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Roz Kraus New Executive Field Rep At Large 
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SM

Ms. Rosalind Kraus has
joined the Executive Field Staff
in Raleigh, NC.  Ms. Kraus will
be designated “Field Rep at
Large” and cover dog shows in
the area adjacent to Raleigh,
work double coverage as needed
and routinely work in the
Judging Operations Office.    

Ms. Kraus is approved to judge most Terrier Breeds

and some Toys.  She has bred Wire Fox Terriers and
West Highland White Terriers since 1976,  and
enjoyed an 18 year professional handling career before
applying for approval to judge. Her experience in the
sport includes a six-year tenure on the Board of
Directors of the Detroit Kennel Club and two years as
Assistant Show Chair.

Roz, Tabasco and Trixie (her two Wires) have
relocated to Raleigh where she will pursue her baking,
gardening and antiquing interests when not working. 

Gina is a third generation fancier born and raised on
the North Shore of Long
Island, New York.  She grew up
in the sport, competed as a
Junior Handler and became an
AKC Licensed Handler in 1975.
Since then, Gina has managed
highly successful breeding pro-
grams and show careers for top
winning Poodles and

Chihuahuas.  Specializing in Toy, Non-Sporting and
some Hound Breeds, Gina attended up to 100 shows
each year in the Southeast traveling out of Tampa, FL.

Over the years, Gina has been very active in Judge's
Education as a presenter for The Poodle Club of
America, the Dover Poodle Group, AKC Advanced
Institutes and various judges' groups.  She has also been
a very active member of various all breed and specialty
clubs.  She has served multiple terms in various offices
as well as assignments as Show Chair and Show
Secretary for the Tampa Bay Poodle Club.

Gina and her husband Cliff will leave their two
grown sons in Tampa and relocate to Kansas City, MO.

Gina Wieser 
Joins Executive Field Staff New Judging Policies

At their meeting on May 10, 2006 the Board of
Directors of The American Kennel Club passed a
policy with significant implications to the judging
community. The Judging Approval Policy was
revised, a procedure for the removal of approved
breeds was incorporated and a policy regarding
judges’ conflict of interest was passed.  

Most of the changes made to the judging
approval policy are intended to clarify the existing
policy by more specifically defining the require-
ments.  Several substantive changes have been made
that are intended to maintain and upgrade the high
standard of American Kennel Club® approved judges
and enhance their progression toward additional
breeds.  While the revision raises the bar at the entry
level, and entry level processes are incorporated into
the removal protocol, changes to the Additional
Breed policy, in the final analysis, make more oppor-
tunities available to aspiring judges. 

The American Kennel Club Board of Directors has
adopted a new Judging Conflict of Interest Policy.
AKC® believes that it has the best judges in the 

continued on page 15
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Withholding and Point Calculation
by John Brading
The Guidelines for Conformation Dog Show Judges

section on withholding was changed a few years ago to
say, “Impact of Withholding or Excusing - You should not
be concerned about the impact of withholding or excus-
ing.”  This is still the case.  However, it is not uncommon
for judges to be asked questions by exhibitors about how
the points are affected when placements are withheld.  

The Rules Applying to Dog Shows state in Chapter
16, Section one, “In counting the number of eligible dogs
in competition, a dog that is disqualified, or that is dis-
missed, excused or ordered from the ring by the judge, or
from which all awards are withheld, shall not be included.”

In practice, this can sometimes be difficult to inter-
pret.  The general concept applied in the recording of
event results could be stated as, “If the dog has been elim-
inated from the competition and from the consideration
for ALL ribbons, it does not count toward points.  If the
dog is still in the ring and under consideration for a rib-
bon (any ribbon) it would count toward points.”

Example One:  If there is a class of eight and first is
withheld, all dogs in the class count.  Placements were
given out and all eight dogs were in the ring and under
consideration for those placement ribbons including the
fourth place ribbon.

Example Two: If there is a class of eight and fourth is
withheld--judge gives first through third--then, only the
first three count.  The remaining dogs were NOT consid-
ered for placements, since fourth was withheld.  That
means that the last five dogs do not count because they
would be considered dogs “from which all awards were
withheld.”

Example Three:  If there are four dogs competing in
a class and at the end of the class the judge places the dogs
2nd, 3rd, and 4th and tells the last handler to leave the
ring, that last dog may or may not count, depending on
what appears in the judge's book.  If the judge marks the
placements as 2, 3, 4 and makes a note in the book that
first was withheld for lack of merit, then all four dogs
would count toward the points.  The last dog was in the
class and was still under consideration for the fourth place
ribbon at the time the placements were made.  If it is the
judge's intent to single out that last dog as being totally
unworthy, the judge would have to record something
directly next to that dog's armband number like
“Excused-lack of merit” for that dog to not be counted
toward the points.  Just telling the handler to leave the

ring would be the equivalent of any other class where the
dogs that don't get ribbons leave the ring when the place-
ments are made and the ribbons distributed.

This can all be very complicated and often exhibitors
don't tell the story exactly as it happened.  When the
exhibitor then finds out that the points were not calculat-
ed as they believe that they should have been, they are
angry that they were misinformed. Usually, when an
exhibitor asks a complex question about point calculation,
it is best to advise them either to contact the Executive
Field Representative at the event who can assess the entire
situation and verify the information given by the exhibitor
or to advise the exhibitor to contact the Event Operations
staff in Raleigh so that the records can be examined and
verified before providing a response.

At the End of the Day
by Delores Burkholder

As you judge new breeds, do you question fine
points of the breeds and their importance in judging
a breed? This is an area that you can discuss with the
field reps using their extensive background to clarify
the importance of details affecting judging correct
type.

Is head type including the shape (brick, conical,
egg, fox like, otter, round, wedge) expression (east-
ern, frowning, monkey like, saucy, somber,
varminty) eye (large, small, beady, oval, round, tri-
angular, almond) brows, cheeks, chiseling, ears
(prick, drop bat, pendulous, hooded) more impor-
tant or to be balanced with the correct bone (flat,
oval, round) feet (cat, oval, hare) tail (too many to
name) coat and colors as well as overall balance, pro-
portion and movement?

The field staff is there to discuss breeds with
you, defining the importance of the fine points of
type in individual breeds. We can suggest breeders
or breeder judges who can also define the finer
points. 

Each assignment has questions.  Each assign-
ment is a learning experience. Discussing your
assignment with the field reps gives you a chance to
validate your experiences and improve on the fine
points of judging. 
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Personnel Changes
by Peter Gaeta
Executive Field Representative Dennis Michael

Shea has decided to retire after 17 years of service.
Mike worked out of Southern California, and covered
most of the Southwest, including Arizona and Nevada.
The entire fancy will miss Mike as a Field Rep, but he
will remain with us from the other side of the ring.  He
has applied to judge the Working Group.  

Walter Bebout has accepted the position of Director
of Canine Legislation.  Walt has recently finished anoth-
er post graduate degree and moves into the office where
the AKC can take advantage of the full range of his
background. 

The American Kennel Club and the entire fancy
thank Mike and Walt for their years of dedication and
hard work as Field Representatives and wish them both
continued success and good health.  

In consideration of economics and shifting demands
in our sport, Darrell Hayes, AVP of Dog Show Judges,

has chosen to take this opportunity to realign Field Staff
domiciles.  Jack White will relocate to Henderson,
Nevada from where he will replace Mike Shea.  And
Jimmy Mitchell will relocate to Delaware to replace Jack
White. 

Gina Wieser, of Florida, has been hired and will
move to the St. Louis-Kansas City, MO area to replace
Walt Bebout.  Gina comes from a highly successful Toy
handling background.  She reported to Raleigh on April
17 for orientation and is already in the field. 

