest Committee.
Failure of the entrant to respond to our correspondence
or to allow an observer full access to the contest QTH
may result in the competitor being removed from award
eligibility for 3 years.”
This is an important note: Assigning an observer to a
station does not automatically imply that we think there
has been illicit behavior by that entrant. Rather, it simply
*e-mail: <w2vu@cq-amateur-radio.com>
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At this year’s Huntsville Hamfest in Alabama, I had the
privilege of presenting 2009 Newsline Young Ham of the
Year Andrew Koenig, KE5GDB, with a certificate for a
week at Space Camp®, CQ’s major contribution to the
YHOTY program each year. I am pleased to report that
Andrew will be an excellent representative for our hobby.
I got to spend some time not only with Andrew and his
dad, but with a couple of his friends— whom he met via
ham radio—who traveled to Huntsville from upstate New
York solely to share this occasion with him. Friends like
that, folks, is what ham radio is all about!
73, W2VU

2009 Newsline Young Ham of the Year presentation
at the Huntsville Hamfest. From left, ARRL
Southeastern Division Director Greg Sarratt, W4OZK;
Vertex-Standard’s Dennis Motschenbacher, K7BV;
Chip Margelli, K7JA, of Heil Sound; emcee Don
Wilbanks, AE5DW, representing Amateur Radio
Newsline; CQ Editor Rich Moseson, W2VU, and 2009
Young Ham of the Year Andrew Koenig, KE5GDB.
(Photo by Joe Eisenberg, KØNEB)
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