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Opening
At 9.00 am, Mr Müller opens the meeting and welcomes all the members in Rome.  He indicates that Mr Hindse will not be present until tomorrow as he has professional commitments.  He welcomes the members of the FCI legal commission who convened yesterday and have paved the way for the debates which will take place today about the definitive writing of the draft of the new Statutes and Standing Orders of the FCI.   He congratulates Mr Scheibler who was elected President of the legal commission and asks him to chair the today’s meeting as it will be totally dedicated to the study of the new Statutes and Standing Orders.  The legal commission adopted a general principle : the statutes should not be too strict and detailed and should leave room for interpretation. 

MM Scheibler and Tauber explain that the legal commission examined all the proposals and comments put forward by the member countries, retained some and rejected others.  Each paragraph of the Statutes is then revised and discussed by all the members present and the amendments or proposals considered interesting are added to the draft.

Both the legal commission and the General Committee act the same way as far as the Standing Orders are concerned.

The discussions last the whole day and at 6.30 pm, a definitive version of both documents (Statutes and Standing Orders) is finally drafted.  A final control will be carried out by MM Müller, Scheibler, Tauber and De Clercq.

At 9.30 am, Mr Müller opens the second meeting day and welcomes Mrs Mulholland, Standards Commission and Mr Trainin, Scientific Commission, as well as Mr Hindse.  The members of the legal commission are not participating anymore.

Mr De Clercq suggests to start with all the points for which the presence of both Mrs Mulholland and Mr Trainin was requested.  The members of the General Committee agree.

1. Minutes of the commissions meetings : comments (to be continued later)

Scientific Commission, Munich, Nov.2005

No comment is made.

Standards and Scientific, Munich, Nov.2005

No comment is made.

Standards, Stockholm, June 2006

Page 2, point 3, Tornjak : Mr De Clercq informs that all the unclear points in the breed standard were settled by Pr.Triquet and Dr.Skok and that a final wording is on the agenda of the meeting.

Page 3, Gonczy Polski : Mr De Clercq informs that he got the official confirmation from Pr.Denis that the bloodlines file was in order.

Page 5, Brazilian Terrier : Mr De Clercq informs about a message from Pr.Brass stating that everything should be in order for this breed.  The point will be discussed for a last time at the next meeting of the Scientific Commission next January.

Scientific Commission, Stockholm, June 2006

Mr Hindse asks why the commissions did not inform the Dansk Kennel Klub about their visit to see the Danish – Swedish farmdog.  Mrs Mulholland indicates that this point was not on the agenda and that this invitation was informal ; she adds that she will relay the information to Pr.Triquet.

Scientific and Standards Commissions, Stockholm, June 2006

Page 1, 2nd paragraph : Mr De Clercq insists that any proposal put forward by the scientific commission is passed on to the General Committee.

Mr Trainin expresses then the opinion of the Scientific Commission :

The members of this commission are elected to advise the General Committee and the commission observes a failure in the procedure of communication transmission between the General Committee and the commission. The members of the commission give exclusively professional advice regardless of any other aspect.  The members of the commission also regret that in many cases, substantial information are missing (e.g in the case of definitive recognition of breeds). The commission understands that the General Committee deals with the kennel clubs, which means people from different countries and different mentalities.

The members of the commission also have the feeling that the General Committee, in some cases, provides professional reports, which is basically the role of the commissions and that the Committee tries to guide the commission towards the decision the General Committee wants to make.

Mr De Clercq insists that all the decisions of the General Committee are communicated to the commission latest 3 weeks after the General Committee meeting and that it is impossible to write 10 pages full of details about those decisions.  He adds that the FCI Office is ready to provide any further details if and when requested. To him, there is no communication problem.

Mr Müller agrees with most points expressed by Dr.Trainin but insists that either him or the FCI Office has very regular contacts with Pr.Triquet and Pr.Brass.

Mr Hindse has indeed the feeling that the Committee sometimes acts as scientists.

Mr Fischer says that the Committee needs the knowledge of the commission and is happy to rely on such competent people.  Whenever there is a disagreement, the idea of the Committee is not to work against the commission but rather for the benefit of the FCI.

Mr Reisinger says that this situation is difficult to run for both parties and he mentions the problem about the recognition of new breeds.

Dr Trainin explains that in a very few years, now that the canine genome is completed and  thanks to the DNA micro-satellite test, the FCI Breed Nomenclature should be thoroughly revised as many different breeds or varieties will appear to be the same breed or variety of a single breed.  This test is based on genetic and not geographical criteria and 175 breeds were identified so far.