Judging Operations has experienced a need for
additional assistance in the Raleigh office.  Accordingly,
Roz Kraus has been hired to replace Jimmy Mitchell in
the Southeast, will move to Raleigh, NC and be desig-
nated as Executive Field Representative At Large.  In
addition to satisfying double coverage needs and cover-
ing shows in the Southeast, Roz will work two or three
days a week in the office.  Roz reported to Raleigh on
April 24.  

Plott Hound and Tibetan Mastiff
The Plott Hound has been accepted into the Hound

Group and Tibetan Mastiff has been accepted into the
Working Group, effective date January 1, 2007.

Approval to judge these breeds is based on the fol-
lowing schedule:

• June 1, 2006 - Begin accepting applications
• Ju1y 1, 2006 - All Breed, Hound and Working

Group judges will receive automatic approval to judge
these breeds at shows held after January 1, 2007. (A
Judges Illustrated Guide and Breed Standard Test is
being developed and will be mailed to each judge.)

• August 25, 2006 - Deadline for ADJUNCT appli-
cation to be received in the office together with $25 appli-
cation processing fee. (Applicants who miss this deadline
date must apply under the current application process.) 

• September 15, 2006 - Judges accepted for the
Balance of the Working and Hound Groups prior to this
date must take and pass the breed standard tests in order
to receive Provisional status in these two breeds.

• October 15, 2006 - Last date for ADJUNCT
application interview to be conducted.

• November 14, 2006 -ADJUNCT applications
will be submitted to the November Staff Committee
meeting. If accepted, breed standard test will be sent to
the applicant.

• January 1, 2007 - Provisional status granted,
once the applicant has taken and passed the breed stan-
dard test.

APPLY UNDER THE ADJUNCT SYSTEM
Members of the fancy who can demonstrate signifi-

cant background in the breed may apply to judge under
the Adjunct System.  Examples of “significant back-
ground” would be:

• Experience in owning, breeding, exhibiting and
handling the breed. 

• Background in judging multiple events with a
significant number of entries.

First time applicants must have 10-12 years breeding
experience, take and pass the Procedural and Anatomy
Exams, have judged at AKC or Non-AKC events and
stewarded at least 6 times at AKC member or licensed
events. (Procedural and Anatomy Exams must be
requested through Judging Operations and submitted
with application).

Applicants who meet these requirements may apply
by requesting an application from Judging Operations in
North Carolina at 919-816-3588 or
judgingops@akc.org.  The application may also be down-
loaded from the AKC's website. (Dog
Events/Judges/Applications/Conformation)

      



by Ann Gordon, Dachshund Club of America
One of the distinguishing features of the

Dachshund and a very important component of breed
type is the structure of the Dachshund front.
Unfortunately, very few correct, or even nearly correct,
fronts are seen in today's conformation ring.   One
must always remember that the Dachshund was
designed and bred to hunt badgers. 

First and foremost, the Dachshund is a hunting
dog.  His unique body type was developed specifically
to hunt badgers underground.  The Dachshund's
strong hunting instincts make him an excellent trailing
dog as well.  Thus he should always exhibit the struc-
ture and temperament traits that are necessary for him
to perform effectively below as well as above ground.

In order for the Dachshund to accomplish the work
that he was bred to do, a proper front is essential.
When working, it is the front of the dog that takes the
most abuse which is why a correctly put together front
is so important for the dog's endurance in the field.
The Dachshund front is even more specialized to
enable him to work effectively underground.

There are several key points to remember regarding
the Dachshund front as it is described in the standard.
One of these is that when the Dachshund is viewed in
profile, the breastbone (forechest) is very prominent in
front.  This prominence creates depressions or “dim-
ples” on either side of the breastbone that are quite
apparent. Viewed from the front, the chest appears oval
and extends downward to the mid-point of the fore-
arm.  The keel merges gradually into the line of the
abdomen and extends well beyond the front legs. 

Another key component of the Dachshund front is
the shoulder assembly.  The bones of the shoulder are
long, broad, well laid back, and closely fitted at the
withers.  Ideally, the upper arm is the same length as the
shoulder blade and is placed at a right angle to it. The
forearm is short and slightly curved inward and, as the
breed standard states, “the joints between the forearms
and the feet (wrists) are closer together than the shoul-
der joints, so that the front does not appear absolutely
straight.”  The inclined shoulder blades, upper arms,
and curved forearms form parentheses that enclose the
ribcage, creating the unique “wraparound front.”  

The wraparound front is a unique front assembly
that is not seen in many breeds.  Thus, many judges
who have not had previous experience with this type of
front may have some difficulty in assessing it correctly.
This situation is further compounded by the fact that
there are not many Dachshunds with correct or even
nearly correct fronts being shown in present day con-
formation competition.

Too many Dachshunds in the show ring today lack
forechest and have straight shoulders. When viewed in
profile, Dachshunds with these faults stand with the
front legs under the neck rather than under the withers.
The neck appears to meet the withers at a 90-degree
angle instead of the slightly arched neck flowing
smoothly into the shoulders.  The keel stops abruptly,
or just slightly behind the front legs rather than extend-
ing well beyond them.  Dachshunds who lack proper
construction in these areas may present a pleasing pro-
file with a nice level topline.  However, their lack of
proper construction becomes apparent when they
move.

Proper Dachshund movement should be fluid and
smooth.  The forelegs should reach well forward with-
out much lift.  A correct shoulder assembly and well-fit-
ted elbows permit a long, free stride.  Feet must travel
with no tendency to swing out, cross over, or interfere
with each other.  Short, choppy movement, a rolling or
high-stepping gait, and feet that are too close or overly
wide coming or going are incorrect.       

The Dachshund Club of America strongly urges all
judges to pay particular attention to the fronts of the
Dachshunds that they judge.  When a correct or nearly
correct front is found and all other factors have been
considered, it should be highly rewarded.

If any judge would like a copy of the “Visualization
of the Official Dachshund Standard”, or a CD present-
ing the breed standard, or both, please contact:

Ann Gordon 
DCA Judges Education Coordinator
724-443-4261 
406 North Church Court                                 
Gibsonia, PA  15044        
angora119@aol.com
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The Dachshund Front

    



The Judging Operations
Department acknowledges the fact that
typically low entries in a number of
breeds make it extremely difficult to sat-
isfy the requirement to judge them five
times as a Provisional Judge.  In some
instances, Judging Operations will con-
sider waiving part of that requirement.  

Waiving any part of the requirement
to judge new breeds five times is a mat-
ter subject to review on a case by case
basis. Several other factors will influence
any decision, such as: how many times
the breed(s) were scheduled to be
judged; how many times they were
judged; how large the actual entries
were; how soon the next assignment(s)
is.  Decisions are made considering all of
the above.  

Following is the current list of “Low
Entry Breeds” used as a guideline when
considering waiving part of the require-
ment to judge new breeds before granti-
ng regular status. It may also be applied
when considering the availability of edu-
cational opportunities on applications for

new breeds. This is the updated list effec-
tive May 15, 2006.

