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Four months after implementation of the current Judging Approval Process, it is 
interesting to look back at the impact that may have already been felt by many of 
the changes to the approval of conformation judges that are part of the Board’s 
policy. End of year statistics displayed an increase in the number of approved 
conformation judges, and a slight shift in the number of judges approved for 
multiple groups when compared to the end of year 2014.

YEAR
NUMBER OF COMPLETE GROUPS APPROVED

< 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Total

2014 2521 351 172 111 43 22 4 18 3242

2015 2543 343 174 113 43 22 7 17 3262

The chart above displays the distribution of judges by the number of groups 
approved to judge. Groups approved are when one is eligible to judge (permit or 
full status) all breeds within a group. A judge who is eligible to judge the group 
under the 80% policy would not be counted as a “group judge” for that group. The 
movement in the composition of the judging community could be perceived as a 
byproduct of the new approval process, but will best be assessed over time.

2015 brought a significant increase in the total number of applications for 
conformation judging approval received and the number of breeds submitted 
compared to the previous year. While there was an increase in both New Breed and 
Additional Breed applications, the increase was predominately due to a significant 
jump in the number of Additional Breed applications received. 

 2014 2015

Applications 
Received

Breeds  
Submitted

Applications 
Received

Breeds 
Submitted

New Breed 72 113 84 106

Additional Breed 197 1548 484 3886

TOTAL 269 1661 568 3992

The State of Judging

Continued on page 3
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Application Eligibility
The current Judging Approval Process defines a maximum number of permit breeds that may be 
approved for at one time, rather than a maximum number of breeds one may apply for. The latter is 
determined by the judge’s number of current permit breeds taken from their permit “ceiling.” This 
ceiling is established by the number of complete groups on full status eligible to judge and then a 
percentage of the number of breeds in the largest group. With the inclusion of the American Hairless 
Terrier into the Terrier group January 1st, the number of breeds in the largest group is now 31. As a 
result, the ceiling numbers effective January 1st are as follows:

•  < 1 group = 16 breeds (50%) 
•  At least 1, but < 4 groups = 25 breeds (80% )
•  4 or more groups = 31 breeds (100%) 

Please be reminded, as included in notification sent to all judges on December 15, 2015, applications 
for additional breeds will not be accepted from judges who currently have applications in 
processing or pending final review. Once notification of the final review of an application has been 
received, judges may then elect to submit a subsequent application for additional breeds within the 
parameters as described in the Conformation Judging Approval Process.

Judges Books
As a reminder, there are three changes to the judges’ books that will be seen in 2016. 
1.   Effective January 1st – Entries that had been marked as eligible to compete in the AKC National 

Owner-Handled Series (NOHS) will be indicated in the judge’s book in addition to the steward’s 
book and show catalog. This should assist greatly when determining which entries are to remain 
in the ring following the awarding of Best of Breed/Variety for the designation of NOHS Best of 
Breed/Variety.

2.   By January 1st – All Superintendents and Show Secretaries were required to have removed the 
check boxes for the withholding of Winners or Reserve Winners and the awarding of Grand 
Champion points to Best of Breed/Variety and Best of Opposite Sex. Judges are now required to 
indicate in their book in the appropriate place “Winners (or Reserve) withheld” or “GCH points 
withheld.” As per AKC Rules, judges may withhold Grand Champion points from an eligible entry 
awarded Best of Breed/Variety or Best of Opposite Sex.

3.   By July 1, 2016 – All Superintendents and Show Secretaries are required to include the appropriate 
place to individually examine the breed being judged in the judge’s book on the individual breed 
pages. Breeds judged solely on the ground will not be required to be identified as such. 

Low Entry List
The 2016 Low Entry list has been posted to the AKC website and can be found in the Conformation 
Judging resource Center. The Low Entry Breed list should be used as a reference by additional breed 
applicants to determine the minimum number of CEU credits required to apply for a specific breed. 
Hand-in-hand with the Low Entry list is the posting of 2015 Competitors by Group, which may be 
used to calculate if one is approved for enough breeds within a group to request approval to judge 
that group under the 80% Policy. 

Table-Ramp List
In response to a request submitted by its parent club Board of Directors, the Cardigan Welsh Corgi 
Club has been removed from the list of breeds eligible to be judged on the ramp at the discretion 
of the judge. This change will be effective July 1, 2016 to allow superintendent and show secretaries 
sufficient time to include proper notice in the premium lists for all upcoming events. The Table-Ramp 
List has been updated to reflect this information. 

http://cdn.akc.org/Conformation_Judges/Judging-Approval-Process.pdf?mkt_tok=3RkMMJWWfF9wsRoiuKrKZKXonjHpfsX67%2BwlUKCg38431UFwdcjKPmjr1YoCTMF0aPyQAgobGp5I5FENQ7jYTaxmt6QLWQ%3D%3D
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/2016_Notice_-_Low_Entry_Breed_List.pdf?_ga=1.12298356.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/2015_Competitors_Group.pdf?_ga=1.15730550.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/Group_Status_Request.pdf?_ga=1.12298356.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/Group_Status_Request.pdf?_ga=1.12298356.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/table_breeds.pdf?_ga=1.179087588.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/table_breeds.pdf?_ga=1.179087588.1964730290.1454705737
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While the rate of receipt for 2015 was ahead 
of 2014’s pace prior to the implementation of 
the new Judging Approval Process, there was 
a dramatic effect as a result of the new policy. 
Judging Operations received approximately  
three times the number of applications per 
month after 9/1/15. The average number  
of breeds per application was essentially 
unchanged (7.58 to 7.64). 

2015 AB applications received:

•  1/1/15 – 8/30/2015
185 applications for 1403 breeds

•  9/1/15 – 12/31/15
299 applications for 2283 breeds

The result of this influx of applications, as 
one might expect, is a backlog and delay in 
processing. Judging Operations does regret any 
inconvenience, but to date, little to no effect 
has resulted from the delay. This is due to the 
required 30-day comment period after the 1st 
publication and before final review may occur 
provides an opportunity to vet the application, 
and schedule the interview so that there will be 
minimal to no impact. 

Delays that result from failed breed interviews, 
missing information, and/or a failure to meet the 
criteria to apply due to a shortage of CEU credits 
or a misunderstanding of the qualifications are 
beyond Judging Operations’ control and may 
result in a delay of processing. 

In many cases, any misunderstandings are a 
result of the individual simply not reading the 
policy or the considerable amount of information 
about the policy that has been disseminated 
to date. We will attempt to clarify many of the 
sticking points that we have identified in articles 
later in this newsletter. It is unquestioned that 
those applications where the individual appears 
to have understood the requirements are moving 
through much quicker and have encountered no 
delays to the eventual final review.

