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Season's greetings and happy 2012!  We all have much to do.  Right now I have pup-

pies on the ground.  My little Cinnamon is C- sectioned with 5 boys and 1 girl and 

everyone is doing well.  

 

Remember the next meeting is this Saturday, January 7 at 7:00 pm for the Annual  

Awards Banquet and Post Holiday Gathering.  

 

This is a Pot Luck dinner party and Yankee Swap.  Come and bring your best dish 

to share and a gift not to exceed $25.00. 

 

There will be a short General meeting but no Board meeting.   

 

If you have pictures or articles for the newsletter, please bring it with you.   

 

Hope you all have a good 2012.  Peg Dilley 

 

  Peg 
 

 

General Meeting 7:00 pm  

LOCATION:  

Barron Center, 1145 Brighton, 

Avenue, Portland, Me, 04103 just 

off Maine Turnpike Exit 48    

 

[Westbrook].  

Treasurerõs Report 

Recording Secretaryõs Report  

Corresponding Secretaryõs  

 

        Report 

Cluster Meeting Report 

FMDC Report 

 Message from the President  

I N S I D E  T H I S  

I S S U E   

P. Hastings Seminar 2 

AKC News 

WKC Show 

3 

4 

D.O.G.S  NH Leg. 5 

Service Dogs ADA 

 

6 

Judges-Facts,Figures 8 

Dues 13 

  

V ACAT IO NLA ND 
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The News 

www.VacationlandDogClub.org 

J A N U A R Y  2 0 1 2  V O L U M E  6 7  I S S U E  1  

S P E C I A L  

P O I N T S  O F  I N -

T E R E S T :  

Dues are Due 

Party & Awards 

www.FedMeDogClubs.org 

www.akc.org 

 

 

January 7 Meeting/Awards/Holiday Party  

http://www.vacationlanddogclub.org/
http://www.fedmedogclubs.org/
http://www.akc.org/index.cfm?nav_area=homepage
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AKC Political Action Committee Challenge  

AKC Report from Delegate by Iris Frankel 
 

. THE SHENANDOAH VALLEY KC 

AKC PAC CHALLENGE  The AKC PAC 

was formed a few years ago as a way for us to 

help get dog-friendly legislators elected and re-

elected on a state and federal level. The animal 

rights industry donates thousands to candidates 

friendly to their causes, but we have, until re-

cently, had no way to support the candidates 

who are wise to the AR movement and work 

to promote animal welfare WITHOUT depriv-

ing Americans of their rights. The idea behind 

the AKC PAC was that clubs would promote it 

and individual members would contribute. 

  

For years the animal rights community has had 

no trouble making large donations and even 

holding awards ceremonies for "their" legisla-

tors. http://www.humanesociety.org/news/

news/2011/03/2010_congressional_humane_re

cipients_honored_033111.html Until the AKC 

PAC was formed, we had no way to organize 

contributions to support legislators and candi-

dates who are not only dog friendly, but dog 

owner friendly. 

  

Now we do. The rest is up to us. I am told that 

if every member of every AKC club contributes 

just $5, the PAC will have $750,000 to work 

with -- enough to make a difference. 

  

At our December meeting, the Shenandoah 

Valley Kennel Club asked members for just a 

$5 contribution each to the PAC. We passed 

around an envelope for checks and cash. Some 

members contributed more, to cover for mem-

bers who were not in attendance. We pre-

sented the envelope to Sheila Goffe, AKC's 

director of Government Relations, at the AKC 

Eukanuba dog show in Orlando. 

  

So, to help us all put our money where our 

mouths are, the Shenandoah Valley Kennel 

Club, Harrisonburg, VA, is challenging all AKC 

clubs (including all-breed, performance, and 

parent clubs) to ask members for just $5 each 

to support the PAC. Clubs who reach 100% 

will be recognized by AKC, and every person 

who donates will receive an "I own a dog and I 

vote" bumper sticker. 

  

Be sure to include a club roster or list of who 

donated cash. We gave all the individual checks 

to AKC and I wrote a check covering the cash 

donations, and included our roster with names 

and addresses of all who donated...or had do-

nations given in their names. 

  

It's not hard to reach 100%. Every club has a 

few "ghost members" who never show up or 

participate in meetings, but I'm sure every club 

also has a few members who don't mind donat-

ing a bit extra in the names of those members. 

  

One hundred percent of money donated will 

go directly to support the campaigns of candi-

dates who share our commitment to reason-

able laws that protect your rights and promote 

responsible dog ownership and breeding. Al-

though you cannot earmark funds for specific 

candidates, as a contributor, you can recom-

mend legislators to the AKC Government Re-

lations Department whom you believe deserve 

AKC PAC support. Clubs may not donate to 

PACs, but they can organize fundraisers or 

provide opportunities for members to contrib-

ute, such as allowing them to put in an extra 

amount for the PAC when paying dues. 

  

For more information about the AKC PAC, go 

to http://www.akc.org/governmentrelations/

legislation_donations.cfm#pac And let us know 

when your club takes the challenge! 

  

Sharyn Hutchens, Timbreblue Whippets Vir-

ginia, Shenandoah Valley Kennel Club delegate  

 

 

 

.  AKC CELEBRATES OWNER/

HANDLERS IN THE SPORT WITH 

NEW SERIES New York, NYñ More than 

80% of the dogs being exhibited in the show 

ring today are family dogs shown by their own-

ers. To celebrate the dedication and enthusi-

asm of these exhibitors, the American Kennel 

Club has created a new AKC Owner/Handler 

Series, a non-titling competition that will show-

case owner handled dogs at shows across the 

country.  