Affenpinschers
American Eskimo Dogs
Anatolian Shepherds
Australian Terriers
Black and Tan Coonhounds
Bedlington Terriers 
Belgian Malinois
Black Russian Terriers
Canaan Dogs
Dandie Dinmont Terriers 
English Toy Spaniels 
Finnish Spitz
Foxhounds American
Foxhounds English
Glen of Immal Terriers
Greyhounds
German Pinschers
Harriers 
Ibizan Hounds 
Irish Terriers 
Komondorok 
Kuvaszok
Lakeland Terriers 
Lowchen

Manchester Terriers (Standard)
Manchester Terriers (Toy)
Miniature Bull Terriers
Neapolitan Mastiffs
Norfolk Terriers 
Otterhounds 
Pharaoh Hounds 
Plott Hounds
Pointer (German Wirehaired)
Polish Lowland Sheepdogs 
Pulik
Retrievers - Curly-Coated
Nova Scotia Duck Tolling Retrievers
Scottish Deerhounds
Sealyham Terriers
Skye Terriers 
Spaniels - American Water
Spaniels - Clumber
Spaniels -Field 
Spaniels - Irish Water
Spaniels - Sussex
Spaniel - Welsh Springer
Spinoni Italiani
Tibetan Mastiffs
Welsh Terriers
Wirehaired Pointing Griffons

National Judges Organizations
Following is a list of Judges’ organizations who

have submitted contact information.  Hereafter an
updated list will be published each Spring.

American Dog Show Judges
Carl Liepmann, Secretary, 9144 W Mt. Morris Rd.,
Flushing MI 48433-9243 Cen06886@centurytell.net   

Senior Conformation Judges Association, Inc 
Wally Pede, CEO, 4200 Tanager St.,  Springfield, VA
22150-3533, (703) 451-5656  scja@cox.net

The Dog Judges Association of America, Inc.
Karen Wilson, Secretary, 3290 Emerald Hill Rd,
Sperryville, VA 22740  gkarengary@aol.com

Canadian Dog Judges Association
Barbara Watt, Secretary, 3501 Cedar Hill Road,
Victoria, BC. V8P 3Z2 <plawsworth@shaw.ca>,
ww.dogjudge.com>

2006 Low Entry Breeds List

A Letter from the Judge's Education
Committee of the 

English Cocker Spaniel Club of America
When Judging the English Cocker Spaniel, it is

important to remember the original purpose of the
breed, which is to hunt in very dense cover.  It must be
understood that the English Cocker pushes through
the cover and does not leap over it like the larger
Springer or Setter.  To function efficiently in this type
of terrain and in this manner, the English Cocker must
have well sprung ribs, a deep chest, a well-developed
forechest, generous bone, a short, broad loin, and
broad and muscular hindquarters.   He is a very pow-
erful, broad, and compact dog for his size.

The English Cocker must be viewed from above to
confirm that the well sprung ribcage is the widest part of
the dog, with an ample chest and a broad, “hammy” rear
to support the body.  An English Cocker lacking in sub-
stance that is long, narrow, refined, shelly, racy, fine-
boned, or is “settery” in appearance is atypical of the
breed and should not be rewarded.

Judges Newsletter Page 5
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����� Criminalize tail docking

� Outlaw ear cropping

� Enable any animal rights organization to sue a breeder
or owner

� Force owners to prove their dogs’ tails were docked prior to
Sept. 1, 2006, or that the surgery was performed in another
state in order to show or compete in any AKC event.

Access a complete list of key legislators’ contact information
from the AKC website or contact AKC Canine Legislation:
doglaw@akc.org, (919) 816-3720.

Check the AKC website for updates.

www.akc.org

Defeat the NY State
Assembly Bill that aims to:

NY residents:
Immediately contact
your Assembly members.
Urge them to oppose
A. 11242. Alert your
veterinarians and fellow
fanciers: Call for their
opposition to A. 11242.

Concerned fanciers:
Even if you don’t live in NY state, you
can still have an impact on this bill! If
you have ever participated or plan to
participate in an AKC show or event in
N.Y. state, tell the members of the
Assembly Agriculture Committee and
urge their opposition to this bill so you
may continue to bring your dogs — and
your business — to their state.

SOUND THE ALARM!SOUND THE ALARM!

ACT NOW!ACT NOW!
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The current judging approval process has been
enhanced according to the guidelines approved in October
1999 by the Board of Directors of The American Kennel
Club. This enhancement, part of the planned ongoing evo-
lution of the approval process, is a graduated learning pro-
gram which promotes continuing education in and an
appreciation for canine knowledge.

This approval process incorporates a directed and close-
ly monitored learning and performance period for each
application cycle. The number of breeds granted on each
application is limited, and determined by the number of
breeds qualified for and granted on the first application.
Subsequent to the first application, judges are eligible to
apply for up to the number of breeds for which they are
already approved.  For example, if an applicant is approved
for two breeds on the first application, he may apply for two
breeds on the second, four breeds on the third, and eight
breeds on the fourth application. 

Once a judge has completed the first four application
cycles or has been approved for 14 breeds, she/he may
apply for up to 14 breeds.  However, regardless of the num-
ber of breeds previously granted, an applicant may not
apply for more than 14 breeds on any subsequent applica-
tion.

The requirements for additional breeds will concentrate
heavily on breed education and the application of this
knowledge in the ring. Requirements for additional breeds
include breed specific education outlined below and meet-
ing expectations when judging already approved breeds.

If an applicant consistently demonstrates exceptional
knowledge and quality of judging and is approved for 14 or
more breeds or has completed the first four application
cycles, she/he may be granted up to 14 breeds on any addi-
tional breed application.

This program is intended to be a challenging process.
It is designed to foster uniformity and fairness in the acqui-
sition of additional breeds.  The open design of this pro-
gram places the responsibility for advancement in the hands
of the applicants.

The provisional judge concept is intended to remind all
newly approved judges that they are still students with a
subject to master, and that their mastery of each breed is an
ongoing process.  This understanding will enable AKC

staff, recognized breed experts, emeritus and regular
judges, who are committed to the success of the student
judge, to become teachers, mentors, or coaches. 

In this program, the applicant gains more personal con-
trol over, and ultimately more responsibility for his or her
advancement.  This program is designed to help the appli-
cant succeed.

Merit will be paramount in advancing through the
approval process, and AKC will naturally encounter a wide
range of abilities and experience.  This will result in varied
outcomes for applicants. The successful development of
judging competency requires individual motivation, signifi-
cant personal effort and ongoing study of even approved
breeds. Advancement at any level in no way implies that
subsequent approvals will be automatic; rather, they will be
more predictable. 

All New Breed Applicants
Every New Breed Applicant must satisfy all of the fol-

lowing requirements:
• Complete at least six stewarding assignments at 

AKC member or licensed shows in the three years
immediately preceding application.  

• Complete at least six judging assignments at AKC
Sanctioned matches, specialty matches, sweep
stakes, futurities and AKC approved Special 
Attractions.  Sweepstakes, futurities and specialty 
matches count as two.

• View the AKC video of each breed requested if a 
video was produced.

• Meet AKC's occupational eligibility requirements.
• Successfully complete anatomy and procedural 

open book tests.
• Complete a Pre-Application Interview with an

Executive Field Representative.
• Submit a non-refundable $25 per breed application 

fee with application.
Only those breeds in which the applicant has docu-

mented hands-on experience in owning, breeding or
exhibiting will be granted on the first application.  

12-5-4 Method
Individuals applying as New Breed judges may apply for

Judging Approval Process: 
New Breeds Effective January 1, 2007
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up to 14 breeds on their first application and must meet the
following criteria:

• Have 12 or more years experience exhibiting in
conformation in at least one breed applied for.

• Must be a member of a household where five or 
more litters in each breed applied for have been
bred and whelped.

• Qualifying litters must have been whelped and
raised on applicant's premises. 

• Qualifying litters must have produced four or more
champions. 

