MY BLUEPRINT FOR THE FUTURE

By Peter Betteridge

In he hope that our national RAFT will debate many of the issues raised by the bulletin board, I thought it might be productive to offer a blueprint that can not be addressed piecemeal and reacquires a definitive yes or no. I have solicited the opinions of people from the many spectrums of the sport and have tried to incorporate a selected conglomeration of their views. I will begin by analyzing the motives that I believe draw people to our sport and then explore some of the barriers that I believe inhibit the sports growth.

1. Love of dogs, it is an alternative to the face judging people get at shows. And the repetitive boredom of obedience training.

2. Companionship and friendship with other trailers

3. An excuse to be away from the office and a chance to enjoy the outdoors with your best friend

4. Some people are highly competitive

5. The enjoyment gained from  creating something at training

6. Love of travel.

7. The challenge of doing something more than just taking your gundog for a walk.  

Why then is our sport not more numerically successful, given the unprecedented popularity of the retriever breeds and given the fact that the sport is thriving in other country’s? I believe that there are a variety of reasons, which I will list below

1. Almost no publicity. Whilst I understand that any promotion must be subtle for obvious reasons, we are a sport that DOES NOT MARKET, almost all other sports do. Some better than others

2. Gun issues. These are a real problem for new competitors and although steps are being taken to remedy the situation it remains a sizeable barrier to new trialers.

3. Lack of proactive clubs ,with some notable exceptions

4. Lack of a co-herent and comprehensive training program tailored to Australian conditions

5 A system of advancement that fast tracks dogs and puts them out of their depth. This leads to discouragement especially for people with marginal dogs or whose aim in the sport is mearly to run marks and have fun competing with there pet dog.

Here is a list of recommendations that I submit to the national RAFT.

· Make the use of the gun in novice optional. The judge can fire for novice competitors. I’m sure even the most inexperienced judge could easily manage to juggle these responsibilities. Competitors may opt to carry a mock gun instead of the real thing (such as in the American hunt tests), but all competitors will carry something.

· Allow all competitors running in the minor stakes the opportunity to compete in a particular stake for 2 calendar years regardless of their success or lack there of. Once a competitor has moved up and placed in a higher stake he /she then becomes ineligible to compete in lower one.

· Titles such as NRD, RRD, AARD, certificate of merits (and possibly JAMS, judges award of merit, for novice and restricted) will be awarded by judges based on performance and not dependant on the winning of a stake.  For example for someone to qualify for a leg of their NRD or RRD they would need to score over 125 points per 3 run trial. Do this 5 times under 3 different judges and you have completed your title. This system seems to me to be a lot fairer than the one we have in place. Currently 3 wins make you ineligible to compete in a particular stake. Unfortunately given the current state of the sport all 3 wins proves is that a particular dog on 3 separate occasions managed to retrieve more successfully than the rest of the field. It DOESN’T EVEN MEAN THAT HE IS A COMPETANT COMPETITOR AT THAT LEVEL, HEAVEN FORBID THE LEVEL ABOVE Allowing competitors longer access to the minor stakes will serve to keep more people in trialing and give our judges a better yardstick in reference to what constitutes quality work. Performance based criteria draws heavily from the American idea of “hunt tests’, which are extremely successful in the US. It would be folly to blindly copy the Americans but equally it seem timely to study their highly successful system and pick out relevant solutions to the problems they have faced and solved.

· Hold a national point score for novice and restricted

· Implement the provision for multiple marks in novice. We could then get back to shorter distances and spread the marks at more than 100 degrees

· Make all novice trials non-elimination (getting called in gives you a 0 score on that particular run but in theory you are still capable of winning the trial.)

· Delete wounded game retrieves

· Hold a national judge’s forum every 5 years Invite all interested parties and thrash out a JUDGES POLICY GUIDE AND A NATIONAL JUDGES TRAINING SCHEME.Gareth Tawton would be an ideal person to organize the first one. Almost all judges nowadays are web accessible and directives, training help, and judging tips could be easily passed on. Jason Ferris has offered to set up a judge’s forum on australianworkingretrievercentral. Take him up on that offer!!!!!

Although I fully expect most people to disagree with parts of this blueprint offer it for your consideration because someone must make a concrete proposal or we may be reduced to ‘just talk’ and all be engaging in a debate that goes nowhere.

             Given the seemingly over whelming support for the sentiment’s expressed in the Joe Law Paper it appears the whole trialing fraternity is screaming out for change. I think Wayne Parkinson put it very succinctly when he wrote last year. CHANGE WILL COME AND CHANGE MUST COME . To do nothing condemns our sport to a slow death

 That’s my opinion and merry Xmas to you all