òWeõre pleased to offer this special competi-

tion to celebrate AKCõs owner/handlers, who 

are the core of our dog sport,ó said Robin 

Stansell, AKCõs Vice President of Event Opera-

tions. òWe look forward to great competition 

in 2012 as the AKC Owner/Handler Series 

visits dog shows all over the country.ó  

The top-ranked dogs from the AKC Owner/

Handler Series will be posted on www.akc.org 

and the top 10 owner-handled dogs of each 

breed and variety will be invited to compete at 

an ñend of yearò competition show. Rank-

ings of the dogs competing in the series will 

be compiled based on the Best of Breed, 

Group and Best in Show placements in this 

specific series competition.   

The first shows offering the AKC Owner/

Handler Series are these January/February 

events:  

Å  Dog Fanciers Association of Oregon, 

01/21/12  

Å  Oakland County KC, 01/21/12  

Å  Sahuaro State KC, 02/04/12  

Å  Colorado KC, 02/19/12  

Å  International KC of Chicago, 02/26/12  

The AKC Owner/Handler competition will be 

conducted following Best of Breed judging in 

each breed ring. All dogs in the BOB competi-

tion (including WD & WB) will stay in the ring 

after the judge makes their placements in BOB 

competition. The ring steward will ask all pro-

fessional handlers to leave the ring and then the 

judge will then select the Best Owner Handler 

(BOH). The dog and its owner will continue to 

accrue points for any group placements or 

Bests in Show. 

Dogs owned or exhibited by professional han-

dlers are not eligible for this competi-

tion.  Professional handlers are defined as any 

person who belongs or has belonged to a pro-

fessional handlersõ organization, distributed rate 

cards, or otherwise advertised or represented 

themselves as handling dogs for pay.  

For more information about the series or to 

find upcoming shows where the AKC Owner/

Handler Series will be offered, visit 

www.akc.org.  

If you have questions about hosting these 

events, please contact the AKC Events depart-

ment at (919) 816-3514 or glt@akc.org  

http://www.humanesociety.org/news/news/2011/03/2010_congressional_humane_recipients_honored_033111.html
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/news/2011/03/2010_congressional_humane_recipients_honored_033111.html
http://www.humanesociety.org/news/news/2011/03/2010_congressional_humane_recipients_honored_033111.html
http://www.akc.org/governmentrelations/legislation_donations.cfm#pac
http://www.akc.org/governmentrelations/legislation_donations.cfm#pac
http://www.akc.org/
http://www.akc.org/
mailto:glt@akc.org
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The Westminster Kennel Club today announced a number of 

changes for its annual show on February 13 and 14, 2012 at 

Madison Square Garden in New York City.  

 

These changes were made necessary because of the ongoing 

renovation work at the Garden. 

 

Most notable of these changes is a reduced show limit of 2,000 

entries, a direct result of the loss of benching space in the Expo 

Center during the renovation project. 

 

The entry limit had changed on occasion since the show's incep-

tion in 1877, but it has been 2,500 since 1982. That entry limit 

has always been reached very quickly each year. 

 

"We are encouraged that, upon completion, the Garden's reno-

vation will provide more benching space and an efficient setup 

for our show," said Westminster Show Chairman Thomas H. 

Bradley. "But for now, we have to make some adjustments that 

are in the best interests of the dogs and the 

competitors, while continuing to provide reason-

able access for spectators, as well." 

 

Entry procedures will remain the same as in re-

cent years, with the top five dogs in each breed 

or variety (in breed points for the first ten 

months of 2011) being invited to pre-enter, with 

the remaining entry slots being filled in an open 

process. There are 185 breeds and varieties eligi-

ble for Westminster in 2012. Entry rules will be 

available in the Premium List posted on the 

Westminster website in October. 

 

The Club also announced that all breed judging 

and benching for the Toy breeds on Monday and 

the Terrier breeds on Tuesday will take place in 

the theater in the Madison Square Garden com-

plex.  

 

Preliminary judging in Junior Showmanship will also take place in 

the theater. 

 

All Group competition and the Junior Showmanship finals will 

still be held in the main arena. The exhibitor entrance for all 

dogs remains the same as in the past.  

 

The Alternative Benching Format first used in 2011 will once 

again have breeds groomed at their benching areas. Additional 

details will be available on the website and in the Premium List, 

and diagrams will be mailed with the Judging Program.  

 

For more information and details, visit http:/www.west min-

sterkennelclub.org/¼2012/show/news/entry_122011. 

html). 

 

Tickets Still Available  

Tickets are still available through the WKC office for the 136th 

Annual Westminster Kennel Club Dog Show Feb. 13-14ð 2012.  

Please click here for ticket ordering information. 

 

 

Westminster Announces Changes 
in Show Limit and Judging For 2012 

http://www.westminsterkennelclub.org/2012/show/news/entry_082411.html
http://www.westminsterkennelclub.org/2012/show/news/entry_082411.html
http://www.westminsterkennelclub.org/2012/show/news/entry_082411.html
http://www.westminsterkennelclub.org/2012/show/tickets.html
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WHAT WILL HB 1498 MEAN TO YOU There is an upcoming hearing 