If an applicant does not meet litter and/or champion
requirements under the 12-5-4 System, the New Breed
Alternate Method may be used to ensure that quality of
experience, rather than quantity, is the determining factor
in breeds granted

New Breed Alternate Method
If applicants do not meet the litter and/or champion

criteria in the initial breed(s), they may apply under the
New Breed Alternate Method.  They must have 15 or more
years experience in conformation in at least one breed
applied for and must be able to document having accom-
plished any combination of four of the following compo-
nents in each initial breed: 

• Bred at least two champions in each breed requested.
• Bred and raised four litters in each breed requested

on his or her premises
• Owned at least one dog in each breed requested,

that sired four champions.  (Dog must have resided
at applicant's home while used at stud).

• Owned or maintained for the duration four dogs in
each breed requested that earned championships
while residing at applicant's home.

• Personally exhibited four dogs in each breed
requested to their championships, earning all 15
points and both majors.  (This requirement is the
same for owners and professional handlers).

• Personally exhibited two dogs in each breed 
requested as specials for a minimum of two years or 
approximately 60 showings.  (This requirement is
the same for owners and professional handlers). 

• Documented  25 years of experience exhibiting 
dogs in conformation.

Interviews
A pre-application interview is mandatory at each level.

Applicant is responsible for scheduling the pre-application
interview with an Executive Field Representative and must
send pre-application interview report to office with applica-
tion.  New Breed applicants must submit mandatory
Procedural, Anatomy (and JS if applicable) with application. 

All final interviews must be scheduled through Judging
Operations.  Applicants are welcome to interview in the
North Carolina office by prior appointment. 

The Field Representative will discuss each breed
requested with the applicant and remind applicant that sat-
isfying all educational requirements and a successful inter-
view do not guarantee approval of the breed(s) requested.  

The final application interview will include, but not be
limited to, the following:

• Review of breed-specific seminars as well as semi-
nars listed multiple times

• Verification of mentor participation
• Discussion and  explanation of unanswered ques-

tions/blanks
• Discussion of strengths, weaknesses and differences

within the breed(s)
• Discussion of and demonstration of proper use of

wicket/scale/dentition (if applicable)
• Review of rules, regulations, policies and guidelines

(if applicable)
• Discussion of proper procedure for handling

protests, disqualifications and excusals
• Discussion of importance of positive reports from

Field Representatives and mentors in being granted
regular status.

Staff Committee
Applications at every level will be acted on at monthly

meetings by the staff committee.  All applicants accepted for
full or partial approval will be published in the Gazette the
month following the Staff Committee meeting.  The Staff
Committee letter and appropriate breed standard test(s) will be
mailed to the applicant. Provisional status will be granted 30
days following publication of the Staff Committee's acceptance
of an application provided that the applicant receives a passing
grade on the breed standard test(s).  If an applicant fails any
test, all breeds will be placed on hold for three months, and the
missed question(s) must be reviewed with a Field
Representative before continuing to process the application.
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Requirements for 
Regular Status

• Complete five assignments in each provisional
breed, demonstrating sufficient competence in the
breeds

• Unlimited assignments may be accepted
• Additional provisional assignments may be required
• Must have been observed three times by different

Field Representatives (Judging Operations staff
may reduce this requirement in breeds with consis-
tently small entries)

Additional provisional assignments may be required.
Following a Marginal or Does Not Meet evaluation, at
least two additional evaluations on that breed will be
required.

Judging Approval Process: Additional Breeds
On subsequent applications for additional breeds,

applicants must have regular status for all previously
approved breeds and be able to document the completion
of a combination of at least four of the following enriching
components.  Applicants must be prepared to document
each experience.

• Experience owning, breeding, and exhibiting each
breed requested: must have owned and finished at
least one dog while residing in household or must
have finished (all 15 points) at least two exhibits
previously as a handler.   

• Attending regional specialty or supported entry.
• Attending national specialties: may count as two

components if study group conforms to seminar or
workshop criteria.

• Attending seminars that meet seminar criterion.
• Attending workshops that meet criterion. 
• Attending institutes sponsored by AKC approved

organizations or parent clubs whose presentations
meet seminar and/or workshop criteria.

• Judging AKC sanctioned matches, sweepstakes,
futurities and AKC approved Special Attractions
with entries in each breed requested.

• Selecting and working with qualified mentors
including but not limited to the following oppor-
tunities:      

• Tutoring and guiding the applicant in breed knowl-
edge over a period of time continuing into the pro-
visional and regular status periods.

• Ongoing continuous kennel visits characterized by
hands on experience with litters of various ages as
well as adult dogs.

• Ringside Observations which meet the following
criteria:

• Observer must have achieved regular status in at
least one breed.  

• Observer may observe with parent club approved
mentors or breeders with a minimum of 12 years
experience breeding, exhibiting, or judging the
breed in conformation.   Observations with men-
tors not meeting the criteria will not be accepted.

• There must be adequate entries for the breeds
observed. Smaller entries may require more obser-
vations.

• Observer and mentor must properly complete an
Observation Form which must be submitted with
the application for that breed.   

• A minimum of three ringside observations for each
breed requested including at least 2 majors.

• Judges may observe at shows where they are judging.  

On each Additional Breed application, judges may
apply for no more than the number of breeds
already granted (one for one policy) up to a maxi-
mum of 14 breeds.  The following requirements
must be met.  Applicants must:

• Have been granted regular status in all previously
approved breeds.

• Have reviewed AKC video of each breed requested,
if available.

• Must have achieved four of the nine enriching com-
ponents for each breed.

• Have submitted the appropriate non-refundable fee 
• Have completed a Pre-Application Interview
• Pass the final interview with an Executive Field

Representative.

Re-Evaluation/Appeal Process
Applicants, who wish to contest the Staff Committee's

decision of partial approval or denial, may request Re-eval-
uation by writing to the Judging Operations Department.
Requests for Re-evaluation must be filed within 60 days of
the date of notification of the Staff Committee's decision
and should include significant additional information not
submitted in the original application.  All additional infor-
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mation must refer to experience that preceded the submis-
sion of the application.  Re-evaluation entails a review of the
entire application.

The Staff Committee acts upon Re-evaluation. The
judge will be advised of the Staff Committee's decision by
mail.  Applicants who wish to contest the Re-evaluation
decision may request a review by the Appeals Committee,
which is comprised of three appointed Board Members.

Removal of Breeds
A judge with three unsatisfactory evaluations from

more than one Field Representative in any breed will be
remanded to probationary status in that breed.  A judge
with five unsatisfactory evaluations from more than one
Field Representative in any combination of breeds will be
remanded to probationary status in every breed in which
unfavorably evaluated.  Judges so directed will be required
to judge five evaluated, probationary assignments in each
breed indicated.  All conditions and requirements outlined
in the current “provisional policy” will apply including the
deferral of eligibility to apply for additional breeds and the
possible loss of breeds.  

In each breed, three probationary performances that do
not meet expected standards will result in a recommenda-
tion to the Staff Committee that the breed be removed
from the judge's list of approved breeds. 

One or two probationary performances that do not
meet expected standards in a breed will result in three addi-
tional probationary assignments in the breed.  

One performance that does not meet expected stan-
dards on a repeated probationary assignment will result in a
recommendation to the Staff Committee that the breed be
removed from the judge's list of approved breeds. 

The same process for the appeal of a decision to deny
or limit breeds would be available to judges who have
breeds removed.

Judges who lose breeds under this policy would be eli-
gible to reapply for those breeds three years from the date
of the notice of removal.

Judging Conflict of Interest
No AKC judge may have a significant interest in a dog

registry or dog event-giving organization deemed by the
AKC Board to be in competition with the American Kennel
Club. Significant interest would include, but not be limited
to ownership of, employment by, a directorship in, and

holding office in.
Any AKC-approved judge, who shall judge a purebred

dog event in the U.S. not in accordance with the rules of
AKC, which apply to such purebred dog events, without
the express permission of the AKC, may be disciplined even
to the extent of having his or her AKC judging approval
revoked.