The State of Judging
continued from page 1
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Almost six months post implementation, there seems 
to be a consistent trend with areas of the current 
Judging Approval Process that are misunderstood, 
misinterpreted or confusing to applicants. Failure to 
comprehend what would be classified as acceptable 
under specific experiences or the proper CEU value 
assigned to an experience can result in an application 
processing delay. Breed(s) cannot be accepted if the 
applicant has not meet the criteria to apply. 
Judging Operations has made a concerted effort to 
provide information to the judging community related 
to the requirements to apply for additional breeds. 
This can be found on the AKC website as part of the 
Additional Breed Information and Requirements  
as well as in past issues of the judges’ newsletter,  
The Standard. 
We do recognize and understand that there will be 
questions that arise, or points that require further 
explanation. Some of these have been discovered 
through communication with applicants, questions 
from judges and observation of problem areas from 
those applications submitted to date. We will tackle 
these main “problem areas” in this article.

Eligibility to apply
Additional Breed applicants may apply for breeds at any 
time up to the number that, if approved, would not exceed 
the maximum number of permit breeds they may have at 
one time. The maximum number of permit breeds is based 
on the judge’s current number of groups on full status 
and increased January 1st as a result of the addition of the 
American Hairless Terrier to the Terrier Group. Judges may 
only have one application in processing at a time. Judges 
who had been approved on their initial application (1st time 
judges), MUST achieve regular status in all initial breeds 
before applying for additional breeds. 

Breed Exams 
As per policy, the breed standard exam MUST be passed 
within two attempts to be approved for a breed. Failure after 
two attempts results in a six month period before a request 
for that breed can be resubmitted. 
Exams taken at seminars (March 2012 – August 2015) DO 
NOT count toward the exam requirements of the current 
policy. Not only were they not the same (shorter), they were 

not graded under the same parameters as every opportunity 
was given to the attendee to receive credit for the seminar. 
Exams taken under the 80% policy ARE CREDITED toward 
future application of that breed as the exams were the same 
and graded the same as the current policy, unless there has 
been a standard revision since the exam was completed. 
The fees submitted for the 80% policy are not credited for 
future application of the breeds. Fees are credited for future 
application of a breed for those submitted to qualify for 
Apprentice Training Experiences or when a request for a 
breed was previously denied under the current policy. 

Continuing Education Unit (CEU) Credits
The policy defines numerous “categories” of experiences 
that one may submit to qualify to apply for a breed. Each 
category is assigned a maximum number of CEUs that 
may be received under that category. Experiences within 
a category are all assigned a CEU credit value, which may 
include a different value for repeat experiences of the same 
type. When processing applications, one may not exceed the 
maximum CEU value assigned to a specific category. This 
should encourage potential applicants to seek education from 
a variety of resources. Exceptions may be made on a case-by-
case basis ONLY when opportunities do not exist.  
We do understand that you may not personally agree  
with the distribution of the credits. The fact remains that we 
are obligated to adhere to the policies adopted by the Board. 
The requirements and assigned values are clear, and Judging 
Operations strictly follows them in the processing  
of applications. 

Interviews
Applicants will continue to interview with a member of the 
Executive Field Staff on all breeds applied. This interview 
will include the applicant “discussing” the breed covering 
items such as its salient characteristics, appropriate oral 
exam, where the breed is to be examined, and if the breed has 
disqualifications and where they would apply. The applicant 
is permitted to refer to the breed standard and use pictures 
during the interview.  Remember, “refer to” and “read from” 
are two very different things; and, the pictures may not have 
notes on them. 
Wicket and/or scales test will be conducted when 
one applies for breeds with height and/or weight as a 
disqualification or condition of class. Applicants who have 
successfully passed the exam in the five years preceding 
submission will be exempt from the exam EXCLUDING 
those who either received a negative observation report  
or failed a test on the same apparatus during the five  
year period. 

Applying for Additional Breeds – 
    Misconceptions and Misunderstandings

http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/Additional-Breed-Checklist.pdf?_ga=1.184920937.1964730290.1454705737
http://www.akc.org/events/judges/newsletter/
http://www.akc.org/events/judges/newsletter/
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Individual Educational Experiences
The Judges Operations Department has seen many 
applications come through the office where the applicant 
has tried to split one experience into separate parts in order 
to gain extra credit. In general, these will not be accepted. In 
processing applications, staff assigns the appropriate value 
based on the Board’s policy. 
An example of this would be when a demonstration may be 
done at a Sporting or Herding breed seminar pertaining to 
Field or Herding work, and the applicant attempts to submit 
the demo as “attending a performance event” above and 
beyond the credit received at the seminar. This would not be 
acceptable as the demonstration is provided to enhance the 
understanding of the seminar material; it is not a separate 
and unique experience.

Mentors, Tutors and Kennel Visits
It appears that there may be confusion as to what would 
define each. In addition, applications for breeds have been 
submitted where the same person was listed as a mentor and 
a tutor, or as a mentor and kennel visit for the same breed.  
From a common sense perspective, this is not realistic when 
you consider the descriptions for each and that one may be a 
subset of another by nature:
•   Mentor – long-term/on-going relationship with qualified 

individual over time
•   Tutor – at length, in depth discussion on breed to include 

going over multiple examples of breed with a qualified 
individual

•   Kennel Visit – spending time at the kennel with a 
qualified exhibitor/breeder in that breed, speaking in 
length on its characteristics, examining many dogs and 
possibly viewing litters 

For CEU credit to be assigned for any of the above, the 
experience must have taken place prior to submission of the 
application. Indicating that one has agreed to mentor you in 
a breed moving forward does not speak on your preparation 
to be approved for the breed today. 

Ringside Observations
The policy requires that to be accepted, a mentor be parent 
club approved or have 12 or more years of experience in 
that breed as an exhibitor, breeder and/or approved judge. 
There is pliability to the year number requirement for newer 
breeds. However, the mentor MUST be ringside to discuss 
the entry with the observer for it to be a valid ringside 
observation. The judge of the classes on the day is not 
acceptable to be used for a ringside observation. 
While a mentor may be used who has dogs entered, the 
mentor must be available when the major entry is being 
shown and cannot mentor when their dogs are in the ring. 
Judges may be mentored on the same weekend they judge, 
but CANNOT mentor in any breed which an entry may 
possibly exhibit to them later that day, weekend or cluster. 

For example, if judging Best in Show, you cannot mentor 
in any breed prior to that assignment. If judging a group 
under the 80% policy, you cannot mentor in any breed you 
are not currently approved in that group prior to the group 
assignment. 
You may observe ringside with someone who is also your 
long-term mentor, or with whom you have completed a 
tutoring session or kennel visit. 