on HB 1498 which is an Act repealing dog licensing requirements. This 

bill is sponsored by Rep. Cohen, Merr 6, Rep. DeLemus, Straf 1 and 

Rep S. Tremblay, Rock 3. The hearing will be on January 12, 2012 at 

11:35 am in LOB 301 with the Municipal and County Government 

Committee. While at first glance, this bill seems advantageous, you will 

need to sit down and really read the whole bill to understand the con-

sequences to dog and cat owners of NH. Basically, this bill is repealing 

the requirement of city/town licenses. Sounds like it will save you 

money, right? Not at all, because instead of licensing your dog/cat with 

the city, your vet has to pay a $4 fee for each blank rabies certificate 

they purchase. Your vet must then report to the state veterinarian 

quarterly with a report of number of rabies vaccines issued, along with 

name and address of owners and number of rabies tag issued. So, in-

stead of a $6-$10 fee (depending on your city or town) for a license, 

you will now be paying an additional $4 to your vet for the rabies cer-

tificate, plus any overhead the vet's office now needs to charge because 

of ordering extra blank certificates and the time involved in reporting 

quarterly. So, probably more money (or a break even) from your 

pocket because of vet charges, not to mention the problem of good 

vets being in high demand and those vets now having to take time away 

from office hours to complete the quarterly reports. And that doesn't 

even factor in the extra time and expense of the state vet's office as 

they will have to compile aggregate statistics of animals vaccinated and 

publish the same quarterly on the website. But HB 1498 will not just 

cost us, as animal owners, money ð it's going to mean a large loss of 

revenue for cities and towns. If you read the fiscal notes at the end of 

the proposed bill, the Dept. of Agriculture, Markets and Food estimates 

a decrease in local revenue by approximately $724,437, as well as 

$335,000 decrease to companion animal fund and a $83,750 decrease 

to veterinary diagnostic laboratory fund. Which, in the long run, means 

extra expenses to animal owners as that loss of revenue to local mu-

nicipalities from license fees has to be òrecoupedó somewhere, whether 

it's in increased taxes or loss of programs. Additional revenues will also 

be lost because commercial kennels will not be required to license their 

dogs (there is still some uncertainty as to whether the intent of the 

bill's sponsors were to stop all state commercial kennel licenses or just 

the license fee they have to pay to their respective city/town for each 

dog). There would also be no requirement of licensing of guard dogs as 

HB 1498 repeals all of RSA 466:46-54 relative to the guard dogs in 

commercial establishments. This means there are no provisions for 

licensing the guard dogs, no provisions for prior approval by city or 

town for guard dogs on premises, no provisions for the humane treat-

ment of guard dogs as well as no provisions for proper restraining de-

vices for pubic safety or notification of the guard dogs to local fire de-

partments and other agencies that may need emergency access to the 

property. So not only will there be a loss of revenue, but public safety 

and emergency personnel's safety is at risk. Two other major problems 

with this proposed bill is the removal of RSA 466:6 and RSA 466:1(d) 

RSA 466:6 concerns group licenses. Right now the law states that if you 

have 5 or more dogs (but do not fit definition of commercial kennel, i.e. 

sale of 10 or more litters or 50 or more puppies within a 12 month 

period), you can apply for a group license from your city/town for a 

$20 fee. Because HB 1498 proposes to repeal this section, there will be 

no provisions for hobby breeders, as well as allowing cities to start 

setting up limits on the number of animals anyone may have. No city, 

state or federal government should have the right to be able to tell any 

citizen how many animals they can have. This is a civil liberty provided 

to us, and while certain groups would like it to change, it has been 

proven unconstitutional in other states. That doesn't mean NH would 

not try ð and if it does, there's the added expense for additional hear-

ings on that matter. 466:1(d) deals with protection of personal informa-

tion. The way the bill is written now, òno dog registration, information 

or lists can be sold, rented, transferred or otherwise made available in 

whole or partó, òdirectly or indirectlyó to anyone. Animal rights groups 

cannot come into the city/town clerk's office looking for lists of dog 

owners to harass which is a big safety net for all animal owners. Not all 

AR groups are truthful or act legally and to open the door for any of 

them to obtain information about NH citizens should not be even con-

sidered. Please take the time to read the proposed bill at the following 

link  

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/legislation/2012/HB1498.html  

 

Contact your legislators (you can find a list of legislators, as well as 

ways to contact them at  

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/house/members/housemembers.html  

to voice your opposition to this Bill, send this on to your breed clubs 

and/or other animal friends and come to the hearing on January 12, 

2012. 

 

Upcoming Public Hearings and Meetings:  

Tuesday, February 22nd 

 

HB 325 ð Licensing Pet Vendors 

House Environment & Agriculture Committee Subcommittee Meeting  

0am, Room 303 Legislative Office Building, Concord 

 

HB 398 ð Defining Service Animals 

House Commerce Committee 

2:45pm, Room 302 Legislative Office Building, Concord 

http://nhdogs.org/2011/02/12/feb-12-2011-legislative-update/ 
 

About D.O.G.S  

Dog Owners of the Granite State is an American Kennel Club affiliated 

non-profit organization founded in 1991 to represent the interests of all 

pet owners in New Hampshire. 

 

Dog Owners of the Granite State - N.H. Legislation 

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/legislation/2012/HB1498.html
http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/house/members/housemembers.html
http://www.akc.org/governmentrelations/legislation_donations.cfm
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Service Dogs Defined - by Katie Gammill 
SERVICE DOG REGULATIONS & HOW THEY SERVE US 

E. Katie Gammill  - November 2011  

How should schools or businesses handle allowing service dogs to 

enter?  Is it a certified service dog or a pet posing as such?  
Following WWI, German Shepherd Dogs became famous as guide dogs for the blind and also gave wounded soldiers mobility. 

Wearing the service dog harness, dogs were welcomed into most establishments and forms of transportation. 

  

Today Labradors and Golden Retrievers are popular breeds for service dogs. Smaller breeds are often used as hearing ear dogs. 

Service dogs are in such demand today that the training schools struggle to meet the demand. 

  

Determining the validity of a service dogõs status can be tricky.  What about the practice of taking a dog in the airplane cabin on 

the basis of it being a service dog?  Making the right decision òon the spotó can be extremely difficult.  A school board may have 

someone to represent the board regarding legalities but what does a restaurant, flight attendant, or store owner do to avoid legal 

action? 

  

Federal Laws as outlined in the American Disabilities Act (ADA) dictate that no disabled person with a service dog will be denied 

access to any public entity. 

  

Therefore, just what is a service dog? Today certified service dogs assist those with epilepsy, hearing loss, blindness, diabetes, ago-

raphobia and anxiety disorders. They attend those with cerebral palsy, post traumatic disorders, brain injuries, paraplegia and au-

tism.  These highly trained animals are independent thinkers that protect their ownersõ safety and assist in daily living chores. To be 

eligible to receive a service dog, the disabled person must have the proper environment to provide for the dogõs needs. 