2. Proposals of the commissions (to be continued later on)

Standards Commission

The General Committee discusses the comments made by Pr.Triquet about the communication problem between the General Committee and the FCI.  As a whole, the commission would like to get more details about the decisions made by the General Committee.  Mr De Clercq refers to his previous comments (see above).  He adds that any country having applied for amendments in a breed standard is equally informed of the General Committee decision with a  possibility to react.

The General Committee indicates that Pr.Triquet was invited to attend the presentation of the Balkan breeds in Belgrade (early 2005) but turned down the invitation.

The files about the “Tornjak” and the “Bucovina” will be discussed later, as well as the “Gonczy Polski”.

Finally, the members discuss about the decision to place under the patronage of the FCI (standards and scientific commissions and General Committee) the breeds whose standards do not “belong” to an FCI country.  Once again, the delegates insist that the KC and AKC are NOT FCI members, that the principle of the country of origin does not apply to them, that the FCI accepted the standards of all the English terrier breeds about 20 years ago and that the KC and AKC amend OUR breed standards without ever asking the opinion of the countries of origin.

The general opinion is that the FCI is responsible for its own breed standards and that some of them include severe health problems which need appropriate attention.  The members make it again clear that their concern is the health of the breeds involved and certainly not size or colour changes.

Mr Reisinger asks the scientific and standards commissions to have a look at the breeds standards of AKC and KC breeds and determine which and to what extent they can be amended to improve the health of the breeds.  Mr Fischer’s document “Healthier Dogs by improving the Breed Standards” will be transmitted to both commissions.  

Barzoi : amendments in the breed standard

All the amendments (many points in the “faults” sections are deleted) are approved.  One minor change is added (point “eyes”).

Pyrenean sheepdog : amendments in the breed standard

All the amendments proposed are approved.  These amendments were put forward to adjust the breed standard to the new French law about ear cropping.

Beauceron : amendments in the breed standard

All the amendments proposed are approved.  These amendments were put forward to adjust the breed standard to the new French law about ear cropping.

Scientific Commission

a. the different proposals (follow-up from the HD Seminar in Copenhagen, March 2006) are approved.  It is made clear that there will be no financial contribution from the FCI as far as the working groups referred to in the proposals are concerned.


Mr Reisinger asks Dr Trainin to provide him with a small article about the seminar to be published in the FCI Magazine.   

The General Committee asks the Scientific Commission to discuss the following question : “how to handle genetic or health problems which affect some breeds (white or deaf dogs for example) ?”  

b. FCI HD Appeal Committee 

It is decided to increase the amount of the fee charged to the Kennel Clubs to 200 € and to pay the experts who read the X-rays 50 € / expert.

Breeding Commission

a. Cross breeding of variants within the same breed


The proposal will be referred to the standards and scientific commissions

b. FCI Breeding Rules, Art.13, Artificial insemination


The General Committee approves the proposal but underlines the impossibility to check whether or not it will be respected.

c. Breeding education

The General Committee approves the proposal but insists that it will proof-read the stuff before it is put online.

d. Reading the radiographs (hips and/or elbows)


The proposal will be referred to the scientific commission.

e. International directory of the abbreviations for the hereditary diseases


The proposal will be referred to the scientific commission.

3. Recognition of new breeds 

Tornjak 

Mr De Clercq informs that there is still one outstanding point : the bloodlines which were not produced in a correct way. In addition, it is pointed out that an official certificate issued by a veterinarian authority describing the possible health problems in this breed has to be produced as well.

Observations about the breed standard :

· He IS appears to be strong, harmonious, …

· Faults : kinky tail transferred to eliminating faults

· Eliminating faults : tail carried over the back transferred to fauts

Vote : unanimity in favour of the recognition pending approval of the bloodlines and the issuing of the above certificate.

South East European Shepherd Dog

Mrs Mulholland indicates that the standards commission considers it as two distinct breeds for morphological reasons (concerning mainly the head) and for their geographical implantation which is different ; she adds that Pr.Triquet got information from both countries (Serbia and Romania) that they wished to have two separate breeds.

Mr Reisinger does not agree about the geographical implantation and does not consider that the morphological discrepancies, although existing, are that relevant.  He adds that by allowing the crossing of both varieties, in 10 years, one can expect a rather homogeneous breed without any variety.  Finally he indicates that the countries expressed their wish to have one single breed with two regional types.