An AKC-approved judge may judge breeds that are not
AKC registerable and/or that they have not been approved
for by AKC at non-AKC events. The AKC Board has also
given permission for the judging of certain other events
based upon the following criteria:

1. AKC has no comparable events in place.
2. While AKC has a program in place, AKC judges

have officiated at events under the aegis of the
other organization for years before the AKC pro-
gram was initiated.

3. The type of event is not or would not be perceived
as being contrary to the best interest of AKC and
the sport of purebred dogs.

4. The event is a breed or type of breed-specific per-
formance activity.

No AKC approval is needed to judge versatility or per-
formance activities developed by AKC Parent Clubs
and sponsored by such clubs.

Events held by the following organizations meet the
above criteria, and AKC-approved judges may con-
tinue to judge them:

• American Sighthound Field Association Coursing
Events

• American Working Terrier Association Earthdog
Events

• American Herding Breed Association Events
• North American Versatility Dog Association

Pointing Breed Hunting Tests
• American Field Pointing Breed Field Trials
• United Kennel Club Coonhound Events
• Professional Kennel Club Coonhound Events
• Any of the various organizations sponsoring Agility

Trials

Other activities may be added to this list at the discre-
tion of the AKC Board.
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MI Bellaire — June 16 & 17, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar and Ringside
Mentoring “The Irish Setter: Why We Are
How We Are” Sponsored by the Irish Setter
Club of America in conjunction with the
National Specialty. Contact Karolynne
McAteer; (212) 218-4979; 
kmcateer@galen-partners.com.

MI Frankenmuth — June 20, 2006
* Junior Handling Seminar, “Weimaraner
Junior Handling” Sponsored by the
Weimaraner Club of America in conjunction
with the National Specialty. Contact Judy
Colan; weim@ ix. netcom. com.

CT Newtown— June 20, 2006
* Multiple Breed Seminars “The Irish
Water Spaniel” by Marion Hopkins, “The
Pug” by Jane and Polly Lamarine
Sponsored by the Connecticut Dog Judges.
Contact Helene Nietsch, (919) 851-2146;
(203) 426-8194; Helene. Nietsch@ ge. com

MI Frankenmuth — June 23, 2006 
* Judges Education Seminar and Ringside
Mentoring “The Weimaraner ” Sponsored
by the Weimaraner Club of America in con-
junction with the National Specialty. Contact
Cheryl Lent, PO Box 128, Hebron, CT
06248; libertyweim@hotmail.com.

MA Sturbridge — July 8, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar “The Cocker
Spaniel” Sponsored by the American Spaniel
Club in conjunction with the National
Specialty. Contact Julie Virosteck; 
(760) 248-2986; DoggoneCockers@aol.com ; 
www. asc-cockerspaniel. org

KS Kansas City — September 29, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar Sponsored by
the Golden Retriever Club of America in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Ainslie Mills; (604) 882-0820; 
oriana@telus.net 

MI Monroe — Sept 30- October 1, 2006
“Multiple Sporting Breed Seminars” Flat-
Coated Retrievers, Golden Retrievers,
Labrador Retrievers, German Shorthaired
Pointers, German Wirehaired Pointers,
Nova Scotia DuckTolling Retrievers,
American Cocker Spaniels, English Cocker
Spaniels, Field Spaniels, American Water
Spaniels, Spinone Italianos, Brittanys,
Clumber Spaniels and Irish Setters.
Sponsored by the Monroe Kennel Club.
Contact Pat Irvin, 6024 Fike Road, 
Monroe, MI 49228; (517) 443-5724;
pat@irvinworld. com

WORKING

KS Lawrence — July 16, 2006
“The View of a Sled Dog”, by Mrs. Karen
McFarlane Sponsored by Siberian Husky
Club of Greater Kansas City. Contact
Stephanie Hamblin-Barnhill; 2508
Kensington Rd., Lawrence, KS 66046; 
(785) 764-1536; nykiskas@ sunflower. com

CO Snowmass Villiage — August 24, 2006 
* “Puppy Puzzle: Evaluating the Structural
Quality of Puppies” Sponsored by the
Greater Swiss Mountain Dog Club of America
in conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Harry Austin; 1559 E. Emerson Ave.,
Salt Lake City, UT 84105; (801) 466-2654;
haustin@myriad.com; www.GSMDCR.org.

CO Snowmass Villiage — August 25, 2006
* “Judges Breed Study Seminar” Sponsored by
the Greater Swiss Mountain Dog Club of America
in conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Lori Price; (202) 686-1838; lori_gsmdca-
mail@verizon.net; www.GSMDCR.org.

MN Lake Elmo — August 25, 2006
“The Portugese Water Dog” Sponsored by the
Portugese Water Dog Club of the Twin Cities.
Contact Letty Afong; 5365 Whetstone Rd.,
Biloxi, MS 39532-3433; (228) 396-3025; 
lettybiloxi@ aol. com

VA Winchester — September 28, 2006
* Judges Breed Study Sponsored by the
Standard Schnauzer Club of America in 
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Linda Dobbie; (814) 742-3305;
ldobbie@aol.com

IL Whittington — October 19 - 20, 2006 
* “The Portugese Water Dog” Sponsored by
the Portugese Water Dog Club of America in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Dr. Elizabeth Trainor; 25 Lovett
Road, Oxford, MA 01540; (508) 987-2110;
eftrainor20@cs.com or eftrainor@verizon.net

IL Grayslake — June 16, 2006 
* Multiple Breed Seminars “The Kerry Blue
Terrier” by Anne Katona, “The Smooth and
Wire Fox Terriers” by Bill Potter, “The
Bedlington Terrier” Sponsored by the Great
Lakes All Terrier Association. Contact Marcia
Feld or Julie Felten, 1054 Tamarack Lane,
Libertyville, IL 60048-3617; (847) 362-4237;
mfeld@ prodigy. net. 

SPORTING

WA Enumclaw — October 21-22, 2006
“Corky Vroom Handling Seminar for
Beginning, Advanced and Observers” by
Corky Vroom Sponsored by the Puget Sound
English Springer Spaniel Association. Contact
Judyann Hawks, POBox 798, Roy, WA
98580; (253) 843- 4761.

MA Worcester — October 21-22, 2006
“Gilbert’s K-9 Structure and Movement
Seminar = Enhancing Your Win Capability”
by Ed and Pat Gilbert Sponsored by the
Eastern English Springer Spaniel Club.
Contact Lisa Knight, (401) 766-4321;
ChivalryESS@aol.com; www. gilbertk9. com.

IN Valparaiso — June 19 - 21, 2006
* Judges Breed Study; Hands-On &
Ringside Mentoring “The Beagle”
Sponsored by the National Beagle Club in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Kathy Forbes; 3209 Hillsdale Dr;
Urbandale, IA 50322; (515) 278- 5008.

OK Oklahoma City — June 29 - July 2, 2006
* Multiple Breed Seminars “The Hound
Group” Sponsored by the National Breed
Clubs and the OKC Summer Classic. Contact
Georgia Harris, 5827 S Sooner Rd, Guthrie,
OK 73044; (405) 282-7373; 
fax (405) 282-5442; bandgharris5827@ aol. com.

CA – San Rafael – September 15, 2006
“Norwegian Lundehund: Ringside
Mentoring for Judges”. Sponsored by the
Sir Francis Drake Kennel Club. 11:00 AM at
Marin Civic Center. Contact Vince Mulligan
of the Sir Francis Drake Kennel Club at vpar-
adisegd@comcast.net.