Sweepstakes/Futurities 
Sweepstakes may be the area where the greatest number 
of errors have been made to date. The Judging Approval 
Process is specific in stating that to be accepted for CEU 
credit under this category, it must have been held with 
a specialty or parent club supported entry. Group show 
sweepstakes or local breed club supported entries with 
sweepstakes WOULD NOT count under this category. They 
would, however, be acceptable to be included as experiences 
under the “Judged the Breed three times” category. Before 
listing a sweepstakes assignment for credit, please check 
to see if it was held as part of a specialty or parent club 
supported entry so you may categorize it correctly and are 
aware of the proper CEU value that will be assigned. 

Apprentice Trainings
Be reminded that prior to completing an In-Ring Apprentice 
Training in a breed, one must have successfully passed the 
breed exam and submitted a $25 processing fee to the AKC. 
The processing fee and exam are credited toward future 
application of that breed. Also, approval must be granted by 
the show chairperson and the judge prior to the event. Every 
effort should be made to seek qualified judges or “breed 
experts” as your in-ring mentors. While Visiting Judges may 
be used, the policy is clear in stating “where appropriate.”
On the day, you are expected to check in with the Executive 
Field Representative in attendance so they are informed of 
the rings where there may be apprentices and to answer any 
last minute questions you may have. You are to be dressed 
appropriately just as if you were judging that day and 
should also wear your judge’s badge as an indicator that it is 
permissible to be in the ring. 
During the assignment, the entries may be discussed in the 
ring discretely. If the in-ring exhibitors, outside of the ring 
onlookers and/or ring steward can hear what is being said, 
or ascertain what is being discussed by hand gestures, it is 
not discrete!   
Lastly, you should limit yourself in the number of breeds 
and/or amount of time requested to be in the ring. One of 
the primary factors that lead to the abolishment of the in-ring 
observations years ago was the adverse effect on the event. 
Be reasonable and most of all, respectful of the mentor judges 
time. Remember, to be complete you will also be required to 
sit and discuss the entry at a later time. Sufficient time will 
need to be allowed to complete the necessary paperwork.  
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Withholding ribbons and awards is a constant 
topic among judges. Some say it is a 

discouraged practice while others are adamant that 
it should be of foremost consideration in the event 
of an extremely inferior exhibit. Those convinced 
that they have been discouraged to withhold ribbons 
begs the question, from whom? I have never been 
instructed by anyone to suggest to judges they refrain 
from exercising an option provided for in the AKC 
rulebook. 

As referenced in Chapter 7, section 15 of AKC’s Rules 
Applying to Dog Shows, it states: “Full discretionary 
power is given to the judge to withhold any, or all, 
prizes for want to merit.” It further authorizes judges to 
withhold any and all awards at any point in the judging 
process once the dog has initially been examined and 
gaited individually. The decision is the judge’s alone, 
based on the merits of the dogs. 

The directive is quite clear, however subjective in 
nature due to varying opinions as to what constitutes 
“lack of merit.” One could say it would be an exhibit 
that is unidentifiable as its breed without consulting the 
judge’s breed judging schedule or a dog in extremely 
poor show condition; over/underweight, out of coat, or 
a single deviating feature interpreted as extreme.

There is no arbitrary scale for withholding awards 
in any class. Judges are required to make their 
determination based on individual knowledge and 
grasp of breed standard requirement. Granted, it is a 
rather guts-up situation with which to deal. Some judges 
simply refuse to address a clear cut lack of merit exhibit 
in their ring because it is too sensitive an issue. One 
could assume and hope that those animals so lacking in 
breed type merit have been entered by novice owners 
who simply don’t realize that perhaps their dog is not 
of the quality to represent the breed. In this case, a 
judge must be willing to deny the ribbon and take a few 
moments to explain in a constructive manner as to why. 
If explained in a positive tone, it may keep a potentially 
good person in the sport. A fair amount of these people 
eventually acquire another dog that is competitive in 
conformation shows while continuing to participate in 
alternative AKC activities.

Judges who pass along a sincerely inferior specimen 

By Sue Vroom

are not integrally fulfilling their job as an evaluator or 
worse, are insecure and lacking adequate knowledge 
of the respective breed standard. In any case, it is a 
disservice to the dog breeding community.

Once a judge has determined that he must withhold 
award from an exhibit lacking fundamental breed 
characteristics, there are various options. The obvious 
would be to simply excuse the dog from competition, 
writing in his judge’s book, “Exc/Lack of merit.” The 
second option is to deny the blue ribbon and award 
a second/third or fourth place. In this case, the dog 
remains in the point count but does not return for the 
Winner’s class, even though point calculation is not a 
judge’s concern. What does not make logical sense is 
when a judge elects to award the dog Winner’s and if 
there are no entries in the Champion class, withhold the 
Best of Breed ribbon. If, in the judge’s opinion the exhibit 
is of the quality no matter how marginal, to be awarded 
Winner’s, it is per AKC rule, a certification by that judge 
the winner is deserving of championship points on the 
day and logically of the quality to represent the breed 
in further Group judging. What is illogical is that the 
exhibit is of the quality to receive championship points 
yet not of the quality to go forward in the day’s judging. 
If the dog is so lacking in merit, withholding of the 
Winner’s ribbon and/or a 1st place must be considered. 
Judges may elect to award a blue ribbon in a single class 
to a less than marginal quality dog with the expectation 
that a significantly more worthy entry may appear in 
a subsequent class that will be competitive for the CH 
points. If that does not ultimately become the case, 
Winner’s should be withheld. 

A judge’s role as an evaluator carries with it 
enormous responsibility in the course of the day’s 
assignment. He relies on his knowledge of the key 
salient characteristics that make the breed what it is in 
order to make correct decisions. A clear understanding 
of how to effectively prioritize those traits is what makes 
the good judges stand out. 

“Ribbon distributors” 
are absolutely counter 
productive as facilitators 
in encouraging breeders 
to breed better dogs. 
They set no example 
of a standard of 
quality for dog show 
participants to follow, 
whether those 
exhibitors are new 
to the sport or have 
spent a lifetime 
within it.

RIBBONS
Withholding

http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/RREGS3.pdf
http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/RREGS3.pdf
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The Pumi will be accepted into the Herding Group and eligible for competition in regular 
breed classes on July 1, 2016. 
Notification was sent to all Herding group judges to take the applicable exam to maintain 
group status in October 2015. Judges approved for all breeds within this group and who 
successfully completed the exam and submitted the $25 processing fee have already 
received approval to judge the Pumi at shows held after July 1, 2016.
Additional breed applications submitted for the balance of the Herding Group 
received prior to Ju1y 1,  2016 will be required to be interviewed, submit the breed 
standard exam prior to the interview, and submit a payment of $25 on this breed. 
Applicants, who fail the interview by the Executive Field Representative will not be 
approved to judge the Pumi and, as a result, regardless of the Departments’ decision  
on the balance of the group applied, will not be approved to judge the Herding Group.
AKC approved judges who can demonstrate significant background in the breed  
may apply to judge under the Adjunct System. Examples of “significant background” 
would be:
•  Experience in owning, breeding, exhibiting and/or handling the breed. 
•  Background in judging multiple events with a significant number of entries.