  

What is the legal protocol regarding the dogõs presence and is it imperative the animal be òcertifiedó as a service dog?  Under the 

ADA, different circumstances can require different considerations, see Ref #1 or refer to Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act Ref 

#2 for further information. 

  

What about classrooms?  Today the Public Act 96-1555 of the 2010 legislative session article 14, Disabilities Act 105IL ds/14-6.02 

(2011) allows professionally trained Service Dogs to accompany children into Illinois classrooms.  Ideally, the Service Dog is trained 

by a recognized professional Service Dog Organization. The dog wears a vest or back pack for identification. Each school should 

designate a contact person for requests related to Service Dogs and that person should be aware of the public policy as well as the 

legal and appeal process. Some schools have lawyers on retainer for such negotiations. Different laws pertain to different states, so 

it is best to check with the State involved.  One can find specific Federal, State and local government statutes regarding service 

animals at the ADA website, Ref #3. 

  

In school surroundings, the Service or Assistance dog may trigger an interest by other students. The dogõs training results in the 

Service Dog being tolerant but it does NOT seek attention from others and does NOT interfere with student activities. Despite 

concerns, certified Service Dogs are quiet, well behaved at all times, and they are there for the comfort and safety of the disabled 

person. The school might provide a program to educate students so they understand expected behavior of both themselves and 

the Certified Service Dog. After the initial introduction into a classroom, things should go smoothly. 

  

http://www.thedogpress.com/Writers/Gammill-Katie.htm
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The general public should NOT talk to, feed, touch, or attempt interaction of any kind with a Service Dog while it is on duty. It is however, 

appropriate to ask the dogõs handler about the dog. 

  

The certified Service Dog is groomed and has NO odor. It is house broken and does NOT solicit attention or food. It does NOT 

vocalize in any manner. If an unusual behavior of the dog is noticed, immediate attention is required to assess the condition of the 

patient. Service Dogs are non-aggressive. Every Service Dog deserves rest breaks and an area should be provided as this dog is on 

call 24/7. A responsible adult must be assigned to monitor the dog if the studentõs age or disability requires such. 

  

Some issues may surface regarding Service Dogs and they must be taken into consideration and tactfully resolved. Other people 

may suffer from allergies, fear of animals, etc. and each case must be addressed individually and resolved for all concerned. Specific 

accommodations such as an air purifier could be required. 

  

Service Dog regulations are often misunderstood. Therefore, if a business or school receives a request to permit a Certified Ser-

vice Dog (or any other canine) to accompany a disabled person, research of Federal Disability Laws is imperative. Failure to do so 

may result in unnecessary legal fees and spending of tax payer monies. In most States, the disability is NOT to be identified publicly; 

however the facility receiving a request for Service Dog presence has the right to ask what the òservice dogó provides for the dis-

abled person. 

  

Awareness and understanding from both sides is needed.  Case in point: In New York, a deaf student was barred from taking a 

Certified Service Dog into the classroom. This resulted in a law suit involving $150 million dollars because the studentõs civil rights 

were violated. An appeal is currently pending. 

  

Federal Law takes precedence over State Law but the best advice is to seek council before making any decisions. This will insure 

the request goes through proper channels and is handled in a way that complies with the Federal mandate. This circumvents prob-

lems for both the establishment and the disabled person requesting the presence of a Certified Service Dog. See Ref #4 for a 

wealth of information. 

  

Ref #1 www.usdeptofhealthandhumanservices.com 

Ref #2 www.hhs.gov/ocr.com 

Ref #3 www.americanswithdisabilitiesactregulations.com 

Ref #4 www.assistancedoginternational.com 

  

http://www.thedogplace.org/LEGISLATION/Service-Dogs-Gammill-1111.asp 

 

 

 

 

Reprinted with permission. 

 Service Dogs Defined - by Katie Gammill 

SERVICE DOG REGULATIONS & HOW THEY SERVE US, cont. 

http://www.usdeptofhealthandhumanservices.com/
http://www.hhs.gov/ocr.com
http://assistancedogsinternational.org/aboutAssistanceDogs.php
http://www.thedogplace.org/LEGISLATION/Service-Dogs-Gammill-1111.asp
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Everyone Talks About Dog Judges, but Nobody 

Knows Much About Them  

 

How many judges are there? Who are they and how did they get 

where they are? Dogs in Reviewõs Editor-at-Large did some research 

and found a few surprising figures 

 

Get any group of dog people together and it wonõt take long before 

the discussion turns to everyoneõs favorite subject ñ the judges. 

The fascination that dog show people have for the judges is only 

natural: each one can make or break the fortune of hundreds in a 

single day, and they exert an influence on the fancy thatõs almost 

impossible to overestimate.  

 

In most other sports the judge simply verifies who ran the fastest or 

jumped the highest; at dog shows itõs the judge alone who deter-

mines the winners, and however much that judge tries to be objec-

tive, his or her opinions are inevitably colored by personal taste, 

background and experience. An exhibitor who wants to win must 

therefore make an effort to learn as much as possible about the 

judges. 

 

Yet the general truth is that, although you may have heard their 

names and know their faces, very little is known about the judges as 

a group. Who are all these people? How many hundreds ñ or 

thousands ñ are there? Where do they come from and how did 

they get where they are?  

 

Nobody can keep up with the avalanche of new judges published by 

AKC on a monthly basis; reading through their names I often won-

der what makes all these people qualified to pass a verdict on my 

breed. I have always felt that a brief, official synopsis, just the bare 

facts of each judgeõs background, ought to be available for the ex-

hibitorsõ inspection before each show: year started, breed involve-

ment, major achievements, etc.  