CA – San Rafael – September 16, 2006
“Norwegian Lundehund Breed Seminar”
including history and hand-on examples of
the breed. Sponsored by the Sir Francis
Drake Kennel Club. 3:00pm at Marin Civic
Center. Contact Vince Mulligan of the Sir
Francis Drake Kennel Club at
vparadisegd@comcast.net.

MI Monroe — September 29, 2006 
* Judges Education Seminar Sponsored by
the Otterhound Club of America in conjunc-
tion with the National Specialty. Contact
Arlyne Smith; (708)756-7405;
Arlynebearsden@aol.com

RI Warwick —October 6, 2006
* Judges Breed Study Group Sponsored by
the American Bloodhound Club in conjunc-
tion with the National Specialty. Contact Dr.
James Edwards; jedwards95@ triad. rr. com

2006 JUDGES’ BREED STUDY GROUPS AND SEMINARS
* denotes parent club sanctioned

SPORTING

HOUND

TERRIER
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MD Frederick — October 24, 2006
“The Pekingese” by Carol K Noe and
David Fitzpatrick Sponsored by the Mason-
Dixon Dog Judges Association. Contact Al
Ferruggiaro; (301) 421-1930; Fax (301) 421-
1097; alf198@yahoo.com.

MD Salisbury - June 13, 2006
13th * Judges Education Seminar 14th - 16th
Ringside Mentoring and Hands-On “The
Poodle” Sponsored by the Poodle Club of
America in conjunction with the National
Specialty. Contact William Cunningham;
(407) 365-1520; dacunbirds@aol.com.

NJ Flemington - June 25, 2006
“Canine Reproduction, Whelping and Puppy
Intensive Care”, by Myra Savant Harris
Sponsored by the Watchung Mountain
Poodle Club. Contact Anita McKenna; 
(908) 237-1347; http://wpmc0.tripod.com/
id9.html; anitamckenna@hotmail. com.

NC Durham - July 22-23, 2006
“All Breed Seminar” by Patricia Craige-
Trotter Sponsored by the Central Carolina
Poodle Club. Contact Jan Gray; 
(919) 990-1009; workingdogs@ earthlink. net.

TN Gatlinburg - August 29, 2006
“Structure and Movement”, by Dr. Peter
Emily Sponsored by the French Bull Dog
Club of America in conjunction with the
National Specialty. Contact Jan Grebe; 4820
West 57th St., Roeland Park, KS 66205;
(913) 236-5771; greebeez@aol.com; 
www. fbdcanationalspecialty.org

TN Gatlinburg - August 30-31, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar “The French
Bulldog” Sponsored by the French Bull
Dog Club of America in conjunction with
the National Specialty. Contact Virginia
Rowland; P.O. Box 300, Templeton, MA
01468; (978)424-1044; MacDega1@aol.com,
or Darci L. Brown; blackslate@aol.com.

NC Durham - September 16-17, 2006
“All Breed Handling Seminar, Showing
Your Dog To Win” by Nancy and Eric
Liebes Sponsored by the Central Carolina
Poodle Club. Contact Jan Gray; 
(919) 990-1009; workingdogs@ earthlink. net.

MO Springfield - September 25-30, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar “The Chinese
Shar-Pei” Sponsored by the Chinese Shar-
Pei Club of America in conjunction with
the National Specialty. Contact Karen
Kleinhans; CSPCAPres@ aol. com.

NC Durham - November 18-19, 2006
“All-Breed Obedience Seminar” by Jane
Johnson Sponsored by the Central Carolina
Poodle Club. Contact Jan Gray, PO Box 1172,
Hillsborough, NC 27278; (919) 990-1009;
workingdogs@ earthlink. net.

NC Durham - November 18-19, 2006
“All-Breed Freestyle Seminar” by Peggy
Singletary Sponsored by the Central Carolina
Poodle Club. Contact Jan Gray, PO Box 1172,
Hillsborough, NC 27278; (919) 990-1009;
workingdogs@ earthlink. net.

WI Greenbay - June 16, 2006
“Collie and Shetland Sheepdog Skull
Development” by Brenda Miramon,
Sponsored by the Northern Wisconsin
Collie Club. Contact Jennie Duhon;
(715)362-1575; jlduhon1178@hotmail.com.

IL Chicago - September 20, 2006
“Solving the Mysteries of Type” by Richard
Beauchamp Sponsored by the Briard Club of
America in conjunction with the National
Specialty. Contact Kathy Lanam; 
(330)426-2668; Ohiobriard@aol.com.

IL Arlington Heights - September 22, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar Sponsored by
the Briard Club of America in conjunction
with the National Specialty. Contact Meg
Weitz; (336) 510-7650; mwweitz@aol.com

MD Frederick -October 10, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar Sponsored by
the American Bouvier des Flandres Club in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Lee Calhoun; 8151 Hwy 193,
Garden Valley, CA 95633; (530) 333-1016;
frontier@mindsync.com 178 EVENTS

MO Lake St. Louis - October 17, 2006
* “The German Shepherd Dog - A Study of
the Breed” Sponsored by the German
Shepherd Club of America in conjunction
with the National Specialty. Contact Diane
Mehra; (651) 439-0215; dmeehra@aol.com

CA Sonoma - November 3, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar “The
Pembroke Welsh Corgi ” Sponsored by the
Pembroke Welsh Corgi Club of America in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Marilyn Van Vleit, 3687 Croisan
Creek Rd. S., Salem, OR 97302-9331; 
(503) 581-5144; mvanvleit@farmersagent. com.

VA Richmond — June 23, 2006
“Judges Education Seminar, The American
Staffordshire Terrier” Sponsored by the
Virginia Terrier Club. Contact Natasha Royal;
(804) 730-0990; cicerokennels@yahoo. com.

CA Long Beach — June 25, 2006
* Ringside Mentoring Only Sponsored by
the Soft Coated Wheaten Club of America in
conjunction with the The Great Western
Terrier Club. Contact Gay Dunlap (480)
926-1622; gaydunlap@ cox. net

AZ Phoenix — July 15-16, 2006
“Canine Reproduction, Whelping &
Puppy Intensive Care”, by Mrs. Myra
Savant Harrris Sponsored by Sun Country
Terrier Club. Contact Ramona Benson; (480)
314-7394; hawkavenscots@ hotmail. com;
www. sctcaz.org

MO Columbia — August 19-20, 2006
“Corky Vroom Handling Seminar for
Beginners, Advanced and Observers” by
Corky Vroom Sponsored by the Lone Star
Airedale Terrier Club and North Texas Terrier
Club. Contact Lynn Rickman; 
(972) 962-2482; therickmans@nuwavenet.com

NB Lincoln —October 4, 2006
* Judges Education Seminar Sponsored by
the American Manchester Terrier Club in
conjunction with the National Specialty.
Contact Jo Ann Emrick; (713) 473-7800;
MANTERRJ@ aol. com

MI Howell — October 27, 2006
“The Bull Terrier” by Cleo Parker Sponsored
by the Michigan Dog Judges group. Contact
Peggy Beisel-McIlwaine; (734) 662-0849; 
foxairn@cs.com.