Individuals wishing to apply using the Adjunct Method must submit an application, a breed standard exam 
and a $25 processing fee. Judging Operations will start accepting applications between January 1, 2016 
and June 30, 2016. Those who miss the deadline must apply under the current system. 
Application, procedure, procedural and anatomy exams may be found here or you may contact Judging 
Operation at 919-816-3862. All exams need to be submitted with application.

PUMI

Name:  Kathleen Caruana

1. Give a brief personal autobiography:
 a.  Where are you originally from?  Buffalo, NY. Die-hard Bills and Sabres fan.
 b.  What brought you to the Raleigh, NC area, if not from here?  My husband was 

transferred here in 1999.
 c.  Single or married? Family?  I am married and have a daughter (a struggling  

actress) living in L.A. with her husband, and a son (a diesel mechanic) living in NC.
 d.  Brief background on yourself:  I grew up dancing and competing on a national  

level. That eventually evolved into teaching dance (tap, jazz ballet). I was also a 
professional cheerleader.

3.  What is your position with AKC? How long have you worked for AKC?  I started 
working for AKC in the Customer Service Department in October of 2001. I have been in the Judging Operations 
Department since 2004. In addition to being the Judges Education Coordinator, I process the New Breed applications.  

4.  Do you own any dogs? What breed? Names? Ages?  I have two dogs; Foster who is an 8-year-old Aussie and my 
little girl Trinket, a Border Collie who will be 3 years-old in April. I also have a grand-dog Lexi, a two year old “All-American 
Dog” that lives with us.

5.  What hobbies or interests do you have outside of AKC?  We bought a house last year, which I am having a great 
time updating and decorating! I also enjoy baking and sewing. My husband’s family calls me “Norma Rockwell” and my 
work mates call me “Martha Stewart.” I guess both names fit. 

6.  One or two “fun facts” about yourself.  I once floated down the Niagara River in a raft made of inner tubes and had to 
be towed back to shore by the Police!

Getting to Know the Judging Operations Department

http://www.akc.org/events/judges/guides/
http://www.akc.org/events/judges/guides/
http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/Adjunct_Application_06.pdf
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From the American Bullmastiff Association Judges Education Committee
The American Bullmastiff Association (ABA) asks for you to help us keep our breed true to 
type. The Judges Education Committee has recently replaced the “generic” drawing on the 
AKC website with the illustration from our Illustrated Standard. We are also in the process 
of reformatting the Illustrated Standard, which should soon be available at the AKC 
Judging Resource Center, along with our Judges Education PowerPoint presentation.
The card information below, that we call “Bullmastiff at a Glance,” is intended to give you 
what the ABA considers to be the essence of the breed and the important deviations that 

have become the drag of the breed. This card simplifies and condenses our Illustrated Standard in hopes that you 
will carry this with you to your assignments to review prior to judging.   
We ask you to focus on the important breed characteristics that we have listed and ask that you heavily weigh the 
predominant faults that have become prevalent in the breed. Please strive to reward dogs that appear as much 
possible like the picture on the card and help us keep our breed type true. 
You can either print off a copy of the Glance Card or let me know if you would like a copy of the Glance Card and I 
will promptly send you one.
Sincerely,
Helene Nietsch
Chairman, Judges Education Committee
helene@banstock.net

Essential Breed Characteristics:
•  Nearly square / body compact
•  Back level
•  Slight arch over loin
•  Powerful / substantial
•  Moderate matching angles
•   Reach and drive indicate maximum  

use of dog’s moderate angulation
•  Ribs well sprung
•  Head as pictured: Cube on Cube
•  Fearless and confident

Heavily weigh these deviations:
•  Long back / long loin: Long is Wrong!
•  Rectangular in appearance
•  Short legs
•  Overangluated rear
•  Straight / stuffy shoulders
•  Snipey / long muzzle
•  Wry bite / grossly undershot / overshot
•  Cow hocks / splayed feet
•  Overly aggresive / seriously timid
•   Showmanship should not override 

breed correctness

Bullmastiff at a Glance

Ideal 
Dog Head

http://bullmastiff.us/
http://bullmastiff.us/
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Every person that makes the decision to become a judge 
has also made a commitment to the Breed Standards 
passionately crafted for each breed. As an Executive Field 
Representative, a considerable amount of my time is spent 
observing judging. In doing so, it can be very discouraging 
and disappointing when obvious size disqualifications are 
ignored in applicable breeds.  

Having spent most of my life as a breeder of dogs that have 
height and weight disqualifications, I very well know the 
breeding challenge to maintain correct size in those breeds.  
I am sure that all of our judging community feels committed 
to preserve the standard of their own breed. Would you 
ignore dogs with DQs in your own breed? If you question 
a DQ in a dog in your own breed, would you award it 
Championship points without clarification? I would hope 
not, as you have invested many sleepless nights into getting 
it right! Well the same goes for those that have invested the 
same sleepless nights into their own breeds.  

To: All AKC Approved Judges for the Dogue de Bordeaux

From: Board of Directors, Dogue de Bordeaux Society of 
America; DDBSA Judges Education Committee

Re: Clarification of DDB Breed Standard re: allowable 
white markings

Recently, there have been some 
questions regarding the current 
Breed Standard for the Dogue de 
Bordeaux. This communication 
is meant to clarify the intent of 
our Standard in regards to the 
allowable white markings. Below 
is the section of the Standard that 
pertains to this issue.
COLOR: Limited white patches 
are permissible on the chest and 
the extremities of the limbs. Fault: 
White on the tip of the tail, or on 
the front part of the forelegs above 
the carpus and the tarsus. Disqualification: White on the 
head or body; any coat color other than shades of fawn.
The intent of the Standard is that the chest (front part of 
the body) is not included as part of the body in the breed 
standard’s text which reads, “Disqualification: White on 

Your Commitment  
to Purebred Dogs

By Gina Wieser, AKC Executive Field Representative

You are the keepers of the castle; you are the people that 
have chosen to preserve not only your own breeds, but 
every breed you judge. If you are not comfortable using 
a wicket or scale to enforce the standard, it is time to 
step it up, and get comfortable. Follow through with the 
commitment you have made to each and every breeder 
that works diligently to preserve their purebred dogs. 

In conclusion, do your homework, be reasonable, and be 
pleasant to exhibitors and dogs alike. Do not try to remake 
a breed, leave it to the breeders. Your job is to judge dogs 
according to their breed standards, nothing less.