 

òItõs obvious that the rules must be simplified to allow 

those approved for a few breeds to expand that number 

more easily.ó 

 

Some unabashed bragging and self-aggrandizement would probably 

have to be dealt with, but knowing at least the basic information 

about the judgesõ backgrounds ought to be every exhibitorõs inalien-

able right ñ and most of the facts would have to come directly 

from each judge. Thatõs why Dogs in Review prints interviews with 

the judges 

 

THE AKC JUDGES DIRECTORY  

There is one official source, however, which contains a lot of data 

about the AKC judges. You donõt get all the answers, but some of 

them can be found in a publication issued by the American Kennel 

Club: the AKC Judges Directory. 

 

Appearing in an updated edition every year for longer than I can 

remember, this compact little book includes an alphabetical listing 

by name of all AKC breed, obedience, rally, tracking and junior 

showmanship judges, with contact information for each and what 

they are approved for, with provisional breeds in italics 

 

Thereõs an easy-view cross-reference chart with Group and BIS 

judges, and then a listing of all the judges by Group and/or breed. 

Itõs an immensely useful little book and I refer regularly to even the 

old editions ñ I have saved every one since 1980. 

 

The size of the directory tells you something about how much the 

number of judges has increased. The format hasnõt changed, but 

while the 1980 edition consists of only 172 pages, last yearõs direc-

tory is more than twice as thick: 378 pages.  

 

There is no question that we have many more AKC judges than we 

did 30 years ago, and since the number of dogs exhibited has not 

increased nearly as much as that, this may explain why thereõs such 

intense competition for judging assignments today. (In 1980 the 

total number of dogs shown was 949,053 compared to 1,335,177 

last year ñ a hefty increase, but not nearly as large as the number 

of judges.)  

 

If you assume that the average entry per judge per day is 100 dogs 

ñ obviously a hypothetical figure, since the AKC maximum allowed 

is 175 dogs, although we often see half that or less ñ this adds up 

to a total of about 9,500 days of judging in 1980; 13,350 last year.  

 

Sure, this sounds like a lot of assignments, but based on the number 

of judges we currently have in the US (more about that later) it 

works out to an average of only about four daysõ work per judge 

 

AKC Judges: Facts and Figures - by Bo Bengtson 

http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogsinreview/dogs-in-review-conformation-costs.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-shows/what-happened-to-the-bred-by-exhibitor-class.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogsinreview/dogs-in-review-videos.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogsinreview/dogs-in-review-videos.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogfancy/dog-fancy-history-in-the-making.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogfancy/dog-fancy-history-in-the-making.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-activities/article_378.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-information/allan-reznik-dog-expert/beginning-to-show-dogs.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-information/allan-reznik-dog-expert/beginning-to-show-dogs.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogfancy/dog-fancy-bengtson-excerpt.aspx
http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogworld/dog-world-extras/how-to-become-an-akc-judge.aspx
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last year. We know that some of the most active judges officiate at 

50 to 100 shows per year, so obviously quite a few others were left 

with no assignments at all last year. 

 

The 2011 AKC Judges Directory looks a little different from earlier 

editions. It is printed in a larger format with photographs of past 

judging greats on the cover, but the content is organized the same 

way as before. Unless otherwise specified, all figures in this arti-

cle are taken from this edition of the Directory.  

 

Hours of counting and adding yielded some numbers that may at 

the very least provide a basis for future discussions. All data have 

been double-checked as far as is humanly possible; occasional minor 

slips are probably unavoidable with this many figures, but do not 

affect the larger picture that emerged. As far as I know this type of 

information has never been published anywhere else. 

 

NOTE: There is also, of course, the Internet AKC Judges Directory 

(www.akc.org/judges_directory/index.cfm), which is a terrific re-

source for much of the above information, and also lists upcoming 

assignments and results from all shows the judges officiated at in the 

past, all the way back to 1997.  

 

For my purpose it was easier to work primarily with the printed 

edition, since I needed the overview provided by having all the 

judges within two covers, but I did use the Internet directory to 

update a few figures. 

 

3,189 CONFORMATION JUDGES  

The first fact that could be established was just how many AKC 

judges there are. Adding up all the individuals listed in the Directory 

it appears that, at the time of the bookõs compilation, we had ex-

actly 3,189 approved conformation judges. (Figures for the hun-

dreds of judges approved exclusively for Junior Showmanship or 

performance events are beyond the scope of this article and could 

be the subject for separate research.) Obviously in the months 

since the Directoryõs publication more judges have been approved 

while others have retired, but itõs as close to an exact figure as itõs 

possible to get. 

 

The total figure is just a little higher than expected; based on rough 

earlier estimates I had guessed there were approximately 3,000 

conformation judges. What really surprised me was to find that 

almost half of all those judges ñ 1,386 (or 43 percent) ñ were 

approved for just one or two breeds: 810 for one breed, 576 for 

two. I always assumed, and weõre often told, that American judges 

in general suffer from a case of òall-rounderitisó and want to judge 

as many breeds as possible ñ but that is obviously not true. 

 

òThe judges exert an influence thatõs almost impossible to 

overestimate.ó 

 

You may ask if perhaps many of these judges are just starting out, 

so the one or two breeds they have been approved for so far are 

just the beginning of a grand plan for multi-Group judging in the 

future. It doesnõt look like it, as most of those I checked further had 

been approved for the same one or two breeds for several years, 

so they are apparently content with what they have and not plan-

ning on expanding their list of breeds. 

 

I was also surprised, and a little amused, by what some of the two-

breed judges were approved for. Itõs not surprising, for instance, 

that a Collie judge may also be approved for Shelties, and if you 

start with Golden Retrievers itõs not a stretch to move on to Labra-

dor Retrievers, as many have done ñ but there were some oddball 

combinations of seemingly incompatible breeds that caught the eye.  