CT Newtown— June 20, 2006
* Multiple Breed Seminars “The Irish
Water Spaniel” by Marion Hopkins, “The
Pug” by Jane and Polly Lamarine
Sponsored by the Connecticut Dog Judges.
Contact Helene Nietsch, (919) 851-2146; 
(203) 426-8194;  Helene. Nietsch@ ge. com

WI Oconomowoc — September 10-16, 2006
* Judges Study Group Sponsored by the Pug
Dog Club of America in conjunction with
the National Specialty. Contact Charlotte
Patterson, ivanwold@gnt.net or Donnelle
Richards, Donnellerichards@ verizon. net

TERRIER NON-SPORTINGTOY

NON-SPORTING

HERDING
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The Chow standard was last
revised in 1991. The current revisions
arose from the increasing interest in
the cream Chow.  There are five recog-
nized colors in the Chow Chow:  red,
cinnamon, black, blue and cream.  The
AKC standard requires all five colors
have a solid black nose (or solid blue
nose in the blues), despite the fact that
the creams typically have flesh-colored
noses.  The failure to have the solid
black or blue nose is a disqualification.

Creams have historically been used
in Chow breeding programs but on a
limited basis because, while a cream
can produce all five of the recognized
colors, the breeder was likely to get
more creams which could not be
shown.  The nose disqualification was a
disincentive to use creams for breed-
ing, and the frequency of cream Chows
appearing in pedigrees was quite low.

In recent years, there has been
increasing interest in the creams.  As
a result, a resolution was passed at
the annual membership meeting of
the Chow Chow Club, Inc. to submit
to a vote of the membership, a pro-
posed revision to the AKC Chow
Chow standard to except creams
from the requirement of a black (or
blue) nose.  In drafting the specific
language for this proposed revision,
the Chow Chow Club, Inc. Breed
Standard Council proposed some
other minor “housekeeping” revi-
sions to the standard.

The revision to permit the creams
to be shown with flesh-colored noses
FAILED by a very narrow margin.
One concern was whether loading
pedigrees with creams would result in
the loss of nose pigmentation in the
other colors.  There presently was not

sufficient experience to resolve this
issue.

Below are the revisions that were
adopted and the reasons for the
changes.

General Appearance
First Change:  Change the descrip-

tion of rear gait from “characteristic
short, stilted gait unique to the breed”
to “characteristic shorter stilted gait
unique to the breed.”

Second Change:  A corresponding
change from “short and stilted” to
“shorter and stilted” was made in the
“Gait Section.”

The word “short” was an over-
statement. The Chow must never have
a short stride; a Chow's stride is short-
er than the stride of breeds with more
angulation in the stifle and hock joints.
The rear footpads should be visible as
the Chow moves away, but the feet
should not be kicked up behind the
dog. If you see this, the Chow is
improperly angulated in the stifle and
hock joints.

To understand Chow movement,
visualize a pendulum swinging in an
arc.  If the pendulum is shortened, it
will not swing as far out to the sides as
the longer pendulum (a shorter arc or
stride with less reach and drive). This
analogy explains why the Chow, with
its straight rear legs, should have less
reach and drive and a shorter stride
than breeds with more angulation in
the stifle and hock joints.

Imagine two dogs who are the
same height at the hip; one well-
angulated with good bend at the stifle
joint and hock joint, with his feet
under his points of buttocks and the
other, a Chow, with his straight rear 

Approved Changes in Chow
Standard 11/29/05

MD Frederick - November 28, 2006
“The Border Collie” by Robin Penland
Sponsored by the Mason-Dixon Dog
Judges Association. Contact Al Ferruggiaro; 
(301) 421-1930; Fax (301)421-1097;
alf198@yahoo.com.

MI Howell - September 27, 2006
“The Swedish Vallhund” by Kathy Lake
Sponsored by the Michigan Dog Judges
Group. Contact Peggy Beisel-McIlwaine;
(734) 662-0849; foxairn@cs.com.

MI Howell - November 15, 2006
“The Finnish Lapphund” by Kit Brillinger
Sponsored by the Michigan Dog Judges
group. Contact Peggy Beisel-McIlwaine; (734)
662-0849; foxairn@cs.com.

TX Houston - July 21, 22 & 23, 2006
* Multiple Breed Seminars “AKC Judging
Operations”, by Darrell Hayes or Peter
Gaeta “Akita”, by Sylvia Thomas, “Alaskan
Malamute / Siberian Husky Comparison”,
by Nancy Russell, Rosemary Leist and Bruce
Barnes, “Great Dane”, by Judy Harrington,
“Great Pyrenees / Kuvasz Comparison”, by
Judy Cooper and Sue Thomas, “Greater
Swiss Mountain Dog”, by Kathy Spencer,
“Mastiff/Bullmastiff Comparison”, by Bill
Hempel and Virginia Rowland, “Portugese
Water Dog”, by Letty Afong, “Rottweiler”,
by Lew Olson, “Standard Schnauzer”, by
Linda Dobbie, “American Eskimo”, by Ruth
Sampson, “Chow Chow”, by Carmen
Blankenship, “Dalmatian”, by Tim Robbins,
“Finnish Spitz / Shiba Inu Comparison”, by
Sheila Brown and Myrrh Haslam, “Bulldog
/ French Bulldog Comparison”, by Brenda
Newcomb and Virginia Rowland,
“Keeshond”, by Phyllis Noonan,
“Schipperke”, by Bev Henry, “Poodle”, by
Helen Tomb-Taylor, “Tibetan Spaniel”, by
Linda Foiles or Sandra Lister. Sponsored by
the Dog Judges Association of America and
hosted by Reliant Park of World Series of Dog
Shows. Contact Joe Purkhiser; 
PO Box 700410, San Antonio, TX 78270; 
(210) 497-0759; jpurk@ satx. rr. com.

HERDING

continued on page 14
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Continued from page 6
assembly, with the feet under the hip joints.  It should be apparent
that when the angulated dog's leg is fully extended, his leg is longer
than the Chow's leg, which is already relatively straight and cannot
straighten out more when he moves.  Again, an example of the
long and short pendulum's effect on length of stride and reach
and drive.  The angulated dog will move with bending and flex-
ing in the stifle and hock joints.  The Chow should not exhibit
this bending or flexing of the stifle or hock joints when he
moves.  The Chow's entire rear leg should remain straight,
swinging from the hip joint like a pendulum.  The Chow is heav-
ily muscled in the hips and thighs.  What he loses in speed (due
to the shorter pendulum/stride), he compensates for in power
in his rear stride.  If the front is properly angulated, the Chow's
gait should always give the impression of power and drive, even
though there is less reach and extension.

The standard very specifically describes the position of the rear
legs when the dog is standing naturally.  The rear foot and hock
joint must be directly under the hip joint.  If the dog stands with
the feet further back from the hip joint, the dog is displaying incor-
rect angulation for the Chow; the further back the feet, the more
incorrectly angulated.  Many Boston Terriers stand with stick
straight legs (almost no angulation in the stifle joint or the hock
joint), but their feet are under the point of buttocks.  This is an
example of lack of angulation in the Boston Terrier.  The same
stance in a Chow is evidence of over-angulation; the feet should be
under the hip joints, not under the points of buttocks or some-
where in between the hip joint and points of buttocks.

Third change:  In the last sentence of the standard, a period
was added after beauty, dignity and naturalness. The remaining lan-
guage was changed to read:  “Essential to true Chow type are his
unique, blue-black tongue, scowling expression and stilted gait.”

This change simply emphasizes that the blue-black tongue,
scowling expression, and stilted gait are not just unique, but are
essential to true Chow type, joining the requirement that the pro-
portions described under “Size Proportion Substance” are also
essential to breed type.

Forequarters:
Fourth change:  The language “resulting in less reach of the

forelegs” was omitted at the end of the first sentence.
It is axiomatic that decreasing shoulder angulation results in

less reach of the forelegs.”  The omitted language was redundant
and left the impression that dogs with short, restricted front strides
due to lack of the prescribed shoulder angulation were correct.