Here is a wonderful quote by Poodle Breeder/Judge Scott 
Wolfe from his 2010 article “10 Things You Should Know 
Before Judging the Poodle”…

“It is important to bring your own personal experience 
and knowledge into the equation. Judge with clarity and 
conviction, be consistent, and above all be true to the basic 
tenet of judging as you do effect the direction of the breed.“

the head or body; any coat color other 
than shades of fawn.” If the chest is 
included as part of the body, it can lead 
to misinterpretation of the Standard’s 
intent. The Dogue de Bordeaux Society of 

America (DDBSA),  
the parent club for the Dogue de 
Bordeaux, is aware that verbiage 
in the current Breed Standard may 
be confusing and it is our intent to 
correct this by editing/amending 
the Standard. This process can be 
very lengthy in terms of the time 
it takes to complete so we are 
hoping this communication helps 
address and clarify the immediate 
concern. Included are two 
photos of Dogues de Bordeaux, 
demonstrating varying degrees of 
perfectly acceptable white on the 

chest and feet. It is actually fairly uncommon for a DDB to 
be without any white on the chest.
For additional photos, you may also visit our breed Study 
Guide available on the AKC Website: http://images.akc.
org/pdf/study_guides/Dogue_bordeaux.pdf

Dogue de Bordeaux Society of America

http://www.ddbsa.org/
http://www.ddbsa.org/
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The question of what defines a 
“breed specific examination” 
is frequently asked. Is it simply 
limited to examining the breed 
where the parent club has 
designated (floor, table or 
ramp) and addressing standard 
disqualifications? The answer to 
that question is a categorical, 
NO. 

First and foremost, AKC 
Conformation Judges are 
obligated to examine entries 
in a “breed-specific manner.” 
This is spelled out within the 
Rules, Policies and Guidelines 
for Conformation Dog Show 
Judges. To competently 
do so requires that one has 
studied and comprehends 
the applicable AKC approved 
Breed Standard. Part-and-
parcel with the comprehension 
of the standard is that it is 

essential for one to have a basic 
and fundamental knowledge 
of canine anatomy. AKC Breed 
Standards are written on this 
premise. 

In addition to the “nuts and 
bolts” of the breed; proportion, 
size, color, coat, etc., the 
manner in which the Standard 
is written will lead you to 
where your hands must go 
when examining a breed. 
This includes, but is in not 
limited to, items such as the 
hallmark characteristics of a 
breed, feeling for proper coat 
texture, checking for breed 
disqualifications, emphasis on 
defined “severe faults” and 
the proper oral examination. 
A proficient judge alters their 
examination of a breed based 
on the priorities as defined by 
the Standard. It should never be 

identical from breed to breed 
to breed. To do so requires 
interpretation of the written 
word as to what the Standard is 
attempting to convey to you as 
the judge.

While all require a level 
of interpretation, for this 
article we will focus on the 
last example provided, 
conducting the proper oral 
exam. Unfortunately Judging 
Operations and the Executive 
Field Staff all too often field 
complaints from exhibitors 
alleging a judge did not know 
the proper oral exam for their 
breed or interjecting their 
own impression as to what 
the exam should or should not 
entail based on their personal 
beliefs or background. Neither is 
acceptable. 

Oral exams can be generally divided into  
four (4) categories:
➊ Bite – checking the front

➋ Teeth – checking the fronts and sides

➌  Mouth – always used in combination with  
a “bite” or “teeth” exam depending on the  

breed – involves opening the mouth to count 
teeth or check pigment. 

➍  Thumb exam – used for smaller breeds to check 
for proper alignment of the lower jaw

Which exam to conduct is always defined within the 
standard and can be ascertained by carefully reading 
and understanding what the standard states.
Bite – This exam is proper when the standard ONLY 
refers to the alignment of the bite; scissors, level, 
undershot or overshot, as a preference, fault or 
disqualification. 

This requires the exhibitor or judge separating the 
front of the lips to display the meshing of the incisors 
and canines. 
Teeth – This exam is required for any breed that 
references missing teeth or dentition. This includes 
disqualifications for missing teeth, and any reference 
to full dentition or complete dentition as a preference 
or fault due to a lack thereof. 

This requires the exhibitor or judge to separate 

Procedurally Correct

(continued on page 11)

http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/REJ999.pdf?_ga=1.214435799.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/REJ999.pdf?_ga=1.214435799.1964730290.1454705737
http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/REJ999.pdf?_ga=1.214435799.1964730290.1454705737
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the front of the lips to display the meshing of the 
incisors and canines AND the flews on each side of 
the mouth so the judge may observe the pre-molars 
and molars on the upper and lower jaw for each. 
Mouth – This exam is required for any breed that 
includes a standard disqualification for missing teeth 
or pigmentation. It is used in combination with the 
“bite” or “teeth” exam depending on the language 
within the standard. 

Breeds that include a DQ for pigmentation of the 
mouth, but do not reference missing teeth or full 
(complete) dentition would involve displaying the 
“bite” and then opening the mouth to check for 
pigment of the mouth and/or tongue. An example 
would be the Chinese Shar-Pei’s standard, which 
states the bite should be scissors with deviation from 
being a major fault, but also includes that a spotted 
pink tongue is a major fault, and a solid pink tongue 
is a disqualification. In this case the judge should 
not under any circumstance “check the sides.” Not 
only is it not referenced in the standard, but the 
entries are not use to this procedure and the lack of 
familiarity could lead to issues. 

Breeds that do include DQs for missing teeth 
will require that the front and sides are displayed 
in addition to opening the mouth so that the judge 
can effectively observe the molars. This is necessary 
whether the applicable disqualification refers to a 
specific missing tooth or teeth, or whether it relates 
to a number of missing teeth. 
Thumb exam – This exam involves the judge 
running their thumb over the lip line of the dog to 
feel for the proper alignment of the jaw in smaller, 
undershot breeds. This is the preferred means to 
conduct the oral exam for breeds such as Japanese 
Chins, Pugs and Pekingese, as it is not necessary to 
pry open the mouth.  
Beyond understanding which oral examination 
technique is proper when judging a breed, a 
knowledge base is necessary to understand what 
you are looking at and how to evaluate it. This is 
most evident in breeds where reference to specific 
missing teeth or a number of missing teeth is 
included in the breed standard. Here, the evaluation 
of this characteristic reverts back to the judge 
being aware of basic canine anatomy, and more 
specifically, the construction of the oral cavity. How 
can one assess missing teeth if they do not know the 

types of teeth, and the location and numbers of each? 
Looking for “gaps” does not work and cavalierly 
disregarding this aspect of the standard is insulting 
to the breeders and exhibitors. 
To count teeth, or determine full/complete dentition 
you must know the construct of the oral cavity 
which includes 42 teeth:
12 Incisors:  In front of the mouth, six upper and 