Since the General Committee and the standards commissions were given two totally different versions, it is resolved not to discuss any further about this matter and advise clearly the two countries about it.

Gonczy Polski

Mr De Clercq indicates that the breed will be assessed on the spot on the occasion of the World Dog Show in Poznan by a member of the scientific commission (Pr.Brass) and the standards commission (Mr. Wiblishauser).  He adds that he got an official message from Pr.Denis stating that the bloodlines were in order.  Consequently, pending the exam performed by the commissions delegates, the breed will be accepted or not.  The General Committee agrees as well as both Mrs Mulholland and Dr Trainin, on behalf of their respective commission.

Brazilian Terrier

Pr.Brass informed the FCI Office that the recognition should not be a problem and that matter would be discussed for a last time at the scientific commission meeting in January 2007.  It will then be up to the General Assembly to follow or not the recommendation (if positive) of the commissions (standards and scientific).  The standard has already been approved at the standards commission meeting in Stockholm last June.

Australian Shepherd

Since the FCI is the eligible authority to propose the recognition of the breed on a definitive basis, the standards and scientific commissions will be provided with the statistics which the FCI Office could gather about this breed and its development.  Both commissions will examine the problem at their next meeting in January.  The General Committee is in favour of the recognition of the breed which developed greatly and steadily.

The two delegates representing the standards and scientific commissions leave the meeting ; all the members of the General Committee thank them for their excellent cooperation and for having expressed the views of their respective commission.

4. Approval of the minutes of the FCI General Committee meeting, Winterthur, April 2006

The minutes are approved.  Mr De Clercq indicates that the circular referred to on page 4 (any judge wishing to add a breed or any candidate to be a judge has to take exams in the country where he/she has his/her main residence, i.e where he/she pays taxes) was not yet issued.  

The members thanks him and congratulate him on these excellent minutes.

Follow-up of the meeting, Winterthur, April 2006

Canadian Kennel Club

Mr De Clercq indicates that the Canadian Kennel Club did not answer despite several letters being answered.  Mr Martinez asks for more comprehension and patience from the FCI as the CKC claims that they did not get all the letters from the FCI.

The General Committee expresses its disappointment and resolves that from January 1st, 2007, no CKC judge will be allowed to officiate at FCI shows and that the CKC pedigrees issued after this date will not be recognised anymore by the FCI and its members and contract partners.

Judges getting their license in incorrect way

Mr De Clercq indicates that he got a copy of the exams taken in Bulgaria and that they are insufficient.  It is made clear that with only theoretical exams about 4 breeds from group 3 and 5 breeds from group 9, the candidate cannot become group judge for these two groups.  The documents about the second judge were never sent to the FCI by the Bulgarian Kennel Club.  The FCI will again turn to the Bulgarian Kennel Club.

An answer is still expected from the Kennel Club of Greece for the last problematic case.   Once this answer will be sent to the FCI Office, then the Kennel Club of Greece will be asked to inform about the education which was given to the judge.

5.
Comments on the minutes of the different commissions meetings (continuation of point 1)

Continental pointers, Zadar, March 2006

No comment

Utility, Nova Gorica, March 2006
Page 5, 2011 World Championship for Utility Dogs : Mr De Clercq informs that he advised the commission that under no circumstances, an FCI World Championship could take place on the US territory.

Agility, Basel, Feb.2006
Page 2 : The majority of the delegates decided to keep ... told Italy that they could apply the extra categories for Giant and Veteran dogs in their own countries : it is pointed out that this applies to national tests exclusively.  

British Pointers, Santa Maria, Feb 2006

The General Committee  makes it clear that no country can vote for another one by proxy in the commissions.

Shows, Paris, Feb 2006

No comment.

Show Judges, Paris, Feb 2006

No comment

Shows and Show Judges, Paris, Feb 2006

Page 4, last paragraph : Mr De Clercq makes it clear that the long-haired and short-haired Chihuahueños CANNOT be crossed.

Spaniels, Brussels, March 2006
Mr Stefik tells the General Committee that this meeting was announced to take place in a very tense atmosphere due to the big differences between the defenders of the “A” type and those of the “B” type.  He explains how the meeting happened and indicates that at the end, the atmosphere was very good.

Apparently, the Austrian delegate for this commission informed, during a seminar in Prague, that the FCI, in the future, would recognise only the A rules which is totally wrong.  The  OeKV will be informed.

