Submissions for Retrieving Rule Changes for 2004

Rule No.1

Current Rule
A Retrieving Trial is an event at which competitions for the working of registered

Gundogs are conducted, both on land and in or through water, to determine their 

relative merits in the field under conditions which emulate as closely as possible

those which would be found whilst shooting, but at the same time bring the work of 

each dog within an ambit of equality where assessment may be fairly made.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule
A Retrieving Trial is an event at which competitions for the working of registered Gundogs are conducted, both on land and in or through water, to determine their relative merits in the field under conditions that would be found whilst shooting, but at the same time bring the work of each dog within an ambit of equality where assessment may be fairly made.

Rationale

Deleting the words “which emulate as closely as possible those which” does not change the spirit or intention of Rule No1, but does recognise the Trials in their current form do not emulate shooting conditions as closely as possible, which in turn would imply significantly shorter runs. 

Rule No 2

Current Rule 

All events shall be restricted to dogs six months of age and over.  The age of all 

dogs is computed from the date of their birth to the date on which the trial 

commences.  Should finalisation of the trial be delayed, then the increase in age 

shall not affect the eligibility of the qualified contestants. 

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


All events shall be restricted to dogs six months of age and over.  The age of a dog shall be computed from its date of birth to the date on which the Trial commences.  Should finalisation of the Trial be delayed, then the increase in age shall not affect the eligibility of any qualified contestant.

Rationale 

Grammatical changes in line with modern usage. 
Rule No 3

Current Rule

In these Rules "Gundogs and Retrievers" shall be taken as referring to all Pure Bred Gundog varieties as accepted by the Member Body. The word "dog" shall include both sexes. 

Registered (Main and Limited) desexed Gundogs shall be permitted to compete in

Retrieving Trials in all States and/or Territories of Australia.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 

Registered (Main and Limited) desexed Gundogs shall be permitted to compete in

Retrieving Trials in all States and/or Territories of Australia.

Rationale 

The first paragraph would be reworded and incorporated into Rule No 7 – Definitions,

thereby clarifying Rule No1 and cleaning up Rule No3.
New Rule 7 (t)

Gundog - shall be taken to mean a registered pure bred dog of a variety accepted by a Member Body as a Gundog.

New Rule 7 (u)


Dog – shall be taken to mean a Gundog of either sex. 

SACA Submission

Proposed Rule

Rule 3. In these Rules “Gundogs and Retrievers” shall be taken as referring to all Pure Bred Gundog varieties as accepted by the Member Body. The word “dog” shall include both sexes.
Registered (Main and Limited and Associate) desexed Gundogs shall be permitted to compete in Retrieving Trials in all States and/or Territories of Australia.
A dog on the Associate Register will be allowed to compete in Retrieving Trials in all States and/or Territories of Australia if it is assessed as a Pure Bred Gundog by a three-person panel appointed by the Member Body.

Rationale

There have been occasions where a person has become interested in Retrieving but then finds s/he is not allowed to compete because the dog (bought as a hunting companion or as a pet) does not have papers for one reason or another. That person is then lost to Retrieving.
On the other hand, if that person could satisfy the Member Body that the dog is in fact a Pure Bred Gundog then the proposed change would allow them to compete and hopefully continue to compete with subsequent registered dogs.
With the present diminishing numbers of competitors some struggling states could be able to survive by a relaxation in the eligibility rules.

Obedience and Herding are examples of two disciplines that have allowed un-registered dogs to compete without harming the breeds. People who compete with dogs without papers tend to subsequently purchase dogs with ANKC registration.

Rule No 4

Current Rule
Directives of a Member Body shall apply to a Retrieving Trial in that State/Territory and to any affiliate conducting Retrieving Trials, with the exception of National Trials, and in the event of any inconsistency the Rules of the ANKC shall apply. 

At a National Retrieving Trial Championship the only Rules that shall apply are the Rules for the conduct of Retrieving Trials as approved by the ANKC.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule

Directives of a Member Body shall apply to Retrieving Trials in their State/Territory and to any affiliate conducting Retrieving Trials, with the exception of National Trials, and in the event of any inconsistency the Rules of the ANKC shall apply.

New Rule 

At a National Retrieving Trial Championship the only Rules that shall apply are the Rules for the Conduct of Retrieving Trials for Gundogs, as approved by the ANKC.

Rationale

The proposed change amplifies the distinction between local Rules and those applicable to the National Championship.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Directives of a Member Body shall apply to any affiliate conducting a Retrieving Trial in that state or territory. The rules of the ANKC shall govern the conduct of all trials in that state or territory. The rules of the ANKC shall include or embody those rules that Member Bodies of the ANKC may wish to include from time to time. Such rules shall apply to that State or Territory only. 

Only ANKC rules applicable to all States and Territories shall apply at a National Retrieving Trial Championship.

Rationale:

Local rules should be debated by the ANKC and if agreed to, should be included in the booklet under a heading for that State so that interstate visitors have the opportunity to know what will be required of them when they complete in that state. For example, in WA bitches in season are allowed to compete. Competitors from interstate need to know this.

CAWA Submission

Proposed Rule

That State Member Bodies advise their State Retrieving & Field Committees that Rules 4 (At a National Retrieving Trial Championship the only Rules that shall apply are the Rules for the conduct of Retrieving Trials as approved by the ANKC) and 76 (The Draw is the selection by ballot of the order in which dogs in a Stake are required to compete in the FIRST RUN) particularly at a National Retrieving Trial Championship (refer Rule 4)

Rationale:

This Rule is continually being flouted by National/State/Club Committees. If is NOT going to be adhered to then lets delete it from the Rule Book.  The last time that NSW conducted the National they asked for and were granted permission to change the running order.

In recent times when Committees “split” the field, it could be rationalized that the first run was still being run in the “drawn order”, however by splitting the field by sending “odd” numbers to run 1 and “even” numbers to run 2 is NOT running in the drawn order.

Rule No 5

Current Rule 
The function of a Retriever is to seek and retrieve fallen game, when ordered to do 

so. He should sit quietly with handler, or in the hide, walk at heel, or assume any

station designated by his handler until sent to retrieve. When ordered a dog should

retrieve quickly and briskly without unduly disturbing too much ground, and should

deliver, tenderly to hand. He should then await further orders.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule

The function of a Retriever is to seek and retrieve fallen game, when ordered to do so. It  should sit quietly with the handler or in the hide, walk at heel, or assume any station designated by the handler, until sent to retrieve. When ordered a dog should retrieve quickly and briskly without unduly disturbing too much ground.  It should deliver tenderly to hand and then await further orders from the handler.

Rationale

Grammatical changes in line with modern usage. 

VCA Submission
Proposed Amendment

5.1
 The function of a retriever is:

· To seek and retrieve fallen game when ordered to do so;

· Sit quietly with the handler or in the hide when required;

· Walk at heel when ordered;

· Or be placed in another location when ordered.

5.2 When ordered the dog should:

· Retrieve quickly and briskly without unduly disturbing too much ground;

· Deliver gently to hand:

· Then await further commands

Rationale

Rule in its present format is confusing and hard to comprehend.

Rule No 6

Current Rule
The Shooting and Game Laws of each State or Territory must be observed and will govern the conduct of all Trials in conjunction with the Rules and Regulations of each State or Territory Member Body.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


The Shooting with Firearms and Game Laws of each State and/or Territory must be observed and will govern the conduct of all Trials in conjunction with the Rules and Regulations of each State or Territory Member Body and the ANKC.

Rationale

The proposed change clarifies the laws referred to, updates the language used and is

consistent with the recommended changes to Rule No 4. 

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

The Shooting, Game Laws and Firearms Legislation of each State or Territory must be observed and will govern the conduct of all Trials in conjunction with the Rules and Regulations of each State or Territory Member Body as approved by the ANKC.
Rationale

This brings the rule up-to-date with current names of relevant legislation and the proposed changes in Rule 4.

Rule 7 Definition of Terms

QLD Submission

Rule 7 (a) Action and Style

Delete existing Rule 7 (a) and replace with:

Action and Style - These are both seen in a fearless, well-trained dog working with purpose and enthusiasm.
Rationale – Revised rule conveys a more accurate description of what judges are looking for.

Rule No 7(c)

Current Rule

Breaking Fence - The act on the part of a dog, when walking to heel, of going through, over or under a fence, without order. All dogs should remain steady at both sides of the fence through or over which their handlers are crossing.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule

Breaking Fence – Is the act on the part of a dog, when walking to heel, of going through, over or under a fence, without order. A dog should remain steady at both sides of a fence through or over which its handler is crossing.

Rationale

Grammatical changes in line with modern usage.

Rule No 7 (g)

Current Rule 

Control Point - is the point at which a dog and handler come into the control of the Judge and Field Steward for the purpose of commencing a run. This point shall be between the two markers set in position by direction of the Judge.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


Control Point - is the point at which a dog and handler come into the control of the Judge for the purpose of commencing a Run. This point shall be between the two markers set in position by direction of the Judge.

Rationale

A competitor is solely under the control of the Judge, see Rule No 58.

Rule No 7(h)

Current Rule

 Drop or Down or Sit – A well trained dog should stop on command and to shot. A dog may sit, stand or drop in position, but must not move from that position until ordered. 
VIC Submission

Proposed Rule

Drop or Down or Sit – A well trained dog should stop on command. A dog may sit, stand or drop in position, but must not move from that position until ordered.

Rationale 

The requirement for a dog to stop to shot is a carryover from field trial rules and really is not a requirement for a well trained retriever. It does not add to the function of a well trained retriever to stop to shot.

Rule No 7(i)

Current Rule 

Firing Point – is the point from which the handler will fire a gun and direct the dog to retrieve. 

Proposed Amendment

Firing Point – is the point from which the handler will fire a gun and direct the dog to retrieve. A handler moving outside the firing point to handle his dog may be penalised as defined on the score sheet.

(Add new wording to the score sheet “Not firing from shoulder at game/Moving outside firing point.”                                                                                Up to 5 – included in changes to score sheet)

Rationale 

Competitors are gaining unfair advantage by moving outside the Firing Point without any clear guidance on how the misdemeanour is to be adjudicated.

Including “Moving outside the firing point with Not firing from the shoulder gives clear guidance to the judge that up to five (5) points can be deducted for the misdemeanour.
Rule No 7 (j)

Current Rule

Game - Definition of - Quail, Duck, Snipe, Rabbits, Hare, Pigeons and Pheasants.