six lower
4 Canines:  Behind the incisors, two upper and 

two lower
16 Premolars:  Behind the canines, eight upper and 

eight lower
10 Molars:  Behind the premolars, four upper and 

six lower
The tried and true method for counting teeth which 
is taught for breeds that include disqualification for 
missing teeth is to “count by zones.” To count by 
zones, one must know the types of teeth, and the 
numbers and locations for each. It is not possible 
to complete this task competently without this 
general knowledge. You surely cannot ask the 
exhibitor to open the dog’s mouth while you count 
1...2...3...4...5… and “faking it” will catch up to you 
sooner or later. 
Not only is this general skill for current judges of 
breeds, it is essential for those who will be looking 
to apply for additional breeds. If a breed you 
have applied for approval includes a reference for 
full or complete dentition, you should expect to 
discuss the construct of a dog’s mouth during your 
interview. Furthermore, if the standard includes a 
disqualification for missing teeth, you should expect 
to discuss/describe how to “count by zones” as part 
of your interview. Failure to display this knowledge 
could adversely affect the interview results for the 
affected breed(s), and as a result could affect the 
subsequent approval of that breed at that time. 
One Final Note – Please remember that judges are 
encouraged to have the exhibitor display the bite, 
teeth and/or mouth as required by the standard. Not 
only is this cleaner, it is also generally more efficient. 
Even though it is recommended to permit the 
exhibitor, as the judge, you do have the authority to 
personally examine the mouth yourself, especially if 
you are unable to adequately view what is required 
when presented by the exhibitor.  

PROCEDURALLY CORRECT (continued from page 10)
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There are currently five breeds that are mandatory 
to be examined on the ramp; Sussex Spaniels, 
Basset Hounds, Bulldogs, Chinese Shar-pei and 
Chow Chows. The mandatory requirement to be 
examined on the ramp for these breeds extends to 
all levels of conformation competition to including 
Groups, Best In Show, Junior Showmanship, the 
AKC National Owner-Handled Series, all special 
attraction groups (Puppy, BBE, etc.) and the 4-6 
month puppy competition. 

In addition to the five “mandatory breeds,” there 
exists an extensive list of “ramp optional breeds” 
that is available on the Table-Ramp list posted 
on the AKC website and updated anytime a breed 
is added to (or removed from) this list. For the 
optional breeds, the ramp may also be used in 
any level of conformation competition “at the 
discretion of the judge.”  Please remember, the 
entire entry in a breed is to be examined in the 
same manner. Once you begin the judging of that 
breed, all entries are to be examined in the same 
manner (surface).

As you may have realized already, information 
regarding where breeds are examined has been 
added to the judges books. The presence of this 
information does not remove your duty to be 
cognizant of this information prior to your judging.  
While it is safe to assume the ramp will be there 
for you when judging any of the mandatory ramp 
breeds, it is still your obligation to inform the 
superintendent in advance of your assignment 
if the ramp is requested for any optional breed. 
Calling for the ramp when the breed is about to 
be called into the ring is not “advanced notice” 
and irresponsible on the judge’s part.  There is 
no excuse as to why the superintendent cannot 
be informed of your request the first thing in the 
morning or better yet, the first day of a cluster and/
or weekend.  

If you filed to give proper notice, it is not 
acceptable to grab the ramp that may be outside 
of a neighboring ring. Chances are it is there for a 
reason, either for a mandatory breed to be judged 
or to accommodate a request that was made as 
required. By using it you could inconvenience the 
judging schedule for that ring. When in doubt, call 
the superintendent and they will try their best to 
accommodate your needs.

Be reminded, the use of the ramp in Groups/Best 
in Show for optional breeds is at the judges and 
not the exhibitors discretion. If you do not want 
to examine the optional breed on the ramp or 
the more egregious, it is not a ramp breed, you 
must inform the exhibitor to remove the breed 
from the ramp and examine it either where you 
prefer (optional breed) or where the breed is to be 
properly examined as per the parent club.  

Lastly, in emergency situations the ramp may be 
used to examine non-ramp breeds. This requires 
the approval of the Show Chairperson, breeds 
customarily examined on the ground may be 
examined on a ramp, not on a table.  As per the 
Rules, Policies and Guidelines for Conformation 
Dog Shows:

An emergency is defined as a temporary 
condition that arises immediately prior to or 
during the course of the show. Convalescence 
from a medical procedure, illness and 
recuperation from injuries are examples of 
conditions that are not emergencies. The 
emergency use of a ramp may be allowed 
on a day and may be extended to include a 
cluster as well as judging either a Group and/
or Best in Show. If there is need thereafter, 
the following weekend for example, a formal 
accommodation must be requested from the 
AKC Legal Department.

Any permission for use of the ramp in an 
emergency situation requires posting at the ring 
to notify exhibitors who may withdraw their entry 
and receive a refund similar as to when a change of 
judge is made after closing.

THE

RAMP
By Mike Szabo, AKC Executive Field Representative

http://images.akc.org/pdf/judges/table_breeds.pdf?_ga=1.246188868.1964730290.1454705737
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When presented with different situations, 
complications, and scenarios from 

weekend to weekend, I tend to find myself trying 
when appropriate to “err on the side of the 
exhibitor.” After all, the exhibitors and dogs are 
the reason for the dog show, aren’t they? As an 
Executive Field Representative, it is essential to 
make every effort to see what is fair, right, just 
and what would make the most sense to help the 
exhibitor, especially the junior handler. I have 
recently been approached by some exhibitors, 
young and mature, extremely upset as they 
had been told to either “get a different dog” 
or “get a different breed” to exhibit in junior 
showmanship. The ignorance of statements of 
this nature is extremely dumbfounding as the 
very nature of the name of the competition, the 
dog (breed or attitude of) should be considered 
not as important as the presentation of the dog. 

The Junior Showmanship Regulations 
are clear in stating, “Junior Showmanship will 
be judged solely on the ability and skill of the 
juniors in handling their dogs as in the breed 
ring. The show qualities of the dogs shall not 
be considered.” Imagine the disappointment 
when a young exhibitor inquiring what he or 
she could have done better to have placed higher 
is met with the response “get a different dog.” 
The message that’s being sent is that the dogs 
are disposable. Additionally, it diverts from the 
attitude that “we are here for the dog.” 

I do believe most judges try to carefully 
consider their response to an exhibitor when 
questioned. Whether you are one who chooses 
their words carefully or may need to work on 
that skill, under no circumstance would it be 
appropriate to advise our young exhibitors who 

come to you for advice in reference to junior 
showmanship to “get a different dog” or “get a 
different breed.” The only possible exceptions 
would be in the name of safety. For example, if 
the dog appears to have temperament issues or if 
the junior is unable to physically control  
the dog.  