 

What can you say about judges whose only two breeds of choice 

are the following: Mastiffs and Havanese; Brittanys and Pomerani-

ans; Pugs and Pembroke Welsh Corgis; Collies and Shih 

Tzu; Papillons and Old English Sheepdogs; German Shorthaired 

Pointers and Yorkshire Terriers; or Black and Tan Coonhounds and 

Old English Sheepdogs? 

 

Some would say itõs not smart to apply for approval to judge two 

completely unrelated breeds in different Groups if youõre planning a 

career as an AKC judge, but I found it refreshing that there are 

people who obviously donõt think along those lines. They apparently 

just want to judge the breeds they most care for and (presumably) 

have hands-on experience with. 

 

With our show system, where most AKC shows have only a hand-

ful of entries in any given breed, these judges are seldom òcost-

effectiveó and canõt expect to officiate very often. They are no 

doubt fountains of knowledge for their breeds of choice, but they 

are not likely to become regularly active multi-Group judges. 

 

THE GROUP JUDGES  

When you deduct the 1,386 judges approved for just one or two 
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breeds from the 3,189 total, youõre left with 1,803 judges who judge 

three or more breeds. Thatõs a large number, but less than half of 

these (791) are approved to judge one or more Groups, and in turn 

more than half (397) of the Group judges can judge just one single 

Group. 

 

The single-Group judges still constitute a much larger group than 

the others: 214 judges are approved for two Groups, 82 for three, 

52 for four, 20 for five and four for six Groups ñ which leaves a 

total of 22 AKC judges approved to judge all breeds. Among the 

Group judges are, interestingly, a couple of Canadians who have 

applied for and received regular AKC approval for a couple of 

Groups, although not for all the breeds they are licensed for in Can-

ada.  

 

Weõll return to the multi-Group judges later, but for now letõs con-

template the curious fact that even judges who are approved for 

just a single Group may also judge Best in Show at all-breed shows.  

 

Before becoming a Group judge you of course need to be regularly 

approved for every single breed in that Group, but a similar re-

quirement does not apply to BIS judging: once you have become 

approved for any one Group, AKC may authorize you to judge Best 

in Show. 

 

In fact, itôs one of the dog sportôs least talked-about open se-

crets that a large number of BIS decisions are made by judges 

who are not approved to officiate at breed level for all, or even 

most, of the seven finalists. In other words, you may not be 

approved by AKC to award Best of Breed to the same dog you 

just gave Best in Show to. 

 

How can such a state of affairs exist, you ask? Itôs simply a 
question of supply and demand. We now have over 1,400 
AKC all-breed shows every year, and it just isnôt realistic to 
expect the few all-breed judges to make all those BIS deci-
sions. Therefore AKC has made the rather arbitrary decision 
to, on mature consideration (one hopes), allow even judges 
with just a single Group under their belt to hand out what many 
consider the highest award in dogdom. 

 

You may think this is an unsatisfactory state of affairs, but itôs 
difficult to think of an ideal solution. (Short of drastically cutting 
the number of shows, of course, in which case we would obvi-
ously not need so many BIS judges, but in the current dog 
show climate thatôs not likely to happen.) Different foreign ken-
nel clubs deal with this problem in different ways, and Iôm not 

sure you can conclusively say that one system is better than 
another. 

 

It should be added that Best in Show approval is not automatic 
for Group judges. According to the 2011 Directory there are 
104 judges who do not judge BIS even though they are ap-
proved for one Group, and five who donôt do so although they 
are approved for two Groups. Whether thatôs simply because 
these individuals do not wish to judge BIS or because AKC 
withheld permission for them to do so, I do not know. 

 

The number of judges for each Group varied: 236 were ap-
proved for all Working breeds, 214 for Hounds, 212 for Toys, 
211 for Sporting, 198 for Non-Sporting, 196 for Herding and 
only 148 for Terriers. Most breeds appeared to have around 
100 approved breed judges (in addition, of course, to the all-
breed and Group judges), but there were wide variations. 

 

As far as I could see, Doberman Pinschers topped the list with 
315 breed judges, followed by Poodles, Collies and Shelties 
with just over 280 breed judges each; German Shepherd Dogs 
with 262; Boxers, Bulldogs, Dachshunds and Siberian Huskies 
with around 250 judges each; and the following between 200 
to 250: Golden Retrievers and Labrador Retrievers, Afghan 
Hounds, Whippets, Akitas, Alaskan Malamutes, Great 

Danes, Rottweilers and Australian Shepherds.  

 
Those with the fewest breed judges, who obviously have to 
rely mostly or entirely on Group judges, I could find 
were Gordon Setters (13), Irish Red and White Setters 
(11), Redbone Coonhounds and Bluetick Coonhounds 
(0), Plotts (1), English Toy Spaniels (15), Toy Manchester Ter-
riers (0), Xoloitzcuintli (1), Icelandic Sheepdogs (5), Norwegian 
Buhunds (4) and Pyrenean Shepherds (13). 
 
ñOf a sample 200 AKC all-breed shows, only 23 had the BIS 
winner determined by an AKC judge who was approved to 
judge all breeds.ò 
 
WHO JUDGES BEST IN SHOW? 
 

I was curious to look at the background of the Best in Show 
judges, so picked a random 200 shows held during late 2010 
for closer analysis. At 15 of these shows the judge was not on 
AKCôs list of Group judges, which means they were foreign 
visitors, usually from Canada. (As a side note, and this could 
be the subject for a whole other article, we in the US have far 
fewer foreign judges officiating, especially at top level, than 
almost any other country.)  
 
At the remaining 185 shows, a large majority (124) had their 
BIS winner chosen by judges who were approved for less than 
half the Groups (38 for one Group, 48 for two, 38 for three), 
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while 24 shows had a BIS judge who was approved for four 
Groups, 13 had a judge with five Groups, one with six and 23 
shows had a BIS judge who was approved for all seven 
Groups. 
 