Obedience, Oslo, Nov. 2005
No comment

Hounds from the 6th Group, Jagodina, Nov.2005

There is a wish to change the name of this commission into “Commission for Hounds”.  It is in addition reminded that the issue about the Dalmatian and Rhodesian Ridgeback is none of the commission business.

Breeding, Lund, May 2006
No comment

Ferreting Dogs, Ratigen-Breitscheid, Feb.2006

No comment

Herding Dogs, Milan, Apr.2006

Mr Fischer informs that he had a very good and interesting meeting with Mr Scheld, president of the commission.  

The General Committee answers the questions which appear in the minutes, page 3

· Irish judges (Irish Kennel Club) are allowed to officiate at those events.

· English judges are allowed to officiate only if they have the approval of the Kennel Club.  ISDS judges are not allowed.

6. 
Financial Report by the Treasurer

Mr De Santiago gives a very clear and comparative report (June 2005 vs June 2006).  

The current financial situation is excellent and strong and very few countries have old debts, most of them are recent.

7. 
Partnership applications

a. Montenegro

Since June 2006, Montenegro and Serbia are considered independent countries.  

The kennel club of Montenegro applies for an FCI partnership contract to be valid from January 1st, 2007.  In the meantime, all activities, kennel names, judges, titles, etc. will remain under the jurisdiction of the Serbian Kennel Club.  The General Committee agrees and the partnership contract will be signed before the end of the year.  The Executive Committee will finalise the details of the contract.

b. Pakistan

Mr Nagamura gives a clear report on the activities, history, statistics, etc. from the two applying clubs, the Kennel Club of Pakistan and the National Kennel Club, Pakistan.  The Kennel Club of Pakistan, which has a long canine tradition and used to be member of the FCI in earlier times, turned down any possibility of cooperation with the National Kennel Club, Pakistan.

In view of the submitted reports, Mr Nagamura suggests to sign a partnership contract with the Kennel Club of Pakistan.  The members unanismously agree.  The FCI Office will send a draft of contract to the club and the document will then be finalised in details and signed.

c. Turkey

In April, Mr Reisinger travelled to Istanbul to assess the situation.  He held meetings with not less than 7 different clubs, some being roof-organisations and others being breed clubs.

On the basis of all the talks he had and the documents he collected (a new roof organisation was recently created and has hads its statutes approved), Mr Reisinger thinks that it would be premature to accept any club in this big country for the moment and he recommends to wait for further developments.  The General Committee agrees.  Mr Reisinger hands over the documents he recently got from the newly created roof-organisation.

8. 
Meeting between the founding members of the FCI at the FCI Office
Mr Müller reports on this meeting which took place in an excellent atmosphere and which was attended by the five countries which founded the FCI (Belgium, Germany, Austria, Netherlands and France).  The conclusions which will be submitted to the General Assembly of the FCI and of the European Section are as follows :

2011 World Dog Show : France (FCI General Assembly)

2011 European Section Show : Netherlands (FCI European Section)

2011 Jubilee Show : Germany

2011 Champion of Champions and Gala Evening: Belgium

Austria will be strongly recommended by the General Committee to host either the 2012 World Dog Show or the European Section Show.

The members agree.

In this connexion, Mr De Santiago insists that 2011 will be a very important year for the FCI and that a vast marketing operation should be conducted.  He would like that the possibility to get a TV cover for our main events (World and Section Shows) be considered.

9.
Proposals of the commissions (continuation of point 2)

Shows and Show Judges

· Which contents does the cooperation contract with the WUSV have?

· Are judges allowed to judge at breed clubs which are not a member of the FCI, but a contract partner?

The FCI will send a standard contract to the president of both commissions.

The answer to the second question is positive.  The judges are allowed to judge at events organised by breed clubs which are members of a contract partner of the FCI.  

All countries should be reminded to educate their breed judges according to the valid rules of the “FCI Regulations for Show Judges”. The countries should be asked to send these FCI Regulations to all of their judges and applicants as judge in their appropriate own language

The General Committee agrees.

A clarification with the FCI is necessary whether only members of the respective commission may sit in the meeting, although it is deemed useful also for the other delegates to follow the discussions. If only members are allowed to join, this must clearly be stated in the invitation for the meetings.

The General Committee members think that the situation of these two commissions is very particular.  Consequently, they agree that, for these two commissions exclusively, the delegates of both commissions sit on each meeting.  It is indicated that by prohibiting some members to attend the previous meetings, the General Committee simply observed the rules.