The game shown above shall include any imported game bird which may be 

released from time to time and has established itself in the wild.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


Game – the game used in Trials may include native game including quail and duck and/or introduced game that has established itself in the wild in Australia including rabbits, hare, pigeon and pheasant. 

Rationale

The current Rule does not provide a clear definition and reference to snipe has been

removed since they can no longer be hunted in Australia. 

VCA Submission

Delete Snipe from the list of game items. 7(j) to read:

Game – Definition of  - Quail, Duck, Rabbits, Hare, Pigeons and Pheasants.   The game shown above shall include any imported game bird which may be released from time to time and has established itself in the wild. 

Rationale 

Snipe is now a protected species and cannot be hunted and therefore used in trials.

Rule No 7 (l)
Current Rule

Hard Mouth - A dog is deemed to be hard-mouthed when there is unmistakable

evidence of any markings or damage on game retrieved due to biting or crunching

by the dog. The penalty as defined on the score sheet should be relative to the

marking or damage. Where there is deliberate squeezing of game so that the bones

break and the Judge considers that the game is unfit for the table, the Judge may

apply Rule 55 and disqualify the dog.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Hard Mouth - A dog is deemed to be hard-mouthed when there is unmistakable evidence 


of any markings or damage on game retrieved due to biting or crunching by the dog. The 


penalty as defined on the score sheet should be relative to the marking or damage. Where 


there is deliberate squeezing of game so that the bones break and the Judge considers 


hat the game is unfit for the table, the Judge may apply Rule 58 and 


disqualify the dog.

Rationale 

 Correcting a typographical error in the current Rules – delete reference to Rule 55 and 

insert Rule 58.

QLD Submission

Rule 7 (p) Obedience

Delete the first sentence of existing Rule 7 (p), and replace with:

Obedience - Immediate compliance with all commands

Rule 7 (p) then becomes:

Obedience - Immediate compliance with all commands. Dogs should act readily and not cower or cringe at their handler’s signs, sounds or commands.

Rationale - “Spontaneous” has the opposite meaning to that which is intended. (Dictionary definition: ‘Acting or done or occurring without external cause’)

The revised definition conveys the reaction that is required in response to any command.

Rule No 7(o)

Current Rule 

No Score - Where a dog has been marked “No Score”, the dog may continue in the stake at the discretion of the Judge, but cannot be placed. In subsequent runs they must be run after competing dogs.
Sth Aust Submission

Proposed Rule

Rule 7(o) No Score - Where a dog has been marked “No Score”, the dog may continue in the stake at the discretion of the Judge, but cannot be placed. Subsequent runs will be judged and scored in the usual manner. The Trial Manager or Judge shall provide reasonable justification for refusing to run ‘No Score’ dogs.
Rationale:
In obedience competition the dog which zero (0) scores an exercise is entitled to complete the test, even though it cannot pass or gain a place.  In Retriever trials, dogs that are unfortunate enough to fail the first run are out of the trial have no more sport available to them for the rest of the day. 
Given the high cost involved in running a dog in retrieving we should be seen to be providing value for money. Handlers are seeking a meaningful run under trial conditions, continuing in the trial will provide valuable trial experience for both dog and handler, an experience which differs from a training session

Given the difficulty finding sufficient stewards to conduct a trial this would encourage competitors to stay
Rule No 8

Current Rule

Single Mark Retrieve shall be a retrieve where only one object of game is cast and is 

to be retrieved.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


A Mark Retrieve – is a retrieve in which an item game is cast, from concealed cover, so that it can be seen by the dog while it is in the air and as it falls. A Mark Retrieve may be on land or in and/or through water. On a Mark Retrieve a dog should not need direction from its handler once it has been sent to recover game. 

Rationale

The proposed changes raise the profile of the definition to address the current latitude in

the interpretation of Rule 24. 

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Single Mark Retrieve shall be a retrieve where only one object of game is cast and is to be retrieved ,and as further defined in Rule 24.

Rationale

The rules of what constitutes a mark need to be very well defined. At the moment the Rule Book splits the definition, with the danger that aspects of the definition as laid out in Rule 24 may be overlooked. This will also provide for greater clarity for new triallers. 

Rule No 9

Current Rule
A Walk-Up Retrieve is one where the dog is walking at heel, the game is cast and

shot at. Immediately the handler pauses to fire, the dog shall sit, drop or 

stand steady until ordered by handler to retrieve. A walk up is not permitted in a 

Novice or Puppy Stake or a Beginners Test.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


A Walk-Up Retrieve
 is a Mark Retrieve wherein the game is cast while the dog is walking at heel. Immediately the handler pauses to fire at the game, the dog shall sit, stand or drop and remain steady until ordered by its handler to retrieve. A Walk-up Retrieve is not permitted in a Puppy Stake or a Beginners Test. In Novice Stakes the cast and fall of the game should generally be in line with the direction the handler has been directed to walk.

Rationale

The proposed wording emphasises that this retrieve is a variant of a Mark Retrieve and

that its reintroduction into Novice Stakes is not inconsistent with a capabilities of a well 

trained Novice dog. 

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

A walk-Up Retrieve is one where the dog is walking at heel, the game is cast and shot at. Immediately the handers pauses to fire, the dog shall sit, drop or stand steady until orders  by the handler to retrieve. A walk up is not permitted in a Puppy Stake or a Beginners Test. A walk-up is permitted in a Novice Stake provided the bird rises and falls generally straight in front of the dog and handler’s prescribed walking track.

Rationale

At present there is a major jump in the work required of a dog moving from  Novice to Restricted. This rule change would smooth the transition a little and provide an interesting extra option in a Novice stake that most Novice dogs who have undergone their training well can be quite successful at.

Rule No 10 (a)

Current Rule

Wounded Bird Retrieve - Bird to be thrown by Steward as in other retrieves, but to

have line attached by which it is dragged for a distance of at least twenty (20) 

metres.  Bird then picked up and fresh bird left in its stead.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


Wounded Bird Retrieve – A bird to which a line has been attached is cast as in a Mark Retrieve. The bird is subsequently dragged for a distance of at least twenty (20) metres.  This bird then picked up by a Steward and a fresh bird left in its stead for the dog to later retrieve.

Rationale

The proposed wording seeks to clarify the conduct of this type of retrieve. That said the

ACTCA RAFT believes that this type of retrieve should be deleted since it is not possible 

to maintain an ambit of equality for all dogs as items of game a repeatedly dragged over 

the same ground. If the balance of option is to retain this style of retrieve it should be seen 

as a test of steadiness rather than a tracking test.  

Rule 10(b)

Current Rule 

Wounded Rabbit Retrieve - Rabbit to be placed by Steward as in other retrieves, 

but to have line attached by which it is dragged for a distance of at least twenty 

(20) metres.  Rabbit is then picked up and fresh rabbit left in its stead

.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


Wounded Rabbit Retrieve – Rabbit, to which a line has been attached, is placed at a location nominated by the Judge. The rabbit is subsequently dragged for a distance of at least twenty (20) metres.  This rabbit is then picked up by a Steward up and a fresh rabbit left in its stead for the dog to later recover.

Rationale

The proposed wording seeks to clarify the conduct of this type of retrieve. That said the ACTCA RAFT believes that this type of retrieve should be deleted since it is not possible to maintain an ambit of equality for all dogs as items of game a repeatedly dragged over the same ground. If the balance of option is to retain this style of retrieve then it should be seen as a test of steadiness rather than a tracking test and appropriate words should be added to the Rule to reflect this view. 

Rule 11

Current Rule

A Blind Find Retrieve shall be a retrieve where a dog is in such a position that the

flight, fall or placement of the game cannot be seen. The Judge may direct the dog 

to be placed behind a hide in close proximity to the Firing Point. Where possible it is

recommended that the hide be part of the natural terrain or be constructed of 

natural materials.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


A Blind Find Retrieve shall be a retrieve where a dog is in such a position that the flight, fall or placement of the game cannot be seen. The Judge may direct the dog to be placed behind a hide in close proximity to the Firing Point. Where possible it is recommended that the hide be part of the natural terrain or alternatively man-made portable hides should be used. . 

Rationale

Natural hides require destruction of vegetation or modification of trials sites, which we

should be seeking to avoid.  Hay bails or cloth hides are adequate and emulate a hunting 

situation.

Rule No 12

Current Rule
A Double Mark Retrieve shall consist of two (2) marked retrieves and may include 

land and water. Except where the game is cast in a common area, game shall not be 

cast simultaneously and there shall be a reasonable delay between the casts.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


A Double Mark Retrieve shall consist of two (2) Mark Retrieves and may include land and water. Except where the game is cast in a common area, game shall not be cast simultaneously and there shall be a reasonable delay between the casts.

Rationale

Editorial change to incorporate consistent terminology. 

Rule No 13

Current Rule

A Double Blind Retrieve. The game will be located as in a double mark, with the game being placed so that the dog cannot sight them.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


A Double Blind Find Retrieve. Two items of game will be separately located as for a Blind Find Retrieve and angular separation between the two items of game shall be at least 10 degrees in the case of All Age and Championship Stakes and at least 45 degrees in a Restricted Stake.

Rationale

The distances and lines that are acceptable for a Double Mark Retrieve are not the same 

for a Double Blind Find Retrieve. A certain minimum separation needs to be defined so 

that the two items of game cannot effectively be in line. This separation needs to be 

considerably wider in Restricted so the dog is being asked to look in a substantially 

different direction for each blind. 

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

A Double Blind Retrieve. Two pieces of  game will be placed so that the dog cannot sight them. The two birds shall be cast or placed so that they are not in line with the point from which the dog leaves to retrieve them. The angle of separation shall be at least ten (10) degrees in an All Age Stake and forty five (45) degrees in a Restricted Stake.

Rationale

The distances and lines that are acceptable for Double marks are not the same for Double Blinds. We believe a certain minimum separation needs to be defined so that two blinds cannot effectively be in line. This separation needs to be considerably wider in Restricted so the dog is being asked to look in a substantially different direction for each blind.

Rule No 14

Current Rule

A Double Rise Retrieve shall consist of a retrieve where one object of game is cast

and two shots fired in succession, before the dog is sent to retrieve and whilst the 

dog is returning with game, another object of game is cast or placed no further than 

approximately ten (10) metres from the fall of the game but at a greater distance 

form the firing point. The second game shall be retrieved immediately after the first 

game is delivered to hand.  The second leg should not be treated as a blind.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


A Double Rise Retrieve shall consist of a retrieve where one item of game is cast as for a Mark Retrieve at which two shots are fired in quick succession and before the dog is sent to retrieve.  While the dog is returning with the first item of game, a second item of game is cast or placed approximately ten (10) metres from the fall of the first item of game, but at a greater distance from the Firing Point. The second item of game shall be retrieved immediately after the first item of game is delivered to hand.  The second leg should not be treated as a Blind Find Retrieve.

