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   The seminar was attended by 9 countries: Denmark, Sweden, Norway, Finland, 
Russia, Germany, Switzerland, UK and Australia, and almost all have different rules 
– more or less. Some countries (Switzerland, Germany, Austria, Italy and Hungary) 
have the same set of rules.
   Each country had prepared and presented a summary of their country's rules and 
explained how they judged.
   Following each presentation there were questions from the participants.

   Following is a short summary of some of the subjects which were different in the 
countries:

   Most countries have different number of official classes – some have 3, some 
have 4, but each country also have different numbers of active participants in the 
sport which can limit the possibility of too many classes. All countries have a 
number of fun classes (unofficial classes), but some more than others.

   Some have many young people in the sport and others have difficulty attracting 
the young to the sport.
   Australia has huge distances to travel between different parts of the country and 
therefore is challenged arranging competitions for other than the local area. 
   Sweden allows the dogs to wear a coat in competition, originally due to outdoor 
competitions in cold weather.
   We all have many different rules due to tradition, opinion or local conditions.

   We have different judging systems: some judge 3 main categories; others have 2 
main categories and many subcategories. Some give points for each category and 
make written comments to explain the points, others give points and have 
deductions in each detailed subcategory and make no written comments.

   Most countries have 3 judges in most competitions; others have the possibility of 
less or more judges.



   Manner of the training of judges also differ from country to country. Some have 
both theoretical and practical training, others have less training. Some focus on the 
choreographic/musical aspect of the sport, others more on the obedience.

   We discussed whether it is important to include general training in the judges’ 
training, regarding stress signals/calming signals in dogs and not least the dogs’ 
health and safety.

   It created a lot of thought (and discussion) that there are big differences between 
the age when each country allow young dogs to enter competition. Some countries 
allow dogs to start already at 10 months, others at 18 months. Some have different 
age for HTM and Freestyle. GB requires the dog to be 18 month to enter in 
Freestyle, same as is required in agility. Some countries have special fun classes 
for puppies from 6 month, where only certain moves are allowed – the purpose of 
these classes is to allow the puppy competition training without submitting it to any 
potential harmful moves. 

   It was discussed when to allow dogs to enter competition and in what manner, 
considering the age/health of the dog, but also taking into account when the 
handler start practicing moves to be ready for competition at a certain age.
   Should certain moves be banned? Or should the judges decide in each situation 
what could be potential harmful to the dog – considering that different dogs/breeds 
have different limitations?

   Some countries allow 8 positions in HTM, others allow 18. So we had an 
interesting discussion about that. Is HTM more interesting with the possibility of 
more positions? Should Freestyle include limited HTM positions? How do we make 
sure there is a difference between HTM and Freestyle, so that the distinction 
between the two remains clear?

  Another subject was whether to let old or handicapped dogs (and handicapped 
handlers) compete in same competition classes as others, or to only allow them 
compete in senior dog classes and classes intended for dogs with some degree of 
handicap - this could be deafness, blindness or some mild form of physical 
handicap. There were different opinions on this subject, and good arguments both 
for and against.

   If a dog has a handicap and competes in a regular class, should the handicap be 
taken into consideration? If, for example, a dog with impaired hearing competes in 
a regular class should the team have deduction in points for very loud commands 
or visible signals? Is it better for both, if the dog and handler competes in classes 
where special attention is given to their handicap? What if the handler is 
handicapped? We actually had a handicapped girl performing with her dog as demo 
over the weekend, so the question was very relevant.



   We had 8 demo dogs and their handlers perform for us – the dogs were different 
age, breed, experience and in different classes. We all judged them under our own 
country’s rules and had a discussion afterwards about issues in the judging that 
there was some disagreement about. In general it was nice to see that despite our 
different judging rules there was a huge majority agreement regarding the demo 
teams.

   Even if we have different scoring sheets and mark points differently, we still seem 
to reach very similar conclusions in the end.

   Our rules are in many ways different from each other, but also in many ways alike. 
Although we have different ways of judging in many of the countries, we still have 
the same main concerns and challenges:

• The dogs health
• Harsh handling
• Fair judging
• How to encourage people to join the sport
• What should be encouraged in the sport, meaning what should be rewarded 

in judging?
• Which incidents should cause elimination and which should result in lower 

scores

   There are still many subjects to be discussed, and no doubt that we can 
learn a lot from each other by exchanging ideas and experience in the future.