Focusing on the positive, making constructive 
and helpful comments will be the most 
beneficial. If a young exhibitor is attempting to 
showcase a less popular or “less showy” breed, it 
is your responsibility as the junior showmanship 
judge to be aware of how the breed is properly 
presented so you can recognize when the junior 
is presenting the breed properly. 

The funds that are available for hobbies  
and sports that we’re passionate about are not 
always limitless. Some of our young exhibitors 
work long and hard to save money to purchase 
the dog that they exhibit in Juniors. They (or 
their parents) work long and hard to be able 
to afford all that is involved in traveling to and 
from the dog shows. Most exhibitors live in 
households where they cannot properly own  
and care for multiple or endless numbers of 
dogs. Some exhibitors have dogs they show  
in Junior Showmanship that don’t necessarily  
enjoy showing. Any helpful tidbits that can  
be provided to them on how to make it more 
fun in the ring for the dog, I’m sure, would  
be appreciated.

Our sport is one of great competition, 
passion, dedication, and I would hope, 
nurturing. Let’s try to find a way to respond 
to the “future of our sport” in a positive, 
constructive, helpful manner. Let’s try to always 
be aware of the message we’re sending. 

ERRING ON THE SIDE OF THE EXHIBITOR

Juniors – The Future of Our Sport
By Diana Wilson, AKC Executive Field Representative

http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/REJRSH.pdf?_ga=1.192407402.1964730290.1454705737


14 THE STANDARD

The Judging Operations Department hosted its 
Advanced Judging Institute in conjunction with the 

AKC/Eukanuba National Championship and the Florida 
Classic shows in Orlando, Florida, December 8-11, 2015. 
For the fourth consecutive year, this event was co-hosted  
by the Dog Judges Association of America (DJAA). 

This past year, individual breed seminars and hands-
on workshops were offered for each breed in the Sporting 
and Toy Groups. As in the previous year, two of the rooms 
used for the hands-on workshops were “double rooms,” 
providing sufficient space to properly gait larger breeds 
and accommodate the higher number of attendees. 
Unfortunately, due to the extreme high demand of the 
breed seminars, difficulties that were encountered a 
couple of years ago concerning excessive numbers  
once again appeared. As the welfare of the dogs had 
to be our primary consideration, we may have no other 
option than to limit the number of attendees further in  
the future.  

It was evident that the implementation of the new 
Judging Approval Process had an obvious effect 
on attendance. At 2015’s event there were over 220 
individuals who attended breed specific seminars in 
51 breeds. Not all who were enrolled for seminars were 
permitted to participate in the hands-on workshops as 
those numbers were restricted to reduce the effect on  
the dogs. The determination of who could or could  
not complete the workshop was on a first-come first- 
serve basis. 

In addition to the breed education, attendees had 
the opportunity to attend a seminar for Judging Junior 
Showmanship and an AKC Institute for New and Aspiring 
Judges (Basic Institute). The Basic Institute also saw a 
record attendance of over 50 people. 

All of this could not be accomplished without the 
tremendous effort and sacrifice of the parent club Judges 
Education Coordinators and presenters. We cannot thank 
them enough as the success of this Institute is not feasible 
without their efforts and dedication.  We also thank the 
DJAA, whose member volunteers were responsible for 
monitoring the seminar and hands-on rooms. 

Looking forward to 2016, our intent is to offer two 
groups once again: Terrier and Non-Sporting. Room 
availability for another “double institute” is yet to be 
confirmed as we will be located in a different portion 
of the convention center in 2016. As soon as plans are 
finalized, we will notify the judging community and post 
information on the AKC website. 

It was encouraging to witness everyone’s enthusiasm. 
We are all striving for the same goal – quality judges and 
judging at AKC events. 

2015 ADVANCED 
JUDGING INSTITUTE

Despite a fair amount of eye-rolling among the 
judging community with the inception of the 

NOHS competition several years ago, it has developed 
into a huge attraction for component credit with the 
new judging approval policy of September 1. What a 
difference a day makes. There is no question that the 
program is a great learning platform for judges to gain 
experience with the breeds for which they are seeking 
eventual approval. In addition, AKC has received 
overwhelming positivity from our breeders and 
exhibitors in providing another competitive activity 
and additional goal opportunity of which the owner/
handler can be successfully competitive. Conversely, 
some critics have laid down the argument that we are 
“pandering” to the competitively-challenged whiners 
– those that complain that professionals dominate, 
whimper that the average guy can’t get a leg up to  
the winner’s circle and that judges exclusively point  
to the pros.

 It’s also been said that the NOHS program 
neutralizes and dummies down the playing field by  
not encouraging these exhibitors to develop more 
proficient skills and to recognize the need to show 
higher quality exhibits. 

That argument is not holding water with me.  
I have observed the NOHS group quality rise to an 
equal and at-times superior level to the regular groups. 
Owner/Handlers are raising the bar in impressive 
numbers. They deserve notice. What they do not 
deserve is a judging community who is ill-prepared to 
give a qualified evaluation. Sadly, it is not unusual for 
NOHS exhibitors to share that their group judges are 
not knowledgeable on breed specifics or checking for 
standard disqualifications such as tongue and pigment 
on Shar-Pei and Chows, or dewclaws on Briards –  
a basic breed-specific exam requirement. 

If judging the NOHS groups remains an attractive 
option for advancement (which it should), it deserves 
far more educational preparation from the judging 
ranks. With the Event department’s requirement to 
publish the NOHS group judges in advance of the 
event, it diminishes the excuse of last-minute assigning.  

Apply due diligence in putting forth greater effort 
by familiarizing oneself with the applicable breed 
standards in advance and give these exhibitors what 
they should expect from a judge. The Owner/Handlers 
have brought some great quality to learn on... and... 
they are making some of you look bad. 

Judging National  
Owner-Handled Groups
By Sue Vroom, AKC Executive Field Representative
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One of the things that make the Chinese 
Crested unique is that it has two distinct coat 
types and that it is exhibited as one breed not 
as two separate varieties. Those two distinct 
coat types are the Hairless, with hair ONLY on 
the head, tail and feet, and, the Powderpuff, 
completely covered with hair. 
It has been brought to the attention of the 
parent club by its members and to the AKC 
that there allegations that due to the difference 
in bite requirement, exhibitors may be shaving 
Powderpuffs and exhibiting them as Hairless.  

Bite – Scissors or level in both varieties. 
Missing teeth in the Powderpuff are to be 
faulted. The Hairless variety is not to be 
penalized for absence of full dentition.

When conducting judges’ education classes 
this question is almost always asked: “How do 
I know if it is a shaved down Powderpuff?” 
Whether or not this is fact or fodder, we 
would like to offer the following information 
pertaining to the evaluation of coat in our 
breed to assist the judging community. When 
evaluating a Chinese Crested entry, the 
approved breed standard provides very specific 
information regarding the location, length and 
texture of the coat for the Hairless.