Rationale

Large editorial changes and use of consistent terminology

NT Submission

Simply a grammar change for a very long sentence and clarification.

“A Double Rise Retrieve shall consist of a retrieve where one object of game is case and two shots fired in succession before the dog is sent to retrieve [dog and handler at the Firing Point].   While the dog is returning with the game, another object of game is cast or placed no further than approximately ten (10) metros from the fall of the game but at a greater distance from the Firing Pont.

The other two sentences remain as is.

Rationale:    simply shortening an overly sentence

Rule No 15

Current Rule


A Two-Bird Retrieve. First game is cast from concealed cover and one shot fired, dog is sent to retrieve game. While dog is returning to handler with game, the second game is cast and a shot fired, so that the dog may mark or hear the fall of the game. The second game should be at least twenty metres from first game and not less than forty metres from the firing point.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


A Two-Bird Retrieve. The first item of game shall be cast as for a Mark Retrieve, or alternatively, it may be cast or placed as for a Blind Find Retrieve. In accordance with instructions from the Judge, the dog shall be sent to recover this item of game. While dog is returning to the handler with the first item of game, a second item of game shall be cast so that the dog may mark its fall. The second item of game should be at least twenty metres from first item of game and not less than forty metres from the firing point.

 Rationale

The amended working permits the first item of game to be recovered to be either a Mark

Retrieve or a Blind Find Retrieve.

SACA Submission

Proposed Rule:
A Two-Bird Retrieve. Dog is sent to retrieve game. While dog is returning to handler with game, the second game is cast and a shot fired, so that the dog may mark or hear the fall of the game. The second game should be at least twenty meters from the first game and not less than forty meters from the firing point.
Rationale:
The change is not to alter present practice, but to bring it into line with the proposed change for rule 16 (see below). Also, there is a possible avenue for argument as the rule stands at present. At the moment single marks occur when the dog is returning from any retrieve be it a Mark, Blind, Double Rise, whatever. Nobody appears to disagree, but it could be argued that Rule 15 stipulates that a mark can only be put up when a dog is returning from another mark. By deleting the first eleven words, a judge is empowered to put up a mark whenever the dog is returning from a retrieve and call it a Two-Bird Retrieve.

Rule No 16 

Current Rule

Double Fall Retrieve. First game is cast as a mark from concealed cover and one

shot fired, dog is sent to retrieve game. While the dog is on the way out to retrieve,

the second game is cast and a shot fired so the dog may mark or hear the fall of the

game. The first game cast must be retrieved before the second. The second game

must be cast to land not less than twenty metres from the line of the first and not

less than forty metres from the firing point. This retrieve is restricted to “All Age”

and "Championship Stakes".

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Double Fall Retrieve.  The first item of game is cast as a Mark Retrieve and at which one shot is fired. While the dog is on the way out to retrieve the first item of game, a second game is cast and a shot fired so the dog may mark or hear the fall of this item of game. The first item of game must be retrieved before the second item of game.  The second item of game must be cast to land not less than twenty metres from the line to the first item of game and not less than forty metres from the Firing Point. This retrieve is limited to All Age and Championship Stakes.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity.

SACA Submission

Proposed Rule:

Double Fall Retrieve. Dog is sent to retrieve game. While the dog is on the way out to retrieve, the second game is cast and a shot fired so the dog may mark or hear the fall of the game. The first game cast must be retrieved before the second. The second game must be cast to land not less than twenty meters from the line of the first and not less than forty meters from the firing point. This retrieve is restricted to “All Age” and “Championship” Stakes.
Rationale:
The Double Fall was reworded at the last rule change in an attempt to force judges to put up single marks only when the dog was on its way out to another mark. However, the change was poorly worded and was often ignored. Some Judges argued that Rule 22 allowed them to put up a single mark whenever they wished. They also argued that if they were allowed to put up a Two-Bird off a blind, then why not a Double-Rise as both were worded similarly.
In practice there were a number of good runs in All-Age and Championships that incorporated a Single Mark while the dog was on its way out to a Blind. The proposed change will allow the judge to do so without fear of protest.
If a dog is going to chase another bird, then, in practice, it does not seem to make much difference whether the dog is on its way out for a Mark or a Blind. Therefore to restrict the Double-Fall to only first bird being a Mark is reducing the scope of a competent judge unfairly.

QLD Submission
Add a new sentence at the end of Rule 16:

“A mark will not be cast when a dog is on the way to a blind”.

Rationale  

Under Rule 16 the first game must be a mark. Some judges have been requiring dogs to pick up a blind as the first pick up. They have been renaming the run and calling it “A BLIND WITH A SIGHTED RETRIEVE”.
Rule No 17

Current Rule
A Mark and Blind Retrieve shall consist of one marked retrieve and one blind find

and may include land and water
.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


A Mark and Blind Retrieve shall consist of one Mark Retrieve and one Blind Find Retrieve.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent terminology.

Rule No18

Current Rule

A Triple Mark shall consist of three marked retrieves. The game may be thrown at

different angles and should be at least twenty metres apart and include land and 

water, terrain permitting. One retrieve should be at a fairly short distance. Game 

shall not be cast simultaneously, and there shall be a reasonable delay between the 

casts.

 ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 


A Triple Mark shall consist of three separate Mark Retrieves. The items of game may be cast at different angles and shall be at least twenty metres apart and may include land and water, terrain permitting. One retrieve should be at a fairly short distance. Items of game shall not be cast simultaneously, and there shall be a reasonable delay between the casts.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent terminology.

Rule No 19

Current Rule 

A Triple Retrieve with two Blinds and one Marked shall consist of two blind retrieves

as for a Double and one marked retrieve. 

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule 


A Triple Retrieve with two Blinds and one Mark shall consist of a Double Blind Find Retrieve and a Mark Retrieve. 

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent terminology.

Rule No 20

Current Rule
A Triple Retrieve with two Marked and one Blind as previously described.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


A Triple Retrieve with two Marks and one Blind shall consist of a Double Mark Retrieve and a Blind Find Retrieve.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent use of terminology.

Rule No 21

Current Rule

Through or Amongst Decoy Retrieves. No less than six decoys constructed of

plastic or painted wood shall be used. The decoys should be anchored individually.  

Any dog that picks up a decoy and does not immediately release it without 

command shall be marked no score.  A dog which becomes entangled in the strings 

and attempts to free itself should not be penalised.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Through or Amongst Decoy Retrieves. No less than six decoys, constructed of plastic or painted wood, shall be used. The decoys should be anchored individually.  Any dog that picks up a decoy and does not immediately release it without command shall be marked with No Score.  A dog which becomes entangled in the strings and attempts to break free shall not be penalised.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity.

VCA Submission
Current Rule Number New rule 21 (subsequent rules to be renumbered)

Proposed Amendment

A triple retrieve is restricted to All Age and Championship Stakes.

Rationale

Restricted Stakes are supposed to be an introduction to multiple leg retrieves. Introduction of the complexity of triple leg retrieves in combinations of sighted retrieves and blinds is not warranted.

Rule No 22

Current Rule 

On multiple Retrieves the Judge may stipulate the order of retrieving. Any 

reasonable combination of the listed retrieves shall be permissible, provided that a 

dog shall not be required to pick up more than three (3) items of game in any 

retrieve.

Note:   The direction to the Game Steward to cast the game shall be given by the

Judge.  Where applicable, such direction shall be given from a position out of sight 

of the handler and in a way that does not distract the dog.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 


In multiple Retrieves the Judge may stipulate the order in which items of game shall be recovered. Any reasonable combination of the listed Retrieves shall be permissible, provided that a dog shall not be required to pick up more than three (3) items of game in any Run.

New Rule


The direction to the Game Steward to cast the game shall be given by the Judge.  Where applicable, such direction shall be given from a position out of sight of the handler and in a way that does not distract the dog.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent use of terminology.

Rule No 23 (a)

Current Rule


In Championship and All Age Stakes, a judge may order that one (1) additional item


of game be placed or cast, which is not to be retrieved by the competing dog.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


In All Age and Championship Stakes, a Judge may order that one (1) additional item of game be placed or cast as a diversion and this item of game shall not be retrieved by the competing dog. Items of game used as a diversion shall not be located either “in line” with or at a distance of less than 20m from an item of game that is to be retrieved. See Rule “?” for the definition of “in line”.

Rationale

Largely editorial but also seeks to clarify the conditions under which a diversionary item of 

game may be used. 

Rule No 23 (b)

Current Rule

If any dog at any time picks up an article of game other than the nominated one it

should be eliminated from further competition.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


While in competition, if a dog picks up an item of game used in connection with the Trial, other than the nominated item of game, it shall be awarded No Score.  In the event of a dog picking up an item of game not being used in connection with the test, it shall be given a re-run without penalty. 

Rationale

Clarifies what is meant by the term “eliminated” and overcomes shortfalls in the current

wording of Rule No 90, which should be deleted. 

QLD Submission

Existing Rules:

23 (b): If any dog at any time picks up an article of game other than the nominated one it should be eliminated from further competition.

90: Dogs retrieving any feather or fur, other than the object designated to be retrieved, and deemed by the Judge to have been picked up in the area of the run, will be run again without penalty
Replace Rule 23 (b) with the following:


If any dog at any time picks up an article of game in the area of the run other than the nominated one it should be given “No score”, except when the article has not been cast or placed as part of the run – when the dog will be run again without penalty

SACA Submission
Current Rule 23 (b) – If any dog at any time picks up an article of game other than the nominated one it should be eliminated from further competition
Current Rule 90 – Dogs retrieving any feather or fur, other than the object designated to be retrieved, and deemed by the Judge to have been picked up in the area of the run, will be run again without penalty
Proposed Rule-
Rule 90 - Dogs retrieving any feather or fur, deemed by the Judge to have been picked up in the area of the run, but excluding any deliberately placed additional item of game that is not to be retrieved [refer Rule 23 (a)] will be run again without penalty
Rationale:

Rule 90 is in direct conflict with Rule 23 (b). Rule 90 was added at the 1999 Rule Change meeting in an attempt to overcome a difficulty, which occurred at the South Australian National Retriever Championship. The wording of this Rule requires amendment in order to become effective.
Rule No 24

Current Rule

On Marked Retrieves the dog should be able to see a bird in the air and as it falls. A

dog on a Marked Retrieve should not need direction from his handler.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Delete Rule No 24.