Put another way, it would also be correct to say that of a sam-
ple 200 AKC all-breed shows, only 23 (or 11.5 percent) had 
their BIS winner determined by an AKC judge who was ap-
proved to judge all breeds. 
 
Does it help or hurt when the BIS judge is not approved for 
ñyourò Group? In other words, if you have a Miniature Pin-
scher, would you rather compete for BIS under a judge whoôs 
only approved for, say, Hounds or Herding than one who is a 
Toy Dog specialist? I guess it depends on your priorities, but 
you may be relieved to find that in the majority of cases (105 
shows) the AKC judges awarded the top spot to a dog belong-

ing to a Group they were approved to judge.  

That still leaves 80 BIS wins awarded by judges who were not 
approved to judge the Group from which their winner came ð 
which, at the very least, begs the question of how valid the all-
breed wins really are. (For the record, the judges who were 
approved for only one Group almost never awarded BIS to a 
dog from that Group; once a judge was approved for two 
Groups the chances that his or her winner would come from 
one of these Groups increased dramatically, and when a judge 
had three Groups most of their winners came from one of their 
ñownò Groups.) 
 
Intelligent thinkers in the past, such as Ellsworth Gamble in 
the US and Raymond Oppenheimer in England, always main-
tained that judging Best in Show was the least important as-
signment of the day, and also the easiest one, provided that 
breed and Group judges had done their job right. Itôs a point 
worth considering.       
 

THE ALL -BREED JUDGES  

Letôs look a little closer at the small, elite group of AKC judges 
who are approved for all, or most, breeds. Almost all these are 
people I know and respect, and it is my sincere hope that the 
following information, consisting mostly of facts available to 
anyone with access to the AKC Judges Directory, will not be 

considered impertinent, intrusive or in any way hurtful. 

 

As mentioned earlier, the 2011 Directory lists only 22 judges 

as approved to judge all breeds. Thatôs an exceptionally low 

number compared with almost any other country: Canada, at 

last count, had 123 all-breed judges, Australia more than 250, 

in spite of much smaller canine and human populations than 

the US.  

 

Some FCI countries ð especially those in Eastern Europe, it 

seems ð appear to produce scores of new all-rounder judges 

every year, many of them of such a young age that one won-

ders how they could possibly have had time to gain the neces-

sary experience. (Recent examples include a 26-year-old Rus-

sian who started judging at age 20 and already has at least 50 

breeds, and a 22-year-old Australian who is approved for one 

Group and well on the way to a second.) 

 

Age is a matter thatôs not supposed to be discussed in polite 

society, but it must be said that a majority of AKC all-rounders 

are no longer in the first flush of youth, and many are far less 

active than they used to be. Some are by their own admission 

over 90, and even the youngest two or three must be in their 

60s. (This is difficult to believe based on their youthful appear-

ance, but must be a fact, unless they were teenagers when 

first approved as AKC judges.) 

 

The attrition is further compounded by the fact that three of the 

all-breed judges are no longer permitted by AKC to take on a 

full load of entries; a fourth has officially retired since the Di-

rectory was compiled, and another half-dozen appear to be on 

the verge of doing the same, accepting just a few, or no, as-

signments in recent years. In fact, of the 22 all-breed judges 

listed only about a dozen are still fully active. 

 

You would expect a large group of up-and-coming judges to 

be knocking on the door, waiting to become approved for all 

breeds. That is not the case. In the last decade only eight all-

rounder judges were approved, and where the next generation 

will come from is anyoneôs guess.  

 

Only four judges are listed as approved for six Groups in the 

2011 Directory, which was reportedly compiled in October 

2010; in the 10 months since then one of those judges has 

died, while none of the three others had added more breeds to 

their repertoire when I checked the Internet directory in mid 

July, 2011.  

 

Not much change could be noted for the 19 judges listed in the 

Directory as approved for five Groups either: one was no 

longer on the list, so has presumably retired; one had pro-

gressed from provisional to regular status for one Group; and 

two had added one new provisional Group each in the past 10 

months.  
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Summing up the changes in the status of the 45 top AKC 

judges, based on the number of Groups approved, from Octo-

ber 2010 to July 2011: two had added a new provisional 

Group, one moved from provisional to regular in one Group. 

Thatôs it. And thatôs balanced by the fact that at least three 

judges had stopped judging entirely. 

 

THE FUTURE OF AKC JUDGING  

When I started compiling the figures for this article I planned to 

leave my own opinions out of it: the figures would speak for 

themselves. With the above details at hand it is impossible not 

to be concerned for the future of dog shows in America, how-

ever. An ever-expanding number of shows attract ever-

decreasing entries, necessitating clubs to hire judges who are 

able to tackle as many breeds and Groups as possible.  

 

Yet while the number of new judges approved appears to be 

greater than ever, just a small percentage of them graduate to 

Group status. The lack of judges with AKC approval to pass 

over a wide variety of breeds has also had a negative impact 

on US judgesô ability to compete on the ñinternational marketò 

with the hundreds of foreign judges who, often in spite of more 

limited dog experience than their US counterparts, are ap-

proved by their kennel clubs to judge all breeds. 

 

ñWeôre often told that American judges suffer from a case 

of óall-rounderitisô and want to judge as many breeds as 

possible -but that is obviously not true.ò 

 

It is clear that AKC must take drastic steps to encourage 

judges to add more breeds and Groups to their list. Many are 

reluctant to spend the considerable time and money 

(estimated to be at least $10,000 per Group) necessary to 

complete an approval process which has been described as 

ñcomplicated, long-winded, often irrelevant and sometimes 

downright embarrassing.ò  

 

Judges who have a few breeds should be approved for double that 

number based on straightforward tests on knowledge of breed his-

tory and standards; those with half a Group should quickly be al-

lowed to start judging that whole Group, and those with multiple 

Groups should be advanced to all-breed status in short order.  