Look through the nomenclature of the breeds and breed numbers and see if something should be done to the way the CACIBs are divided among the breeds. Then work out a reasonable division of CACIBs. 

Also a circular should be published: Not only the regulations, but also the nomenclature have to be followed.

The first part of the proposal will be referred to the standards and scientific commissions.

A circular (2nd part) will be issued.

a) A circular should be published by the FCI, stating that all costs for the judges invited to World or Section Shows must be paid by the organiser of the show, even if the judge had been sent by his country as a delegate for an FCI General Assembly.

b) The FCI General Committee is asked to write a letter to Mexico stressing that Mexico has to act according to the regulations and pay for all invited judges. If Mexico is not willing to do so, the permission to organize the World Dog Show 2007 should be withdrawn.


Reason: Offence against effective Show and Judges Regulations.

The General Committee regrets the form in which the invitation letter was written.  It is however pointed out that each judge has the right to accept or refuse the invitation if the conditions are not satisfactory to him.  It is stated that the combination of both a general assembly and a world dog show is always very particular.  Mr Martinez indicates that if this kind of agreements (to invite the delegates as judges on the expenses of the kennel clubs) cannot be applied, many countries in Latin America would not be able to afford a World Dog Show and General Assembly.  The opinions are too different and there is no possibility to reach a common view on this matter.  It is however considered to be too late to withdraw the organisation of the WDS to Mexico.  No circular will be issued.

The FCI General Committee is asked to publish a circular stating that at international shows with CACIB at least 2/3 of all judges should (have to) be a member of the national organisation of an FCI member country and admitted by the latter.  

The General Committee agrees.  This measure will apply from January 1st, 2008.

Three recommendations are directed to the FCI Office

1. The case of judges educated in Bulgaria and Greece while having their main residence in France.

Mr De Clercq informs that this point was already tackled earlier during the meeting (see page 6, point 4).

2. Publication of amended standards on the FCI website

The General Committee turns down this recommendation.  Each FCI breed standard carries a date of publication and on the second page the date of approval of the original valid standard (this date is the date when the General Committee approved the document).  Mr De Clercq insists that every standard which is on the FCI Website IS updated.  It is however agreed, at Mr Stefik’s request, that the date of publication will appear on each page of the standards.  In addition, Mr De Clercq says that on the “group page” on the FCI website, the date of approval the original standard and the number of the breed standards already appear.

3.
The FCI office is asked to make links on their website directly to the judges list of every country (on their respective site).

Mr De Clercq indicates that the FCI website already includes a link to all the kennel clubs (not their judges lists in particular but their website).  These links appear in the section “Member Countries”.  To install such a detailed link, as suggested by the Shows and Show Judges Commissions, is turned down.

Shows and Show Judges
To change the Baby Class into Minor Puppy Class

The General Committee insists that the rules cannot be changed until 2011.

A second proposal, put forward by a working group appointed by the shows commission, is withdrawn as it was not yet approved by the shows and show judges commissions.

British Pointers

a. 
Criteria to fulfill for a team “dog/handler/owner” to be member of a national team at FCI Working Championships

Reaction of the Commission : the president of the commission forwarded the reactions from the Professional Association of French Handlers (Trainers) for Pointers and Retrievers and from the Technical Commission for Hunting Dogs of the Swiss Kennel Club.  He supports these reactions which go against any restriction in the number of dogs (and the number of country from which they originate) presented by a handler.

The General Committee makes it clear that they are precisely against any form of professionalism.  The essential point in all this matter is to work with the dogs.  This is far more important than to achieve good results.  The members of the General Committee do not wish to change the decision made in Winterthur (April 2006).

b.
Amendment in the requirement to obtain the title of Int.B.Ch.

In addition to the gain of 2 CACIB (no amendment), the commission requests as follows : 

c)
To have obtained at least a “very good” and the third place in a CACIT FCI field trial (Large Quest, Field trial or Shot Game)

The members of the General Committee do not agree as they believe that the old system is more appropriate (the hunting dog must have passed a hunting test/trial specific to its breed in which the Certificat d'Aptitude au Championnat National de Travail (CACT) is competed for) to promote the right type of British pointing breeds.

At 6.30 pm, Mr Müller closes this second meeting day.

At 9.30 am, the following day, the meeting resumes with the same delegates as yesterday afternoon.