Rationale

Rule No 8 adequately describes the requirements for a Mark Retrieve.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Reword to say:

On Marked Retrieves the dog should be able to see a bird in the air and as it falls and where possible the cast bird should break open skyline when viewed by the dog. A dog on a Marked Retrieve should not need direction from the handler.

Rationale 

On Marked Retrieves where the dog has limited visibility of the cast game and where the game does not pass through open skyline it becomes a case of luck as to whether the dog sees the game in many instances. Every effort should be made to remove the element of luck from trials as far as possible so that dogs are tested on the relative merits. 

Rule No 25

Current Rule

Accurate marking or memory of falls is of paramount importance. However, this does not imply that dogs that excel in marking should not be penalized for other faults. Ability to mark does not necessarily imply pinpointing the fall. A dog that misses the fall on the cast but recognises the depth of the area of the fall, stays in it, and quickly and systematically hunts it out has done a creditable and intelligent job of marking.

Rule No 27 

A dog that marks the fall of a bird, uses the wind, and will take direction from his handler is of great value.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Change the location in the rule book to the section on purpose so that rule 25 becomes rule 6 and rule 27 becomes rule 7. Subsequent rules are renumbered accordingly.

Accurate marking or memory of falls is of paramount importance. However, this does not imply that dogs that excel in marking should not be penalized for other faults. Ability to mark does not necessarily imply pinpointing the fall. A dog that misses the fall on the cast but recognises the depth of the area of the fall, stays in it, and quickly and systematically hunts it out has done a creditable and intelligent job of marking.

A dog that marks the fall of a bird, uses the wind, and will take direction from his handler is of great value.

Rationale

Both rules relate to the purpose of retrieving trials and retrievers.

Rule No 26

Current Rule

On Marked Retrieves, where more than one bird is to be retrieved, the order may be

specified by the judge and may be considered a test of control, i.e. a handling test.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


On Mark Retrieves, where more than one bird is to be retrieved, the order may be specified by the Judge and this aspect may be considered to be a test of control. Prior to sending the dog, a handler is permitted to indicate clearly to the dog which item of game it is to recover and further handling should be penalised accordingly.

Rationale

Multiple Mark Retrieves should not be treated by the handler as though they are multiple

Blind Find Retrieves, but the Rule, as it now stands, could be seen to imply this. The 

present wording is open to misinterpretation.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

On Marked Retrieves, where more than one bird is to be

retrieved, the order may be specified by the judge. The handler is permitted to indicate clearly to the dog which bird it is being sent for. However, further handling will be penalised accordingly.

Rationale

Multiple marked retrieves should not be treated by the handler as though you were retrieving multiple blinds, but the rule as it stands now could seem to imply this. The present wording is open to misinterpretation. 

Rule No 27

Current Rule

A dog that marks the fall of a bird, uses the wind, and will take direction from his handler is of great value.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Change the location in the rule book to the section on purpose so that rule 25 becomes rule 6 and rule 27 becomes rule 7. Subsequent rules are renumbered accordingly.

6 Accurate marking or memory of falls is of paramount importance. However, this does not imply that dogs that excel in marking should not be penalized for other faults. Ability to mark does not necessarily imply pinpointing the fall. A dog that misses the fall on the cast but recognises the depth of the area of the fall, stays in it, and quickly and systematically hunts it out has done a creditable and intelligent job of marking.

7 A dog that marks the fall of a bird, uses the wind, and will take direction from his handler is of great value.

Rationale 

Both rules relate to the purpose of retrieving trials and retrievers.

CAWA Submission

Page 7 – Change the word “used” to “USES”

Rationale

To Correct error

Rule No 28 
Current Rule

On Blind Retrieves, where possible, the course should be planned in such a way 

that advantage is taken of natural hazards. It should be possible, at least in theory, 

for a dog to find a well-planned Blind Retrieve on the initial line from his handler. 

The test should be    so planned that the dog should be in sight at least until 

directed into the area of the fall, as a Blind Retrieve is a test of control and a dog 

that is out of sight for a considerable period cannot be said to be under control.

Proposed Rule


On Blind Find Retrieves, where possible, the course should be planned in such a way that advantage is taken of natural hazards. It should be possible, at least in theory, for a dog to find a well-planned Blind Find Retrieve on the initial line from its handler. The test should be so planned that the dog should be in sight at least until directed into the area of the fall, as a Blind Find Retrieve is a test of control and a dog that is out of sight for a considerable period of time cannot be said to be under control.

Rationale

Primarily editorial changes aimed at improving clarity and consistent use of terminology.

Rule No 29

Current Rule

Programmes must be so arranged that all dogs are thoroughly tested on land and in 

or through water of sufficient depth to require the dog to swim

.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Programmes should be so arranged that all dogs are thoroughly tested on land and in or through water of sufficient depth to require the dog to swim.

Rationale 

“Must” has been replaced with “should” to provide Judges with some degree of latitude in cases where water levels are low due to drought or when trials are conducted in flooded paddocks.

Rule No 30

Current Rule

The maximum distance for any retrieve will be 150 metres. It is desirable in a Novice

Stake that runs be not more than 100 metres.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


The maximum distance for any retrieve will be 150 metres. In a Novice Stake it is desirable that Runs not exceed 100 metres.

Rationale

Grammatical and editorial changes to improve clarity.

NACA Submission

It is desirable in a Novice and Puppy Stake that runs be not more than 100 metres.

Rationale

This is a simple Stake for very young dogs and shorter distance should be encouraged
Rule No 31

Current Rule
No more than two (2) retrieves judged by the same judge may be run jointly.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


No more than two (2) Runs judged by the same person/s may be linked as consecutive tests.

Rationale

Editorial changes to improve clarity.

QLD Submission

Proposed Change

 
Add a Note after Rule 31 as follows:

NOTE: Judges are to abide with the spirit of the intent of the Rules and are not to circumvent this by calling illegal retrieves another name and then saying the retrieve is legal.

CAWA Submission

Proposed Change

Page 7 – Add “before each competitor returns to the marshalling area”

Rationale:

Most present day competitors would not understand this rule.  It means that a Judge may set two runs facing in different directions with firing points not far apart.  It can speed up a Novice Trial very well and requires only one extra thrower and steward.  Each dog does two runs consecutively.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

No more than two (2) retrieves judged by the same judge may be run jointly. No more than four (4) items of game may be retrieved in total.

Rationale

If two runs are run back to back for each dog there is danger of excessive fatigue and stress on the dog unless the number of items retrieved is limited.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Retrieves involving relocation of the firing point should not involve a relocation of more than twenty (20) metres. The relocated firing point should be towards relocated retrieve leg and it is desirable that the area of fall of the relocated leg be able to be observed from the new firing point. Relocation retrieves are best suited to walk up retrieves or to enable a better sighted retrieve to be provided to the dog.

Rationale 

Relocation retrieves are very much part of everyday shooting in the field. In most instances they are done in a walk up situation in the field, though at times they are done from a stationary position.

Relocation retrieves allow the good marking dog with a good memory the opportunity to further show their natural ability at this important component of dog work.

Relocation retrieves allow the Judge to more fully explore natural terrain and to test this component of dog work rather than putting on longer multiple leg retrieves.
Rule No 32

Current Rule


A "Stake" is a competition held at a Retrieving Trial and shall consist of not less than three (3) retrieves, with the exception of Puppy Stakes, which shall consist of two (2) retrieves. A Novice Stake shall consist of not less than three retrieves or more than four retrieves.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


A "Stake" is a competition held at a Retrieving Trial and shall consist of not less than three (3) Runs, , with the exception of  a Beginners Test, which shall consist of two (2) retrieves.  A Novice Stake shall consist of not less than three Runs or more than four Runs.

Rationale

Age based Stakes are not viable in the Australian environment and should be deleted and

replaced with a progression of events e.g. commencing with a Beginners Test, followed by 

a Novice Stake, a Restricted Stake, an All Age Stake and a Championship Stake.

Rule No 33

Current Rule
Puppy Stake is a stake confined to all Gundogs six (6) months of age and not exceeding

twelve (12) months as at the date of the event.

ACT Submission
Proposed Rule


Beginners Test is a Stake confined to Gundogs that have not won another Beginners Test or have placed in any other Stake.  Beginners' Tests shall consist of two (2) Runs each of which is a Mark Retrieve, one (1) on land and one (1) in or through water.

Rationale

See Rationale attached to Rule No 32 above and this wording embraces Rule No 45 which 

should, as a consequence, be deleted.

Rule 34

Current Rule

Novice Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won any stake other than two (2)  Novice Stakes, Puppy Stakes and ‘Beginners’ Tests excluded. A “Walk up” is not permitted in a Novice or Puppy Stake or Beginners’ Test.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Novice Stake is a Stake confined to Gundogs that have not won two (2) Novice Stakes (Beginners’ Tests excluded). A “Walk up” is permitted in a Novice Stake as per Rule 9.

Rationale 
Changes in the 1st sentence are to make the eligibility requirements clearer. The second 

sentence is changed to align the Rule Book with our proposed change to Rule No 9. 
NSW Submission
Proposed Rule

Novice Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not. won three (3)  Novice Stakes (Puppy Stakes and Beginners’ Tests excluded). A “Walk up” is permitted in a Novice Stake as per Rule 9.

Rationale

The changes in the 1st sentence are to make the eligibility requirements clearer. The second sentence is changed to align the Rule Book with our proposed change to Rule 9.  Puppy stakes are defined in Rule 32 where it is implied that a walk up is not included.

Rule No 35

Current Rule


Derby Stake is a stake confined to all Gundogs six (6) months of age and not exceeding two (2) years as at the date of the event. 


Note: Work for Derby Stakes must not include blind finds. Work for Novice and Puppy Stakes must be single-marked retrieves, and importance must be placed on arranging runs with clear marking. All events shall be restricted to dogs six (6) months or over.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Delete Rule 35 in its entirety.

Rationale

Age based Stakes are not viable in the Australian environment and should be deleted and

replaced with a progression of events e.g. commencing with a Beginners Test, followed by 

a Novice Stake, a Restricted Stake, an All Age Stake and a Championship Stake.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Derby Stake is a stake confined to all Gundogs over six (6) months of age. It is a test of marking.

Note: Work for Derby Stakes must not include blind finds or double rises. Importance must be placed on arranging runs with clear marking.