 

The good news is that change is in the wind. You may have heard of 

the Judges Approval Committee, chaired by Dr. Robert D. Smith, 

which recently submitted its proposal for improvements in the ap-

proval process. It will be dealt with by the AKC Board of Directors 

in the near future. 

 

For those who proscribe restraint when it comes to judgesõ ap-

proval, the above may sound like anathema. I still feel new appli-

cants should be vetted carefully for their first breeds, probably 

more so than is currently the case, but itõs obvious that the rules 

must be simplified to allow those who are approved for a few 

breeds to expand that number more easily. 

 

Another suggestion is to distinguish between A and B level in ex-

pertise. The basic knowledge required at most average AKC dog 

shows isnõt that difficult to acquire and would qualify a judge for the 

B-level, while A-level status would be reserved for true breed ex-

perts of great experience.  

 

Almost any good dog person should be able to become a decent B-

level judge for a substantial number of breeds after about a decadeõs 

judging experience, but I doubt there are more than a dozen A-level 

judges in most breeds. However, I donõt think this idea would be 

acceptable to AKC or popular with most of the judges. 

 

A parting thought: did you know that some countriesõ kennel clubs 

pay their prospective judgesõ expenses in attempting to lure them to 

start judging more breeds? I canõt imagine a better way for AKC to 

invest some of the annual profit that the club, according to the an-

nual financial report, is still making.  

 

Bo Bengtson is founder, past publisher and Editor-at-Large for Dogs in 

Review. He is approved by AKC to judge 14 breeds in the Sporting, 

Hound and Toy Groups; he is also approved by FCI to judge 40 breeds in 

five different Groups, as well as all-breed Best in Show. He has been 

approved by the Kennel Club (UK) to award Challenge Certificates for 

seven breeds in the Hound and Utility Groups. He is not planning on 

becoming an all-breeds judge.  

 

http://www.dogchannel.com/dog-magazines/dogsinreview/dogs-in-

review-akc-judges-1.aspx 
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Dear VDC Member, 

 

It is time to renew your VDC membership. Please remit this form with 

your payment (check or M.O. payable to V.D.C.) to:  

 

Treasurer                       or                          Membership Coordinator 

 

Teri Welch                                                   Nancy Jensen-Norris  

33 Lafayette St.,                                          13 Ledgewood Lane, 

Yarmouth, ME 04096                                 Gray, ME 04039 

 
Individual Adult Membership                   $15.00              $____________ 

 

Joint Household Membership                    $20.00             $____________ 

 

Individual Junior Membership                   $5.00              $____________ 

       Junior Date of Birth:______________ 

 

                                                         Total Enclosed            $____________ 

 
Please note according to VDC bylaws, Article 1, Section 2, dues shall be payable on or before the first day of 

January. Article 1, Section 4b states a membership shall be considered as lapsed and automatically termi-

nated if such members dues remain unpaid 30 days after January 1st except when a member is out of the coun-

try where retention shall be at the discretion of the membership. 
 

PLEASE FILL OUT ALL INFORMATION BELOW AND HIGHLIGHT ANY CHANGES:  

 
NAME(S): ________________________________________________________________ 

 

STREET ADDRESS: _______________________________________________________ 
 

CITY, STATE, ZIP: ________________________________________________________ 
 

TELEPHONE (HOME AND/OR CELL): ______________________________________ 
 

E-MAIL AND / OR FAX: ____________ _______________________________________ 

 

 

VDC DUES NOTICE 2012 
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V A C A T I O N L A N D  D O G  

C L U B ,  I N C .  

F O U N D E D  1 9 4 5 

 

The purpose of this club is to encourage and promote the raising, general care and training of purebred dogs; to promote harmony, fair play 

and good sportsmanship in the best interests of purebred dogs; to encourage the novice owner and breeder in his approach to the raising, 

general care and training of purebred dogs; to assist all members in the showing, breeding and general care and training of their dogs; to assist 

the general public to understand dogs of all origins and learn to better care for and enjoy them through educational and instructional pro-

grams, projects and exhibitions, obedience and field trials, all under the rules and regulations of the AMERICAN KENNEL CLUB  

 

 

 

 

Penny Overton, Editor 

542 Maine St 

New Gloucester, ME 04260-2661 

USA .00¢ Jan. stamp 

VDC MISSION STATEMENT 

VDC 2012 Officers and Board of Directors 
President: Peg Dilley 

Vice President: Claire Marx 

Recording Secretary: Deb Libby 

Corresponding Secretary: Nancy Jensen-Norris 
Treasurer: Teri Welch 

 

Pollie Goodwin, Director 2012 

Barbara Hunt, Director 2012 

Judy Perry, Director  2013 

Harold Davis, Director 2013 
Richard Hendricks, Director 2012 

Sandy Bergeron, Director 2013 

2012 Calendar 
January 

  7  Awards Banquet  

 17 FMDC meeting  

February  

  15 General meeting 

  21 FMDC meeting 

March  

  20 FMDC meeting 

  21 General meeting 

April  

  17 FMDC meeting   

  18 General meeting 

May 

  TBA General meeting  

  15 FMDC meeting 

  16 SMCC Show Setup   

  17-20 SMCC Shows 

June  

  TBA Annual Banquet 

  19 FMDC Annual meeting 

  20 General meeting 

July 

  No general meeting 

  17 FMDC meeting 

  TBA Equipment Clean-up 

August  

  No general meeting   

  21 FMDC meeting 

September   

  18 FMDC meeting 

  19 General meeting 

October  

  16 FMDC meeting   

  17 General meeting 

November  

  20 FMDC meeting 

  21 General meeting 

December  

  12 General Meeting 

  18 FMDC meeting   

http://www.akc.org/clubs/index.cfm?nav_area=clubs