Mr Fischer is ready to answer any question from the commission.

c.
Amendments in the requirements to get the title of Int.Working Champion

There exist 3 titles

Large Quest – Field Trial - Shot Game

In all three cases, for each discipline, the requirements are as follows :

a. at the minimum age of 15 months, the dog has to have gained 2 CACIT or 1 CACIT and 2 RCACIT on the occasion of field trials organised in two different countries and under two different judges.

b. At the minimum age of fifteen months, at an international CACIB show under the patronage of the FCI, whatever the number of dogs shown, at least a "Very Good".
In both sections, if the dog is already International Champion, the CACIT or CACIB will be transferred to the RCACIB or RCACIT.

The application for the title (and all related documents) is sent by the owner of the dog to the FCI Secretariat via his/her national kennel clubs within a maximum periof of 1 year.  

The members are preoccupied by the number of dogs taking part in the field-trials.

d.
Doping controls : to be announced BEFORE a world or European Championship ?

The programme should mention that the possibility of anti-doping controls exists.  The procedure at national level applies.  It is indicated that the scientific commission is right now working on the establishment guidelines in this field.

Continental Pointers

a. 
Criteria to fulfill for a team “dog/handler/owner” to be member of a national team at FCI Working Championships

The reaction of this commission is similar to that of the commission for British Pointers.  The General Committee however does not want to change anything in the decision made before.

The rules for both commissions will be definitively amended and published.

b.
Amendments in the requirements for the title of Int.B.Ch.

In addition to the gain of 2 CACIB (no amendment), the commission requests as follows : 

c) the hunting dog must have passed with at least a Very Good an International Field Trial specific to its breed in which the Certificat d'Aptitude au Championnat International de Travail (CACIT) is competed for, or a Second Price in a International Hunting Test Field and Water, or in a Multiple Hunting Test in which the Certificat d'Aptitude au Championnat International de Travail (CACIT) is competed for.

The FCI General Committee would be prepared to accept but, as stated above, would like to have a clear parallel (common) view with the commission for British Pointers. 

As a whole, the members would like a global proposal to be put forward jointly by both commissions.  

Agility

New Regulations

The General Committee approves all the amendments and congratulates the commission on an excellent work.  They will be effective from January 1st, 2007.

Mr De Clercq informs of another proposal : a complete paragraph titled “Agility European Open”.  He reads it to the members.  The members approve it but make it clear that this paragraph should not appear in the official FCI Rules for Agility Competitions.  They add that, despite its name, this event is open to all dogs and not only Europeans.

Sighthounds Racing

Mr Fischer explains that he attended the last meeting of this commission which took place in a very relaxed and friendly atmosphere.  He informs that the commission has produced a “rule book” that includes all the rules about racing and lure coursing.

1st proposal : New requirements for the entry of sighthounds in working class at CACIB shows

The General Committee approves them although they consider them rather complicated and difficult to check.  

2nd proposal : participation of sighthounds (which do not have a complete pedigree) at world or European championships

The General Committee approves.  

3rd proposal : Requirements to be proposed for CACIL and to achieve the title of Int.Racing Ch.

The General Committee approves.

General observation : before being published, MM Fischer and De Clercq will reconsider the wording of some sentences.

Utility

1st proposal : Qualifying trial for the IPO (RCI)

The General Committee approves the proposal as presented without any objection.

2nd proposal : Awarding of CACIT at Mondioring tests

The General Committee turns down the proposal.  The General Committee refuses to promote aggressive behaviour in dogs.

3rd proposal : Guidelines for awarding  the CACIT

Mr Fischer would like to get a copy of the minutes of the meeting where the General Committee accepted that the CACIT be awarded at Schutzhund tests.

The members start discussing in details about all the points.  It is observed that it would take hours to listen to all the comments and to approve the documents.  It is therefore decided that MM Fischer, De Clercq and a delegate of the commission should meet to finalise the project.  No approval is given.

Herding

1st proposal : Guidelines for awarding  the CACIT

Same comments as above (the two drafts were prepared jointly by the two commissions).  

All the other proposals (international rules for Sheep dog trials, British Course – international rules for Sheep dog trials, French Course – Herding working test for Border Collies and Kelpies – Herding working test excluding Border Collies and Kelpies) 

These proposals are found to be excellent but need a last revision as far as some details and linguistic remarks are concerned.  MM Fischer, Scheld and De Clercq will meet to finalise the drafts.

Once the draft is completed, final ratification will be asked via email to the members of the General Committee.