Rationale

To permit dogs to run in a Derby stake at any age over 6 months. To define more clearly the nature of a Derby stake. To delete reference to Novice and Puppy stakes under this heading. In any case the Novice stake would, if our recommendations are accepted, include a walk up. The rule of single marked retrieves for Puppy stakes is already included in Rule 32. The last sentence has been removed to avoid repetition.
NACA Submission
Could someone please clarify just what the purpose of a Derby Stake is!   Do any States or Territories conduct this Stake?  If so, how frequently or popular is this Stake?

If the intention of a Derby Stake is a “fill-in” between Novice and Restricted, then we in the NT strongly feel that the criteria or eligibility for entry should be altered.  ie for “any dog that has not won a Stake other than Novice or been placed 1st, 2nd or 3rd in Restricted, All Age and Championship Stakes.”

At present, as the ANKC Rules stand, allowing a Retrieving Trial Champion to compete against a 7 month old puppy, in a Stake that does not allow a Blind Retrieve seems totally inequitable.

Rule No 36

Current Rule
Restricted Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3)

Restricted Stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a 

Championship Stake.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Restricted Stake is a Stake confined to Gundogs that have not won five (5) Restricted Stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a Championship Stake. At least one Blind Find Retrieve shall be included in a Restricted Stake. It is preferable that the Blind Find Retrieve should be completed after, rather than before, a Mark Retrieve, Double Rise or Two-Bird Retrieve. In the same Run, if a Blind Find is to be completed ahead of a Mark Retrieve, the angle of separation between the two items of game shall not be less than 45 degrees.  

Rationale

There is a significant gap between the levels of performance expected of All Age dogs and

those competing at Restricted Stake level. Competitors from States experiencing low entry

numbers are finding that dogs are being forced to compete at All Age level before they

have gained sufficient experience. Increasing the number of permissible wins is seen as

viable approach to allow these dogs to gain the requisite experience. The requirement for 

three (3) Restricted Stake wins for a dog to gain its RRD title would be retained so

competitors in States with larger entries will not be significantly disadvantaged. An angular separation of 45 degrees is considered more than adequate for dogs of this standard.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Restricted Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3)  Restricted stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a Championship Stake.

At least one blind shall be included in a Restricted Stake. A blind should preferably be picked up after, rather than before, a mark, double rise or a two-bird retrieve. Where a blind is to be retrieved 1st the angle of separation shall be at least 90 degrees.

Rationale

To introduced the dog to the concept of a blind without the added difficulty of running past or close to other game. Angles less than 90 degrees do not make it possible to take the dog’s eyes right away from where the mark fell. 

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Restricted Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3) restricted Stakes or an All Age or been placed first or second in a Championship. A blind find retrieve must be included in a Restricted Stake

Rationale

A Restricted Stake is the stepping stone between Novice stakes and All Age Stakes. Blind finds are common in All Age and is essential that dogs get a grounding of the requirements for later trailing requirements in a Restricted stake. 

SACA Submission:
Restricted Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3) Restricted Stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a Championship. A blind find must be included.
Rationale:
There are sometimes as many as three (3) blind finds included in an All Age Stake so a blind find in a Restricted Stake would be a good lead up for all dogs moving into All Age.
The change makes a blind find for Restricted Stakes mandatory. General practice is to include blind finds in Restricted, but as the rule stands it is possible for a dog to win its way into All-Age without retrieving a single blind.
The blind find may include the dog being tested for steadiness from behind a hide but not necessarily. The distance and standard of the blind find should be commensurate with the ability of Restricted dogs.
ESTABLISHMENT OF RESTRICTED ‘A’fter AND ‘B’efore STAKES
Rules 36, 37 and  38
Current Rule 36 – Restricted Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3) restricted Stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a Championship Stake
To Become-:

Rule 36 (a) – Restricted Stake ‘B’ is a stake confined to Gundogs that have not won three (3) restricted Stakes or an All Age Stake or been placed first or second in a Championship Stake.  N.B. Rule 51 applies
AND AN ADDITIONAL RULE INSERTED

Rule 36 (B) – Restricted Stake ‘A’ is a stake confined to Gundogs that have attained the title of R.R.D. or better. It is to be conducted where practicable in conjunction with Restricted ‘B’ under identical trial conditions as those set down for Restricted ‘B’ but is a separate competition that carries no additional formal recognition.
Rationale:
Historically there have been a number of handlers and dogs who have had neither the time or the inclination or the ability to aspire to compete in All Age Stakes. These people have dropped out, never to be seen again; once their dog has won it’s way out of Restricted. There are currently a number of handlers who would be quite happy to compete in Restricted and do not wish to run in All Age Stakes

We have all seen, some having personally experienced the situation, when an inexperienced dog wins it’s way out of Restricted due to the lack of numbers after just three trials, and then, having been forced up into All Age, doesn’t pick up another bird all season. The following season the handler/dog combination may collect a few birds here and there but by then confidence has evaporated and the sport is no longer enjoyable. Hardly the way to encourage people to stay in the sport

Running non-competing is not all that enticing to some, they enjoy the element of competition against their peers. So the Restricted ‘A’ needs to be an official competition, conducted in conjunction with Restricted ‘B’, and not just some ‘Mickey-Mouse’ affair put on by the club conducting the trials as some sort of fund-raiser. Trophies could be confined to cash & sash to the winner, but club’s could make their own decisions about that matter
If Restricted ‘A’ is established some handlers will eventually gain sufficient confidence to run in All Age Stakes, but until then they are denied any form of the sport, not up to All Age standard, but having attained R.R.D. and therefore ‘out’ 

As a comparison to Obedience, Open ‘A’ and Open ‘B’ are well supported by triallers, many of whom have obtained U.D. titles, but still want to enjoy the sport at a lower level, why should we not offer the same incentive to our participants?
Rule No 37

Current Rule

All Age Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have won a Novice or have been

placed first, second or third in a Restricted Stake. A blind find must be included. 

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


All Age Stake is a Stake confined to Gundogs that have won a Novice Stake or have been placed first, second or third in a Restricted Stake. A Blind Find Retrieve must be included and the number of Runs shall not exceed four (4). 

Rationale

Some States are conducting Championship events limited to four Runs and at the same

time some Club’s are conducting All Age events with up to five (5) Runs. This imbalance 

can distort the perception of the relative performance of the winning dogs.  

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

All Age Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have won a Novice or have been placed first, second or third in a Restricted Stake. A blind find must be included, with the dog tested for steadiness in a hide at least once.

Rationale

Steadiness in the hide now occurs in almost all All Age Stakes and to promote a common standard it is desirable for dogs to be tested from behind a hide in all All Age Stakes.

Rule No 38

Current Rule


Championship Stake is a stake confined to Gundogs that have been placed first in a Restricted or first, second or third in an All Age Stake. A Championship Stake shall consist of not less than four (4) retrieves, with at least nine (9) items of game to be retrieved.  At least two (2) blind finds are to be included.


A dog must be tested for steadiness from behind a hide at least once. 

Note:  A minimum of eight (8) bona fide exhibits and at least six (6) different owners to compete before the event can be recognised as a Championship.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Championship Stake is a Stake confined to Gundogs that have been placed first in a Restricted Stake or first, second or third in an All Age Stake. A Championship Stake shall consist of not less than six (6) Runs, with at least thirteen (13) items of game to be retrieved.  At least two (2) Blind Find Retrieves shall be included and a dog must be tested for steadiness from behind a Hide on at least one occasion during the course of the event. 

Note:  A minimum of eight (8) bona fide exhibits, at least six (6) different owners to compete before the event can be recognised as a Championship Stake.

Rationale

The increase in the minimum number of Runs is designed to establish a clear distinction between

All Age and Championship Stakes. 

Rule No 39 

Current Rule

Retrieving Trial Champions are eligible only for Championship. All Age and Derby

Stakes. 

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Retrieving Trial Champions are eligible only for Championship and All Age Stakes.

Rationale

Editorial change and the amendment wording is in keeping with the recommendation to 

delete Derby Stakes in their entirety.  

Rule No 40

Current Rule


National Championship Retrieving Trial shall consist of not less than seven (7) retrieves with at least fifteen (15) items of game to be retrieved.  At least two (2) blinds are to be included.” A retrieve containing a blind find "leg" is not acceptable unless the dog is tested for steadiness from behind a hide.  


A dog must be tested for steadiness from behind a hide at least twice.


Note:  
A minimum of eight (8) bona fide exhibits and at least six (6) different owners to compete before the event can be recognised as a Championship.


No other Retrieving Trial carrying Championship points may be conducted throughout Australia on the same day as a National Championship Retrieving Trial.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 


National Championship Retrieving Trial shall consist of not less than eight (8) Runs with at least seventeen (17) items of game to be retrieved.  At least two (2) Blind Find Retrieves are to be included and a dog must be tested for steadiness from behind a hide on at least two (2) occasions. .


Note:  
A minimum of twelve (12) bona fide exhibits and at least eight (8) different owners to compete before the event can be recognised as a National Championship.


No other Retrieving Trial carrying Championship points may be conducted throughout Australia on the same day as a National Championship Retrieving Trial.

Rationale

The increase in the minimum number of Runs and items of game to be retrieved is

designed to establish a clear distinction between a Championship Stake and a National 

Championship Retrieving Trial. 

CAWA Submission
Page 8 – Last paragraph reads “No other Retrieving Trial carrying Championship points may be conducted throughout Australia on the same day as a National Championship Retrieving Trial”

Proposed Amendment

Needs to read: a) No other Championship Stake may be conducted throughout Australia on the same day as a National Championship Retrieving Trial OR
b) No other Retrieving Trial carrying Points towards Championship may be conducted throughout Australia on the same day as a National Championship Retrieving Trial
Rationale:

At the NRAFT conference held in July 97 when it was resolved to include this rule into all disciplines, CAWA asked the then chair Mr. Bob Maver if this Rule would cover Championship and All Age Stakes or just Championship Stakes.


He advised that it was for Championship stakes where “Championship points” were 


awarded as opposed to All Age Stakes where “points towards championship” were 


awarded.  This rule needs to be clarified.

Rule No 41

Current Rule

 Brace Stake is a stake for two (2) dogs of different breeds or two (2) dogs of the

same breed, provided they are registered Gundogs and the bona fide property of the

one (1) owner.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 


Delete Rule No 41 in its entirety.

Rationale

A Brace Stake is not relevant in the Australian environment.

QLD Submission
Delete these rules

Rationale 

Brace and Team stakes are not held, and there is no intention of holding them in the future.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Delete Rule altogether

Rationale 

Brace Stakes have not been conducted at retrieving Trials for a number of years and their retention in the rule book is not required. In addition there are insufficient competitors with enough dogs to conduct a Brace Stake.