Coat: The Hairless variety has hair on 
certain portions of the body: the head 
(called a crest), the tail (called a plume) and 
the feet from the toes to the front pasterns 
and rear hock joints (called socks). The 
texture of all hair is soft and silky, flowing 
to any length. Placement of hair is not as 
important as overall type. Areas that have 
hair usually taper off slightly. Wherever the 
body is hairless, the skin is soft and smooth. 
Head crest begins at the stop and tapers 
off between the base of the skull and the 
back of the neck. Hair on the ears and face 
is permitted on the Hairless and may be 
trimmed for neatness in both varieties. Tail 
plume is described under Tail. 

American Chinese Crested Club
Clarification on coat type and placement

Upon study of the above excerpt, the points of 
emphasis would be the placement of the hair 
on head, tail and feet; the texture being soft and 
silky; placement of the hair not as important 
as overall type; and that the hair may flow to 
any length. The key component to look for if 
one is concerned as to whether the Hairless is 
in fact a Hairless would be the tapering of the 
hair. This characteristic is extremely difficult 
to manufacture and the presence of a sharp 
or sudden profusion of hair would not be 
consistent “tapering.”
Characteristics not as described within the 
standard are, as we know, deviations and 
should be weighed appropriately to the 
extent of the deviation. If in your judging you 
encounter an entry that you are certain has 
been altered to be exhibited as a Hairless rather 
than a Powderpuff, this would be addressed 
as defined within Chapter 11 Section 8 of the 
Rules Applying to Dog Shows. The key is to be 
certain. If you are not, your obligation is to 
then evaluate the entry as presented to you, 
assessing the salient breed characteristics and 
awarding based on the assimilation of the 
positive attributes.  
On a parting note, please be reminded the 
standard states that grooming is minimal 
– consisting of presenting a clean and neat 
appearance. Excessive grooming is not within 
the standard and should be penalized. 
In the end, being familiar with and adhering to 
the approved standard is the easiest and most 
obvious answer.  However, when questions 
arise or further clarification or explanation is 
needed, please do not hesitate to contact the 
parent club Judges Education Coordinator or 
any one of the many approved breed mentors.  

http://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/americankennelclub/ChineseCrested.pdf
http://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/americankennelclub/ChineseCrested.pdf
http://american.chinesecrestedclub.info/
http://american.chinesecrestedclub.info/
http://images.akc.org/pdf/rulebooks/RREGS3.pdf?_ga=1.19917688.1964730290.1454705737
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We give dogs time we can spare, space we can spare and love we can spare. 
And in return, dogs give us their all. It’s the best deal man has ever made. – M. Acklam

You can say any foolish thing to a dog and the dog will give you a look that says, 
‘My God, you’re right! I never would’ve thought of that!’ – Dave Barry

If you think dogs can’t count, try putting three dog biscuits in your pocket  
and then giving Binky only two of them. – Phil Pastoret

In Memoriam
Gone from our sight, but never our memories.

Gone from our touch, but never our hearts.

THE FRIENDS WE LOST IN 2015

Mrs. Edna T Anselmi (NY)

Mr. Darrell Baker (TX)

Mrs. Kathy L. Beliew (CA)

Mr. Robert D. Black (PA)

Mr. William H. Blair (FL)

Mrs. Rosemarie Blood (CA)

Mr. Leopold P. Borrello (MI)

Mrs. Catherine F. Brey (ND)

Mr. Richard L. Byrd (WA)

Mr. Charlie E. Cobb (KY)

Ms. Sallyann Comstock (TX)

Mr. Don R. Duerksen (OK)

Mr. Donald J. Foral (IN)

Mrs. Robert S. Forsyth (NC)

Dr. Richard F. Greathouse (KY)

Mr. John W. Gymer (KY)

Mrs. Julie M. Holm (CA)

Mr. Allen E. Immerman (WA)

Mrs. Nadine A. Johnson (CO)

Mrs. Alice C. Kaplan (TX)

Mrs. Karan Rose Kilgus (IL)

Mr. Frank L. McCartha (SC)

Dr. Bernard E McGivern, Jr. (NY)

Mr. Robert H. McKowen (PA)

Mrs. Margaret P. Mickelson (VA)

Mrs. Carolyn R. Mobley (CA)

Ms. Susan Parsons (TX)

Mrs. Ellen L. Passage (NJ)

Mrs. Gloria R. Reese (CA)

Mr. Charles E. Robinson (KS)

Mr. Charles H. Schaefer (PA)

Mr. Robert D. Sharp (NY)

Dr. John C. Shelton (CA)

Mr. Bruce E. Shirky (TX)

Mr. John Simm (PA)

Mr. Carroll S. Stewart (MA)

Mrs. Camilla M. Thorne (MI)

Mrs. Donna A. Ward (CA)

Mrs. Gwen Wexler (CT)

Mrs. Molly D. Wilder (VA)

 Mr. Chuck Winslow (MD) 
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PRE-REGISTRATION FOR SEMINAR ENCOURAGED
 Ring Procedure • Evaluating Dogs • The Approval Process

Shreveport, LA • Sat. April 23, 2016 
In conjunction with the Shreveport Kennel Club Show

Richmond, VA • Sat. June 25, 2016 
In conjunction with the Virginia Kennel Club Show

Tentatively Terrier and Non-Sporting Groups 
Orlando, FL • Tues. – Fri., December 13-16

 Advanced Judges Institutes

The AKC Institute for Aspiring  
and Newly Approved Judges (“Basic”)

© 2016 The American Kennel Club

Judging Junior Showmanship Seminars
Albany, OR • Fri. Feb. 26, 2016

In conjunction with the Covered Bridge Cluster Show

Louisville, KY • Sat. March 19, 2016
In conjunction with the Evansville Kennel Club Show

Vallejo, CA • Sat. March 26, 2016
In conjunction with the Oakland County Kennel Club Show

Edison, NJ • Sat. March 26, 2016
In conjunction with the New Brunswick Kennel Club Show

Shreveport, LA • Sun. April 24, 2016
In conjunction with the Shreveport Kennel Club Show

Pomona, CA • Sat. May 28, 2016
In conjunction with the San Gabriel Kennel Club and Mission Circuit Shows

Freehold, NJ • Sat. May 28, 2016
In conjunction with the Staten Island Kennel Club Show

Richmond, VA • Sun. June 26, 2016
In conjunction with the Virginia Kennel Club Show

Ventura, CA • Sat. July 2, 2016
In conjunction with the Ventura County Dog Fancier Club Show

Greenville, SC • Sat. July 30, 2016
In conjunction with the Piedmont Kennel Club Show

To view the complete listing of seminars and download registration forms, CLICK HERE.

For more information including registration, contact Kathy Caruana, kac1@akc.org, (919) 816-3862

http://www.akc.org/clubs/manage/seminars/
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