10.
Miscellaneous and Correspondence

a. Situation in Asia

Mr Müller informs that, like MM de Santiago, Reisinger and most of the General Committee members, he got a letter from Mr Nagamura where he expressed his discontent  about the way the Chinese partnership was dealt with.  He informs that after a serious and constructive discussion with Mr Nagamura, the matter is now settled.

Mr Nagamura indicates that the process of selection of a contract partner in China was very regretful.  He requests that the selection of a new contract partner be carried out via a thorough investigation and discussion with the section to which the future partner will belong and then be approved by the General Committee.  

Mr Müller concludes by saying that the Executive Committee acted correctly as far as China is concerned.

Mr Müller adds that he received the statutes of the Asia Kennel Union and surprisingly found no reference at all about the FCI.  Basically, there is no FCI Asian Section.

Mr Nagamura explains that under Mr Karyabu, the AKU was the Asian Section of the FCI with the exception of Bahrein which was not member.  The AKU is a very old institution with 11 members plus Pakistan and China.   Nowadays, the AKU and the FCI Asian Section are different organisations.

Mr Nagamura adds that the Asian countries are doing efforts to adjust their criteria to those set by the FCI (colour of Great Dane, Italian Greyhound or Poodles).

MM Müller and Reisinger insist that a REAL section (and not the AKU) has to be created.  They want to have a meeting in Asia with all the Asian member countries and have statutes approved.  Mr Hindse will send the FCI European Section’s statutes to the JKC.  Money is given yearly to our sections and this money has to be used for the creation of the section (to help the countries to afford the trip for the meeting where the section will be officially created).  This money also has to be used to organise judges seminars (FCI and not AKC) where the FCI breed standards will be clearly presented and explained.   The FCI needs a real presence in Asia.  The FCI will set up a meeting in Asia to create the FCI Asian Section.  The members agree.

b. Letter from the Irish Kennel Club : FCI Breed Nomenclature

The FCI General Committee confirms what was said in Mr De Clercq’s letter : the FCI Classification is not only the fact to use of the appropriate classes (at shows) but also, and mainly, to observe the FCI breed standards and nomenclature.

Consequently, the FCI General Committee asks the Irish Kennel Club to observe not only the FCI classes but also the FCI breed standards and breed nomenclature from the 1st January 2007 and not June 1st, 2007.  It is added that the IKC was informed about those requirements before applying for full membership and that in addition, as organiser of the 2009 European Section Show, it is compulsory to comply immediately with the rules.

Mr De Clercq explains that the FCI held a similar strict position with the Kennel Club of India (federated member) which wanted to retain its 7-group system until mid next year and had asked not to apply the FCI system at their this year December dog show.

c. Uwe Fischer’s draft about healthy breeds

The General Committee are very thankful to Mr Fischer for a very interesting and impressive achievement.  Mr De Clercq reads Mr Triquet’s comments on this draft.  The members thank Mr Triquet .  As agreed earlier, this document will be transmitted to both commissions, standards and scientific.
d. Australian National Kennel Council : associate membership contract

The Executive Committee will draft a contract and submit it to the ANKC.

e. Email from the Kennel Club, 12/07/2006

It is agreed to form a small working group (MM Müller, Hindse and De Clercq) and prepare a cooperation agreement with the Kennel Club which will include the matters expressed in the KC email.

It is agreed that in order to refer to the title of UK Champion, it is allowed to use the abbreviation -for instance-  “UK Ch (name of the dog)”.  These information will be circulated.

f. Mr Martinez letter : meetings of the FCI scientific and standards commissions

The General Committee agrees that both commissions hold a meeting in May in Mexico AFTER the General Assembly.  Consequently, the schedule will be as follows :

21 and 22nd May : General Assembly

23rd May : Transfer to Mexico

24th May and further : Shows and the world congress of veterinarian medicine

g. Report on the 2006 European Section Show by Mr Meyer

Mr Järvinen indicates that all the judges were paid correctly (including travelling expenses).  Mr Järvinen will write to Mr Meyer.

Mr Hindse does not find it “a taken for granted procedure” that activities have to be planned for the delegates who are not judges at the event.