Rule No 42

Current Rule
Team Stake is a stake for three (3) dogs of the same or different breeds provided

they are the bona fide property of the one (1) owner.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Delete Rule No 42 in its entirety

Rationale

A Team Stake is not relevant in the Australian environment.

QLD Submission
Delete these rules

Rationale 

Brace and Team stakes are not held, and there is no intention of holding them in the future.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Delete Rule altogether

Rationale 

Team Stakes have not been conducted at retrieving Trials for a number of years and their retention in the rule book is not required. In addition there are insufficient competitors with enough dogs to conduct a Team Stake.

Rule No 45

Current Rule

Beginners' Tests - Are tests provided for dogs that have never been placed in any

Stake or which have never won any other Beginners' Test or Water Test. 

Beginners' Tests shall consist of two (2) single-marked retrieves, one (1) on land

and one (1) in or through water.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Delete Rule No 45 in its entirety

Rationale

Context included in proposed changes to Rule No 33.

Rules 46-47-48-49-50 each relate to Water Tests 
Current Rules Nos. 
46. A Water Test shall consist of two (2) retrieves, one (1) to be from water and one (1) across water and both to be single-marked retrieves. 


47. Novice Water Test is a test for dogs which have not won any Water Test or Retrieving Trial Stake or been placed first or second in a Retrieving Trial Championship Stake (Beginners’ Test excluded). 


48. Restricted Water Test is a test for dogs which have not won an All Age Water test or an All Age Stake Retrieving Trial or have been place first or second in a Championship Stake Retrieving Trial. 


49 All Age Water Test is a test for dogs without restriction to age or previous performance, except that Retrieving Trial Champions cannot compete. 


50. Any Judge holding a Novice Licence or higher shall be eligible to judge any Water Test. 

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 
The proposal is to delete Rules 46-50 inclusive.

Rationale
These events are rarely staged and no longer serve a useful purpose. Their deletion would 

bring the Rule book into line with alterations to other Field Trial rules, which have had 

irrelevant material removed. 

NSW Submission
Proposed

Delete Rules 46-50 inclusive.

Rationale
This would bring this rule book in line with alterations to other field trial rules, and eliminate irrelevant material from the Rule Book.

NACA Submission

Again, what is the purpose of these tests.  Any Retrieving Stake (inc Beginners) must be in or through water to show the dog can swim.  Again the eligibility seems inequitable.  At present a Novice water test can have a dog that has been placed consistently at Restricted, All Age or even Championship level (albeit not 1st or 2nd).  Do other States or Territories conduct these tests?   How frequently and for what benefit

Rule No 56

Current Rule

No owner or handler shall be permitted to withdraw a dog from a stake on the field 

or at any time during the progress of the stake, without the consent of the

Judge, and without advising a Steward. Any owner or handler withdrawing his dog 

or dogs without such consent may be debarred from any further Trials or penalised 

according to the circumstances by the Committee of the Member Body.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


No owner or handler shall be permitted to withdraw a dog from a Stake or at any time during the progress of the Stake, without the consent of the Judge (which will not be unreasonably withheld) and without advising a Steward. Any owner or handler withdrawing a dog or dogs without consent may be debarred from any further Trials or penalised according to the circumstances by the Committee of the Member Body.

Rationale
As a matter of courtesy an owner and/or handler should seek the Judge’s permission to 

withdraw any dog from a Stake, similarly, the Judge should not be in a position to deny 

such a request.  For example, a handler may be concerned for the safety of the dog in a 

particular Run and therefore wish to withdraw the dog from further competition. It is 

undesirable to have a situation whereby the Judge could deny such a request. 
Rule No 59

Current Rule

The course over which a stake shall be run shall be selected by the Judge and where possible, two (2) members of the Trial  Committee conducting the Trial. Such Committee members shall be appointed at a Trial Committee meeting preceding the Trial and shall be members who are not competing in the particular stake for which they have selected the runs.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

The course over which a stake shall be run shall be selected by the Judge and where possible, two (2) members of the Trial  Committee conducting the Trial. Such Committee members shall be appointed at a Trial Committee meeting preceding the Trial and shall be members who are not competing in the particular stake for which they have selected the runs.

The judge shall select his/her own runs. The committee has the right to intervene only if the selected runs contravene the ANKC rules or the dogs’ safety is in serious question.

Rationale

The Judge should in general principle be allowed to select his/her own runs, with the safety factor of a  committee’s veto for a serious problem.

Rule No 62

Current Rule

Should two (2) members of the Trial Committee entrusted with the management of the trial, after consultation with the Judge, consider any dog is unfit to compete by reason of sexual causes or any other causes which interfere with the safety or chance of winning of his opponents, such a dog shall be removed immediately from the ground.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Should two (2) members of the Trial Committee entrusted with the management of the trial, after consultation with the Judge, consider any dog is unfit to compete by reason of sexual causes or any tother causes which interfere with the safety or chance of winning of his opponents, such a dog shall be removed immediately from all competing areas.

Rationale

This would allow a competitor having another dog to participate while his/her animal in season can be confined elsewhere, in a trailer or away from competing areas, for example.

Rule No 63

Current Rule
In each run of a stake a dog may be handled by either its owner or a handler approved by the Stewards, but it must be one or the other. When dogs are working, an owner may not interfere with his dog if another person has been deputised to handle it.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

In each run of a stake a dog may be handled by either its owner or a handler approved by the Stewards, but it must be one or the other. When dogs are working, an owner must not interfere with his dog if another person has been deputised to handle it.

Rationale

This clarifies the intent of the rule. i.e. The owner cannot interfer with the dog while someone else is handling it, as this constitutes double handling.
Rule No 66

Current Rule 

The person handling and hunting a dog may speak, whistle, and work it by hand as

he may deem proper, but he may be called to order by the Judge for making any 

unnecessary noise or for any disorderly conduct, and if after being cautioned he 

persists in such noise or disorderly conduct, the Judge may order the dog to be 

taken up and it then shall be regarded as disqualified from the stake. An opponent's 

dog must not be interfered with or excited. 

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


The person handling a dog may speak, whistle, and work it by hand as they deem proper, including using a hand to indicate to the dog which item of game it is to retrieve, but may be called to order by the Judge for making any unnecessary noise or for any disorderly conduct, and if after being cautioned they persist with such noise or disorderly conduct, the Judge may order the dog to be taken up and it then shall be regarded as being disqualified from the Stake.

Rationale  

Dogs are not “hunted” in a Retrieving Trial and the revised wording further clarifies the

situation of when a handler elects to use a hand cue to indicate to the dog which item of 

game it is to retrieve. 

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Delete: “and hunting”  to read:

The person handling a dog may speak, whistle and work it by hand as he may deem proper, but he may be called to order by the Judge for making any unnecessary noise or for any disorderly conduct, and if after being cautioned he persists in such noise or disorderly conduct, the Judge may order the dog to be taken up and it shall then be regarded as disqualified from the stake. An opponent’s dog must not be interfered with or excited.

Rationale 

Hunting does not occur at retrieving trials.
QLD Submission

Delete “and hunting”

Rationale

Hunting is not part of the sport

NACA Submission

Simple semantics:

2nd line:      “…..may deem proper.   He may………”

4th line:       “disorder conduct.     If after…………”

Rationale:

Again an overlong sentence (75 words)  Simply a process of tidying up the sentence structure.

Rule No 68

Current Rule

A handler handling a dog may speak, whistle and work it by hand direction as he may deem proper. A handler who touches or physically interferes with his dog will be penalised according to the seriousness of the offence.

QLD Submission

Delete first sentence

Proposed Rule

A handler who touches or physically interferes with his dog will be penalised according to the seriousness of the offence.

Rationale – the first sentence is redundant, being repetition of the first part of Rule 66
Rule No 71

Current Rule 

During a run when the dog is under the control of a Judge, such judge must not advise a competing handler of the position of his dog.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Change to: While a dog is in competition, the Judge is not permitted to advise the competing handler where the dog is nor where the item of game is in relation to the dog. 

Rationale 

Unfair advantage if given to handlers if they are advised where their dog is or where the item of game is in relation to the dog.

CAWA Submission

Proposed Amendment

page 12 – Add “or the position of the game”

Rationale:

To state clearly that the Judge is to absolutely NOT advise any competitor the position of the dog or game which would clearly give that competitor an unfair advantage.  There has been situations when competitors have asked the Judge for this information during a retrieve and we feel it should not be allowed just as it not allowable to disclose the position of the dog.

Rule 80

Current Rule

The Game Steward shall when directed by the judge, cast the game in the area and in such manner as previously directed by the Judge, and where applicable from a position out of sight of the handler and in a way that does not distract the dog.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

The Game Steward shall when directed by the judge, cast the game in the area and in such manner as previously directed by the Judge, and where applicable from a position out of sight of the handler and in a way that does not distract the dog.

Insofar as possible, where UHF radios are in use to set up a run, no communication between the Judge and the stewards shall take place via the radios while the dog is retrieving and outside the control area. Exceptions would include notification of wrongly cast game, a wounded dog, or a situation which interferes with the run for that dog.

Rationale

To avoid insofar as possible unfair distractions for the dog and encourage responsible usage of UHF radios.
Rule No 84

Current Rule 

On instruction from the Judge, and only then, shall the handler order his dog to retrieve game. The instruction may be given by the Judge to all handlers prior to the commencement of a retrieve if he so desires, so as to eliminate interference with the dog whilst it is at the Firing Point.

Note: The dog must not be held or forcibly restrained by the handler whilst awaiting for such instruction from the judge.

VAC Submission

Proposed Amendment

The Judge may instruct or give prior instruction when the handler is to order his dog to retrieve game. The Judge should eliminate any interference with the dog whilst it is at the Firing Point.

Note: The dog must not be held or forcibly restrained by the handler whilst awaiting for such instruction from the judge.

Rationale 

Provides better definition in the rule on when the dog is to be sent to retrieve.

Rule No 86

Current Rule 
The dog shall retrieve the game cleanly and without delay shall return direct to the 

handler and shall deliver straight to hand in front of the handler from standing or 

sitting position, and as instructed by the Judge. The dog shall be stationary at 

delivery.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule 
The dog shall retrieve the game cleanly and without delay return directly to the handler and shall deliver, within hand’s reach of the handler (e.g. in front of or at the handler’s side), from standing or sitting position.  The dog shall be stationary at delivery. 
Rationale 
Dog’s should be allowed to deliver anywhere within a tight semi-circle from the left to the 

right side heeling position of the handler. While delivering to the side, dogs often 

demonstrate that they have remembered the location of other game by aligning

themselves in the relevant direction. 