They are not.  Several judges have erroneously told exhibitors that
the Chow must lack shoulder angulation to match the straight rear.
That is patently wrong.  What distinguishes the Chow is the lack
of apparent angulation in the stifle joint and the hock joint; not in
the shoulders.  The shoulder angulation of a Chow is moderate (35
degree layback) and, if the front assembly is correct, the front
should move like that of any other moderately angled dog.  In the
ring today, it is common to find Chows so lacking in shoulder lay-
back that the tips of the shoulder blades are often at the base of the
neck or even up in the neck. Short, upright upper arms are com-
mon as well.  These incorrect exhibits walk with very short, restrict-
ed front steps. They must then compensate for their poor fronts by
shortening their rear stride accordingly, thereby compromising the
power the rear is capable of delivering.  This is why so many Chow
exhibits appear to move slowly and with no appearance of power
in the rear.  They look like they are on a lazy Sunday stroll.

The handler should never run when gaiting a Chow.  This
does not translate into the handler must only walk.  Those exhibits
with very upright shoulder blades or excessive substance have to be
walked; in fact, some of them have to be practically towed.  This is
very incorrect.  With proper forequarters and rear quarters, the
handler should be moving at a striding walk or a slow relaxed lope,
depending on the size of the dog and height of the handler.  The
correct gait should be as described in the gait section:  “agile, brief,
quick and powerful”.  The handler should not be walking slowly,
waiting for the dog to catch up.  Agile, brief, quick and powerful
do not describe a slow-moving dog.

Temperament:
Fifth change:  The standard was changed from “the Chow

has limited peripheral vision and is best approached within the
scope of that vision” to “. . .”and is best approached from the
front.”  

The Chow is an aloof and reserved dog.  He has deep-set
eyes and many have a deep vertical fold of skin extending down
the sides of the face, similar to the Chinese Shar Pei, which acts
like blinders on a horse, obscuring the dog's peripheral vision.
One should always approach a Chow directly from the front.
The first contact should be with an open hand extended under
the dog's chin, giving a gentle scratch.  Do not make your first
contact up over the dog's head to the skull.  The dog loses sight
of your hand, and many will duck their heads as though you are
going to hit them.  If you desire to recheck an exhibit after you
have left it, you should again approach from the front with a
gentle scratch under the chin before re-examination.

Changes in Chow Standard

        



New Judging 
Policies cont.
world and expends millions of dollars a year to
administer its judging approval system to ensure
that quality remains high.

The new policy states, with some noted
exceptions, that AKC approved judges should
be focused on judging and supporting AKC
events. Approved judges should not have a sig-
nificant interest in another registry that is in
direct conflict with AKC or be judging for
another event-giving organization to the possi-
ble detriment of events held by AKC member
and licensed clubs. 

These revisions and new policies go into
effect on January 1, 2007. Credit will be given
for effort toward additional breeds made prior
to the effective date according to current
approval criteria.  The revised approval policy
and the conflict of interest policy, in their entire-
ty, are enclosed with this issue of your Judges'
Newsletter. Please study them carefully, and do
not hesitate to call Judging Operations if you
have any questions.   

To All Judges 
of the Papillon

by Jan Paulk

As the Phalene variety of our breed is being exhibited
more frequently, judges may be confronted with this variety
for the first time.  The Papillon (erect ear) and the Phalene
(drop ear) are one breed with two varieties.  In the United
States they are judged together, with the varieties being sep-
arated in the open classes at Papillon Specialties.

The ONLY difference in judging the two varieties is the
ear.  The standard states “Ears of the drop type, known as
the Phalene, are similar to the erect type, but are carried
drooping and must be completely down.”  The rest of the
standard is the same for both the Papillon and the Phalene.  

When judging the Phalene, the ears should not be
pulled up by their tips. If the set is in doubt, we suggest the
judge gently push the ears up until the set can be clearly
seen.  The slight rise in the set-on of the Phalene ear allows
for mobility.

For further information on Phalenes/Papillons, please
contact Jan Paulk, Chairman of Judges’ Education, at jan-
paulk@aol.com.
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continued from front page

Each issue of the new Judge’s Newsletter will fea-
ture responses to frequently asked questions.  Each staff
member will submit questions they hear frequently, and
we will share the answers with you. This month’s con-
tribution comes from Judieth Brite, Senior
Conformation Judging Coordinator.

Q. Can people with whom I 
co-own dogs show to me?

A. Never. Co-ownerships bring as many restrictions
and problems as they do advantages.  If you co-own any-
thing with someone whom you have nothing else to do with,
they still cannot show any breed to you.  They may show
other breeds on a day you are judging but may not show to
you.  Further, nothing you own or co-own can be shown
within 200 miles on days you are judging, the three days
before and the three days following.  Any wins resulting

from infractions such as these will be disqualified.

Q. Can I judge a Sweepstakes and show 
on the same weekend?

A.  You may judge a sweepstakes and show on the
same weekend at other events. For example, if you
judge a Sweepstakes for a Specialty Show on Friday, you
may not show at that Specialty (regardless of how many
days it lasts). However, if there are other Specialties on
the same day that are separate events, you may show at
them.  You may also show at any all-breed shows (sepa-
rate events) on the preceding and succeeding days.  It is
not acceptable, however, to show the breed you are to
judge on the days preceding.  

Please remember that all of the restrictions above
apply to family members as defined in Chapter 11,
Section 13 of the Rules Applying to Dog Shows. 

&Just the FAQ’s
by Judieth Brite

                 



Judging Operations
Department

There have been some changes in the Judging
Operations Department that involve addition-
al personnel and a further realignment of
responsibilities. For your information and con-
venience, following is the contact information
and area of responsibility for Judging
Operations Staff.
Darrell Hayes – Assistant Vice President,
Dog Show Judges (919)816-3592,
dlh@akc.org.
Susan Judge – Project Manager (919) 816-
3590, smj@akc.org. Assistant to Darrell
Hayes; Schedules Conformation Field Reps
at shows, administers Registered Handlers
Program, coordinates division budget,
production editor of Judges Newsletter.
Articles for publication may be submitted
directly to her.  
Peter Gaeta – Director, Judging
Operations (919)816-3880, pag@akc.org.
Provides assistance to the AVP in prepar-
ing judging approval policies for the Board
of Directors; advises new and approved
judges on the current approval process,
responds to judges’ correspondence.

Ines Maldonado – Manager, Judging
Operations (919)816-3570, ixm@akc.org
Manages the Judging Operations Staff.
Roz Kraus – Executive Field Representative at
Large (919)816-3677, rlk@akc.org Covers
dog shows near Raleigh and on an as needed
basis; assists with Judges Education, special
projects, correspondence and Editor of
Judges Newsletter.       
Kathleen Caruana – Conformation
Coordinator (919)816-3588, kac1@akc.org
Processes all Regular Status Requests,
Adjunct, Junior Showmanship, BIS applica-
tions and all relevant matters.
Judieth Brite – Senior Conformation
Coordinator (919) 816-3589, jkb@akc.org
Processes Additional Breed applications and
all relative matters.
Katie Rudolph – Administrator (919) 816-
3593, kxr@akc.org Prepares Secretary’s
Page, Staff Recommendations and handles
Visiting Judge’s matters.

Amanda Abel – Conformation
Coordinator; (919)816-3862, axa@akc.org
Processes New Breed applications and
coordinates Judges Education matters. 

The entire Staff in Judging Operations is
prepared to help you understand and
progress through the judging approval
process.  Do not hesitate to write or call if
you need assistance.
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