The General Committee is not happy to read that “it is not important that there was no FCI logo or FCI flag in the main ring”.  On the contrary, they find this essential.  Mr Müller reminds that a similar situation happened recently at the Dortmund dog show, for the 100 years of the VDH.  It is agreed that the FCI will order much bigger flags (10 m / 5 m) than those sent about two years ago and will forward them to the future organisers of the World and Section Shows.  These flags will have to be returned to the FCI after the event.  

h. Report on the 2006 Asian Section Show by Mr Nissalak

No special remark is made by the Committee who wish to thank Mr Nissalak for this excellent report.

i. Forfeit-list and CACIB

It is agreed that if the owner of the winning dog is on the FCI forfeit-list for non paying the entry fee, then the RCACIB takes the CACIB and the original CACIB is cancelled.

j. Invitation letter from the SKK for 2008

The General Committee thanks the SKK for their very kind invitation. They agree on the principle but will communicate the final dates later.

k. Problem with CACIL coursing in Czech Republic

Mr Fischer reports on an incident which took place at a coursing event in Czech Republic where 2 RCACIL were proposed and publicly announced at the results ceremony.  Mr Fischer thinks that since both dogs were announced to be RCACIL winners, both should get the award.  The General Committee agrees.

l. Observer for the 2010 World Dog Show in Denmark

Mr Hindse informs that Mr Ahmansson could not accept the task.  Consequently he suggests to appoint Mr Mjaerum (Norway).  Approval from the General Committee

m. Observer for the 2007 Asian Section Show in Japan

Mr Nagamura suggests Mr Park Song Wo, from the Korean Kennel Federation as South Korea would be interested in organising the Asian section shows in the future.  Approval from the General Committee.

11. Any Other Business
Observer for the 2009 European Section Show in Ireland 

Mr Järvinen is proposed and officially appointed by the General Committee.

Observer for the 2010 European Section Show  in Slovenia 

Mr Skok is proposed by the European Section and he is officially appointed by the General Committee.

· Mr De Clercq reports on a case which has been lasting for about 12 years and started under Mr Vanherle’s mandate.  In 1994 a Norwegian judge was suspended by the NKK and this decision was communicated to all our member countries.  The judge took the NKK to court as he considered that his rights (as defending party) had not been observed.  

The judge’s lawyer says that his client’s position is as follows: on the one hand, the judge does not live anymore in Norway  but cannot be included in the list of judges of his new country (Denmark) since there still is a suspension against him, dictated by the NKK.  

On the other hand, the NKK says that they cannot lift the sanction as the judge does not live anymore in Norway.  

The judge is, according to his lawyer, in a dead end street and it is up to the FCI, he says, to make things move.  The judge refers to the FCI General Rules, Art.9, point 2 : 

2.

A judge may appear on the list of judges of one country only if he is permanent resident of  this country.  Besides, a judge may appear on one list of judges only.  

The governing national  organization must produce each year a list of  the recognized judges with the breeds or groups they are entitled to judge.  A copy of this list must be sent to the members/contract partners every year, and two copies must be sent to the executive director.

The special cases must be approved by the FCI General Committee.

Mr De Clercq adds that he could not yet get the official opinion of the General Committee of the NKK.

The General Committee members express that this matter can under no circumstances be an FCI problem and that it should be settled between the NKK (which dictated the original sanction) and the judge in question.  This opinion will be relayed to the NKK and the judge’s lawyer.

· Finally, Mr De Clercq reports on a Bulgarian CAC show which took place on the Russian territory with the approval of the RKF.  He adds that, when asked about this possibility by the Bulgarian and Russian kennel clubs, although he was well aware that this was against the generally accepted and understood principles, he could not find any article in the FCI rules which prevented the event from being organised.  He adds that this event is a CAC show upon which the FCI has theoretically no jurisdiction.  He reminds that the General Committee granted such an exception to San Marino for a CACIB show in Orvieto.

Mr Fischer reminds that although we are talking about a CAC show, the results obtained have influence on CACIB shows as the CAC winners (if they become national champions) are eligible to enter in champion class and that the FCI should have the tools to prevent this situation from happening.  

Mr De Clercq informs that the RKF, after this first attempt, is not willing anymore to repeat this experience.

· Next meetings in 2007

6-7 March : Amsterdam

20 and 22 May : Mexico (before and after the General Assembly)

At 1.00 pm, Mr Müller closes the meeting and particularly thanks all the participants for their cooperation over these three long days.

Outstanding Points

· Canadian Kennel Club’s reaction, page 6 , Mr De Clercq

· Incorrect judging licenses, Mr De Clercq, page 6, Mr De Clercq

· CAC from country X given in a foreign country Y, page 16, Mr De Clercq

· Legal case between the NKK and a judge, page 16, Mr De Clercq 
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