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

The dog shall retrieve the game cleanly and without delay shall return direct to the handler and shall deliver within hand’s reach of the handler (e.g in front or at the handler’s side) from standing or sitting position, and as instructed by the Judge. The dog shall be stationary at delivery.

Rationale

We believe the dog should be allowed to deliver anywhere within a tight semi-circle from the left to the right side heeling position of the handler.

Rule 87

Current Rule

The handler, without stepping forward shall take the game with one hand from the mouth of the dog. It is important that the dog shall deliver tenderly , i.e. with a “soft mouth”. Where more than one (1) object of game is to be retrieved, the handler must carry all game or place game gently on the ground while waiting for second or more game to be delivered by the dog. When all game has been retrieved the handler shall then move back to the Control Point with the dog at heel and hand over to the Steward, the gun and all game from that retrieve. The handler will then receive lead and collar from the Steward and place it back on the dog.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

The handler, without stepping towards the dog shall take the game with one hand from the mouth of the dog. It is important that the dog shall deliver tenderly , i.e. with a “soft mouth”. Where more than one (1) object of game is to be retrieved, the handler must carry all game or place game gently on the ground while waiting for second or more game to be delivered by the dog. When all game has been retrieved the handler shall them move back to the Control Point with the dog at heel and hand over to the Steward, the gun and all game from that retrieve. The handler will then receive lead and collar from the Steward and place it back on the dog.

Rationale

This enlarges on the change in Rule 86.

Rule No 90

Current Rule

Dogs retrieving any feather or fur, other than the object designated to be retrieved, and deemed by the Judge to have been picked up in the area of the run, will be run again without penalty
Sth Aust Submission

REMOVE OR RE-WORD RULE 90

Rule 90 conflicts with rule 23b
Current Rule 23 (b) – If any dog at any time picks up an article of game other than the nominated one it should be eliminated from further competition
Proposed Rule-
Dogs retrieving any feather or fur, deemed by the Judge to have been picked up in the area of the run, but excluding any deliberately placed additional item of game that is not to be retrieved [refer Rule 23 (a)] will be run again without penalty
Rationale:
Rule 90 is in direct conflict with Rule 23 (b). Rule 90 was added at the 1999 Rule Change meeting in an attempt to overcome a difficulty, which occurred at the South Australian National Retriever Championship. The wording of this Rule requires amendment in order to become effective.
QLD Submission

Delete Rule 90

Rationale

These 2 rules are contradictory. The revised Rule 23(b) clarifies the intent of the existing Rules.

Rule No 91

Current Rule

In a Team or Brace Stake, the procedure shall be as detailed above, except that the Judge shall nominate which dog is to retrieve first. In the second run the order of retrieving is to be reversed.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Delete rule altogether.

Rationale 

Team or Brace Stakes are no longer Stakes that are conducted at retrieving trials

Rule No 93 (b)

Current rule

Game stewards and Gun Stewards….

(b) Shall, in the event of game being cast in a position where a retrieve is impossible, inform the Judge of such fact.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

(b) Shall, in the event of game being cast in a position where a retrieve is impossible or cast in a place substantially different to that directed by the judge, inform the Judge of such fact.

Rationale

As stewards do make this communication when needed this it should be included in the rules.

Rule No 93 (e)

Current Rule

Game stewards and Gun Stewards….

(e) The Game Stewards will at all times, be hidden from sight of both the handler and dog. The Game and Gun Stewards will refrain from unnecessary movement and the Gun Steward will ensure that the gun is broken at all times when not actually in use. Game to be retrieved must be at least ten (10) metres from the Game Steward.

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

(e) The Game Stewards will at all times, endeavour to be hidden from sight of both the handler and dog. The Game and Gun Stewards will refrain from unnecessary movement and the Gun Steward will ensure that the gun is broken at all times when not actually in use. Game to be retrieved must be at least ten (10) metres from the Game Steward.

Rationale

As sometimes it is impossible for Stewards to be completely hidden this should be allowed for in the rules.

Rule No 93(f)
Current Rule
Where a gun steward has been elected to fire on behalf of a handler, the gun will be fired when the bird is as near the apex of its flight. Only in the case of a handler being under age or incapacitated will a gun steward be permitted to fire for the handler. Where because of a legal or physical disability a person is restricted from carrying a mock gun, that person shall not be required to carry anything. Responsibilities of gun stewards to fire at game on the behalf of competitors without a gun licence.

VCA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Where a gun steward has been elected to fire on behalf of a handler, the gun will be fired when the bird is as near the apex of its flight. Only in the case of a beginners test or novice stake ( and then for a period not exceeding six (6) months from date of  commencing trialing) or a handler being under age or incapacitated will a gun steward be permitted to fire for the handler. Where because of a legal or physical disability a person is restricted from carrying a mock gun, that person shall not be required to carry anything.

Rationale
Enables a wider range of the community to experience and commence competition in retrieving trials without having to go through the time and cost of obtaining a shooting licence .

NSW Submission

Proposed Rule

Game stewards and Gun Stewards….

(f) Where a Gun Steward has been elected to fire on behalf of a handler, the gun will be fired when the bird is as near as possible to the apex of its flight. Only in the case of a handler being under age or incapacitated or prevented at law will a Gun Steward be permitted to fire for the handler. When because of a legal or physical disability a person is restricted from carry a mock gun, that person will not be required to carry anything.

Rationale

The purpose of the change is to clarify that this rule can be used to allow competitors who do not have a gun licence to compete in trials. It is the intention that this permission should not be used by people who do have a licence to avoid holding a gun. The judge may choose to require a mock gun to be held by the handler to minimise any advantage. 

It is noted that the Exhibitors Declaration on the NSW entry form would need to be altered to reflect the acceptability of entering a trial without holding a gun licence. The reverse side of the Entry Form may also require alterations if Rules 34, 35, 36 are changed.

NACA Submission
Shot Over:

The NT feels this needs clearing defining.  Normal posture for the handler has been stated in no.81.  But allowance is also made for a Gun Steward to fire on a handler’s behalf.

“Shot over means the handler in the normal position (as per no 81) or as per no 93 (f) when the Gun Steward fires on behalf of a handler.

Rule No 93(g)

CAWA Submission

Proposed Amendment

Page 15 – Delete the words “Where possible”

Rationale:

A competitor SHOULD NOT be out in the field as a steward before running his dog.  This gives a decided advantage to that competitor who has the opportunity of ascertaining the terrain and the pitfalls.

Rule No 100

Current Rule 

A Qualifying Certificate is not a prize or a title but may be awarded at the discretion of the Judge in any stake consisting of at least three (3) retrieves to dogs that have completed the stake to the Judge’s satisfaction, having shown that they are under reasonable control and not ‘hard-mouthed’
SACA Submission

Proposed Rule
A Qualifying Certificate is an official title and may be awarded at the discretion of the Judge in any stake consisting of at least three (3) retrieves to dogs that have completed the stake to the Judge’s satisfaction, having shown that they are under reasonable control and not ‘hard-mouthed’. Three (3) satisfactorily completed trials under two (2) Judges are required. The letters ‘Q.C.’ may be added after the registered name of the dog
Rationale:
In simple terms a QC is an award given to a dog if it completes a Novice Trial to the satisfaction of the Judge. Many Gundog owners are breeding Gundogs but for many and various reasons are not necessarily working them in Retrieving Trials or Field Trials Whilst this is regrettable, and we should encourage all Gundogs to perform the tasks for which they are bred, it would appear unlikely that there will be an immediate upsurge of interest in the sport. However, many breeders, and prospective puppy buyers, still want to know, when choosing a stud dog, or selecting a puppy, that the working ability is there. The addition of QC on the official pedigree would be an indication of some measure of success in the field
A QC is awarded to a Gundog and is unique to that group of breeds. It cannot be achieved by a breed other than a Gundog
Future generations of breeders would undoubtedly wish to know which individuals had retained some of the working abilities, currently this is not possible.
CAWA Submission
Proposed Amendment

Page 16 – Add “nor gun shy”

Rationale

We believe that the dog should under control, not “hard-mouthed, nor “gun shy”

Rule No 103
Current Rule
The title of Novice Retrieving Trial Dog (N.R.D.) and/or Restricted Retrieving Trial

Dog (R.R.D.) may be awarded to those dogs which are no longer eligible to compete 

in those stakes because of wins in those stakes or wins/placing in higher classes. 

(This Rule will be effective for dogs entering trials as from 1/1/1988 and those 

completing qualification after that date.)

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


The title of Novice Retrieving Trial Dog (N.R.D.) may be awarded to those dogs that are no longer eligible to compete in Novice Stakes because of wins in those Stakes or wins/placing in higher classes. (This Rule will be effective for dogs entering trials as from 1/1/1988 and those completing qualification after that date.)

New Rule


The Restricted Retrieving Trial Dog (R.R.D.) may be awarded to those dogs that have won three (3) Restricted Stakes or are no longer eligible to compete at this level because of wins/placing in higher classes. (This Rule shall be effective for dogs entering trials as from 1/1/1988 and those completing qualification after that date.)

Rationale

In the interests of advancing the sport and to assist handlers and/or dogs gain additional 

experience before being excluded from competing at Restricted level, it has been 

recommended (see proposed Rule No 36) that the total number of Restricted wins be 

increased to five (5). Nevertheless, it is felt that the number of wins at Restricted level 

necessary to gain the RRD Title should not be increased fro the current criteria.

Rules Nos 111c, d, e.

CAWA Submission

Proposed Amendment


Change wording to say “before being eligible to judge (relevant stake) the Judge should be assessed at the required number of appointments by a Judge or examiner approved by the Judges Training Committee of the Member Body”

Rationale:

To clarify “completed to the satisfaction of the member body”.

Rule No 113

Current Rule

Judges shall not show their sheets to any unauthorised person. The sheets must be

retained by the judge. Judge's Sheets must be checked and signed by the Judge 

and Chief Steward and the points announced for all place awards at the conclusion 

of the Trial.

Should any competitor request details of how he was scored on any retrieve, the

judge may make this information available to that competitor.  The Judge may, at 

his discretion, show a competitor his/her score sheet.

ACT Submission

Proposed Rule


Judges shall not show their sheets to unauthorised persons. The sheets must be retained by the Judge. Judge's Sheets must be checked and signed by the Judge and Chief Steward and at the conclusion of the Trial and the aggregate points shall be announced for all place awards.


As a minimum, at the conclusion of the presentation of trophies, the Run by Run scores of all dogs completing the Trial shall be made available to interested parties.

Should any competitor failing to complete the Trial request details of how he/she was scored on any Run, the Judge shall make this information available to that competitor.  The Judge may, at his discretion, show a competitor his/her score sheet.

Rationale

Under current Rules and practice, a Retrieving Trial is possibly the only competition in Australia where a competitor’s progress throughout the Trial is known only to the Judge. It is considered that the sport would benefit from adopting a more transparent approach. This could be achieved by making the Run by Run scores of all competitors completing the Trial available for the information of interested parties. The proposed approach does not create any additional work on behalf of the Judge or Officials since the scores of all competitors completing the Trial are routinely tallied in order to establish the final outcome of the Trial. 

VCA Submission

Current Rule Number Retrieving trial Judges Score sheet

Current Rule

1.
Deductions include “Breaking to Shot”

2.
Deductions include “Not firing form shoulder at game

”
Proposed Amendment

1. 
Change to “Breaking to Shot/Breaking to Hide             up to 10”

2. 
Change to “Not firing from shoulder at game/Moving outside firing point      to 5”

Rationale 

Within the definitions Breaking to Hide is defined. There is no corresponding place on the score sheet for deductions for breaking to hide. In many instances where a dog is tested for steadiness in a hide it is not tested for steadiness to shot. There is little point in testing for steadiness from a hide where there is no obvious place to score this demerit.

Moving outside the firing point gives a handler and a dog an obvious advantage over other

competitors where this occurs. At the moment there is no obvious place in the score sheet 

to penalise for this infringement. The area of the score sheet where indiscretion of the 

handler is penalised is “Not firing from the shoulder”. “Moving outside the firing point is a 

similar infringement on the behalf of the handler and could be included in the section of the 

score sheet relating to “Not firing from the shoulder” for purposes of scoring.

ACT Submission

Proposed Change to Score Sheet

Change


Amend the Score Sheet to include a new category entitled “Breaking from the Hide” with a deduction of up to 5 points. 

Rationale
Over time this misdemeanour has not been treated in a consistent manner by all Judges

and has been assessed under a variety of categories including; Steadiness, Obedience 

and Walking to Heel; Breaking to Shot and Failure to Obey Command and Direction.  

Creating a dedicated category is seen as an appropriate solution this dilemma. The 

recommendation that the penalty be limited to a maximum of 5 points was reached after 

considering the relative importance of; 

a. Breaking to Shot - max 10 points

b. Hard mouth - max 10 points

c. Blinking and over-running game - max 5 points

d. Dropping game - max 5 points, and

e. Not firing from the shoulder - max 5 points 


Breaking from the hide, either before or after the shot is fired (but before the dog is called by the handler), is assessed as a lesser fault than a. and b. above and more in keeping with faults c, d, and e.
NACA Submission

In today’s climate of freedom of information and accountability, the NT would like to see the points per run available to all competitors.  This is not the points breakdown but the final figure per run per dog.  These could be announced/displayed after each run or at the conclusion of the Stake.

Rationale

As stated, in today’s climate of freedom of information and accountability for action or decisions
CAWA Submission

Definition of “giving tongue”

That consideration  be given for a definition of “giving tongue” in the Rules for Retrieving Trials for Gundogs.

Suggestion: “A dog is deemed to have “given tongue” when in the opinion of the Judge the dog barks or emits other significant noise whilst being adjudicated”

Rationale:

In the current Rules all other deductions on the score sheet are defined in the Rule

Book.  “Giving Tongue” is not and it should be there to assist Judges with their scoring.  

Definition of “gun shy”

CAWA to move that “gun shy” be considered to be included in the Rules under definitions of terms.

Suggestion: “A dog which recoils from the sight or sound of the gun is deemed to be “gun shy” and should be penalized according to the seriousness of the fault.”

Rationale:

IN the current Rules, Rule 95 says that every competing dog must be shot over before it can gain a prize, Certificate of Merit, Diploma of Merit or Qualifying Certificate and must satisfy the Judge that it is not gun-shy.  But nowhere does it describe the definition of “gun shy”.

SUBMISSIONS For New Rules

TCA Submission

That a new stake be commenced to meet the gap that is occurring between Novice and Restricted, and that stake be an intermediate stake.  This would consist of 5 retrieves over three runs.  All retrieves to be marks.  One single retrieve up to maximum distance and the other two to be concept retrieves of a maximum distance of 100 meters.

Where a double mark is used the handler is to nominate the order of retrieve.  No relocations shall be used.

The angle between birds on a concept retrieve will be no less than 60 degrees except for a double rise when the second article of game must be as per the existing rule.

Any dog is eligible to compete unless it has won a restricted or placed in an All Age or has won three intermediate stakes.

Any dog winning an intermediate stake would be eligible to enter All Age.

Judges holding a restricted license or greater would be eligible to judge such stake.

Rationale:

Over a period of time the distance between 

Restricted and Novice has increased, and many handlers are having some difficulty when leaving novice and on occasions even leave the sport.

The main problem appears to be that Restricted has increased in its degree of difficulty and although an easy fix may be to re-educate judges; once a level has been set it is extremely difficult to change.

This stake would give the novice handler a more incremental pathway to the higher levels but it is not compulsory.

This stake would not be a mandatory stake to be conducted, but one that could be used when it is apparent that a large number of dogs entering restricted may not be up to that level, and as such, give those handlers an opportunity to compete with a degree of satisfaction.

From checking a number of States catalogues it is evident that Restricted is the area where the number is small but both Novice and All Age are still holding good numbers.

VCA Submission

Current Rule Number New rule 21 (subsequent rules to be renumbered)

Rule Detail

None

Proposed Amendment

A triple retrieve is restricted to All Age and Championship Stakes.

Rationale

Restricted Stakes are supposed to be an introduction to multiple leg retrieves. Introduction of the complexity of triple leg retrieves in combinations of sighted retrieves and blinds is not warranted.

CAWA Submission
Title – All Age Retrieving Dog

That consideration be given to a new Title, that of, All Age Retrieving Dog (ARD or AARD) along the lines of the Novice Retrieving Dog (NRD) or Restricted Retrieving Dog (RRD).

Suggestion: Awarded to the dog who has COMPLETED ten (10) All Age Stakes under at least three different Judges..

Rationale:

To recognize competency at the All Age level of Retrieving in line with the existing NRD and RRD titles and to encourage dogs with their RRD titles to work towards their ARD or AARD bearing in mind that for some dogs/handlers the title of Retrieving Trial Champion is seen to be un-attainable. 

SACA Submission

GRAND CHAMPION
Add to Rule 107 or insert new Rule (and therefore re-number Rule book)
107 (b)-: The title of Rt. Grand Champion may be awarded to any dog that achieves 120 Championship points, twelve (12) of which must be awarded in Championship/National competition, either one Championship/National win or two (2) second Championship/National placing’s.
Rationale:
This brings us in to line with the creation of Grand Championship in conformation and will be a just and fitting reward for outstanding achievement in the field. The requirement to win a Championship outright or place second in two (2) Championship/National stakes requires significant merit and ensures that the title of Grand Champion will not be obtained simply because the member state has fewer dogs in competition
ACT Submission

New Rule

The title of RT Grand Champion may be awarded to any dog that is awarded at total of 120 Championship points, of which not less than eighteen (18) have been awarded in Championship Stakes. 
The title of RT Grand Championship will not be awarded to dogs retrospectively, but a dog will be eligible to be awarded the title of RT Grand Champion, if it gains a minimum of twelve (12) points towards the title of RT Grand Champion (120 points) on or after the implementation date of 1.1.2005.

Rationale

To place Retrieving Trial titles on a comparable to those in the “conformation world” and is a just and fitting reward for outstanding achievement in the field. The requirement to gain at least eighteen points in Championship Stakes requires significant merit and ensures that the title of RT Grand Champion will not be obtained simply because a Member State has fewer dogs in competition.  
ACT Submission

New Rule 

Items of game shall be considered to be “in line” when the angle of separation is less than 11 degrees. In practical terms, 11 degrees equates to a 10 metre separation at a distance of 50 metres; a 20 metre separation at a distance of 100 metres and a 30 metre separation at a distance of 150 metres. The Judge shall not specify the order of pick-up if items of game are deemed to be “in line” and that decision shall be left to the handler’s discretion. 

Rationale

It is considered that in situations where items of game are deliberately cast or placed “in line” and the Judge specifies that the “back” item of game is to be retrieved first, the scenario calls for levels of control that are outside the spirit of the sport. There is a widely held view that Runs of this type are designed to eliminate competitors rather than to produce fair competition that can be assessed in an appropriate manner and suitable safeguards are required.  

For Discussion
NACA Submission 

Retrieves:

Some Stakes/retrieves are restricted ie no  blinds in Puppy, Derby or Novice and Double Fall in All Age and Championship.  The NT feels it could be beneficial to handlers to have an indicator of some other retrieves.

This could be either (a) retrieves can be restricted or recommended for specific Stakes or (b) a blanket statement that any retrieve not specifically identified with a Stake may be utilised for any Stake.

Runs .v. Retrieves:

The rules seem to use retrieve and run in an interchangeable manner when the context is not always exactly the same.  This is confusing for new handlers.  We suggest defining and clarifying same.  (this can be seen in the wording for no 30 and no 31)

ACT Submission

Restructure of the Rule Book

In its present form related Rules are not always presented together and this makes for difficult reading and understanding, particularly for new-comers to the sport. A number of Rules include Notes and their status in not clear. Perhaps they should be made into separate and distinct Rules. 

Reordering the Rules Book along the following lines is recommended and bringing it to fruition may require a Working Party to be established in which the ACTCA is filling to participate.

Purpose    (Rules 1, 5, 27, 4, and 6) 
Definition of Terms (Rule 7) 
Retrieves (Rules 8, 24, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 30, 22, 26, 29, 23, 25, 26, 28, 31) 
Stakes and Eligibility (Rules 2, 3, 32, 45, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 43, 44) 
Required entries (Rules 51, notes 38, and 40) 
Judges (Rules 111, 71, 72, 73,) 
Duties of Trial manager and stake managers (Rule 92) 
Duties of Gun steward (Rule 93f) 
Duties of Game stewards (Rule 93a-e,g) 
General Regulations for Conduct of a Trial (Rules 52, 60, 58, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 67, 69, 70, 74, 75) 
Procedure for Conducting Trials (Rules 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91), 

Method of Scoring (Rules 112, 113, 114, Score Sheet) 
Awards (Rules 110b, 110a, 97, 98, 99, 110, 101, 102, 94, 95, 104, 105, 106) 
Titles (Rules 103, 107, 108, 109).

