Classification of

FAULTS

Introduction

In our quest to bring more uniformity in the judging of per-
formance at retriever field trials, understanding of the faults is of
great importance. Our rule book is broken down into three sec-
tions; The Rules, The Standard Procedures and the Supplement
to the Standard Procedures. I'd like to point out a very informa-
tive section in the Supplement to the Standard Procedures but
first let me quote part of the introduction to the Supplement:
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By Jim Rickoff

The purpose of this supplement is to clarify The American Kennel
Club’s “STANDARD PROCEDURE FOR NON-SLIP RETRIEVER TRIALS” for
all who are in any way concerned with the conduct of a field trial. Con-
sequently, nothing contained herein shall be considered as altering any-
thing in that “STANDARD’, but only as advisory in the interpretation of it.

The objectives of this supplement are twofold: First, greater uniformi-
ty in the conduct of retriever trials; and second, greater uniformity in the
judging of performances by retrievers at those field trials.

Now, this introduction goes on to explain its intent in detail,
and | highly recommend you read it and ideally, read our en-
tire rule book before you judge each time. But let’s get back to
the topic | started with and that is to talk about classification of
faults. The supplement does a good job of defining these faults
into three categories; Serious Faults, Moderate Faults and Minor
Faults. The following definitions and list of faults is directly out of



our supplement. These lists serve as a great tool when evaluating
a dog’s performance and should give you a better perspective on
interpreting our rules. In addition, | highly recommend you keep
a copy of these faults for handy referral when judging. Too many
times, I've had a co-judge tell me that a particular minor fault is a
serious fault or vice versa. It's nice to politely point out to him or
her that our rule book sees it differently. Anyway, here they are ...

CLASSIFICATION OF FAULTS

Classification of the many faults which may be exhibited by retriev-
ers during the course of a trial shall be primarily in terms of gener-
alizations. In the lists which follow, various infractions are cataloged
as |. SERIOUS FAULTS, Il. MODERATE FAULTS, and Ill. MINOR FAULTS.
Each fault should be considered as a single occurrence, and only to
an average degree. However, such infraction may be so minor in
degree that it scarcely merits the indicated penalty. Conversely, the
degree of a given instance of infraction may be of sufficient grav-
ity to merit a much more severe penalty that is suggested—even to
the point of elimination from the stake. Also, in each of these three
general categories, all of the faults listed should not be given equal
weight, since they are not of equal gravity orimportance.

Repetition of a fault, particularly time after time, indicates a“weak-
ness” or a bad habit, and justifies much more penalty than in an iso-
lated occurrence of this fault. The same holds true when there is a
combination of different faults.

The listing of individual faults within each category has not been
made in the order of their seriousness, but in the order of the fore-
going comments about Judging. To these have been added various
excerpts from the “STANDARD."

The faults included in this classification are limited to those which
are observed most often at retriever trials. Others may occur and this
classification may serve as a helpful guide on such occasions in de-
termining the relative importance of such unusual offenses.

Finally, the primary consideration of Judges in respect to the im-
portance of faults listed here, as well as others which may occur, is
to determine the extent to which any and all such infractions would
detract from the full enjoyment of “an ordinary day’s shoot.” A Judge
may be thoroughly justified in moderating a penalty or even in fail-
ing to impose one, if, in his opinion, there have been extenuating
circumstances to justify such action.

Serious Faults

Serious faults listed cover all those instances where the Standard
describes conduct of the dog which in and of itself justifies elimina-
tion from the stake. There are, in the Standard, three descriptions of
handler misconduct justifying elimination from the stake, i.e., block-
ing a dog’s view of a mark, throwing objects to encourage water en-
try, and carrying exposed training equipment and other excessive
restraint of the dog. While these are certainly to be enforced, they
are not listed here under serious faults demonstrated by retrievers.
The failure to list handler misconduct under serious faults in no way
means that such misconduct is less serious or does not justify elimi-
nation from the stake.

1. Repeated evidence of “poor nose.”

2. Failure to enter either rough cover, water, ice, mud, or any other
situation involving unpleasant or difficult “going” for the dog,

after having been ordered to do so several times.

3. Returning to the handler without the bird where not called in,
except on a marked retrieve where the dog was confused as to
whether it was sent.

4. Stopping the hunt or ignoring a bird when found and leaving it.

5.“Switching birds,"i.e., giving up after a hunt in the area of the fall
for one bird and going to and hunting “the area” of another “fall,”
or dropping the bird being retrieved, and picking up another.

6."Out-of-control" i.e., paying no attention to many whistles and
directions by the handler.

7. Extreme “freezing," i.e,, refusal to release a bird on delivery for
an unreasonable period of time or until compelled to do so by
severe methods.

8. Retrieving a decoy, i.e., returning to land with it—mandatory
elimination under the “STANDARD.”

9. Breaking mandatory elimination under the “STANDARD."

10.”Hard-mouth,” or badly damaging a bird, which, in the opinion
of the Judges, was caused solely by the dog without justifica-
tion—mandatory elimination under the “STANDARD""

11. Loud and prolonged whining or barking.

12. Unauthorized watching of the location of a fall for another dog
or the planting or retrieve of a blind—mandatory elimination
of the dog under the “STANDARD" and possible elimination of
the handler from the stake or trial.

13. Failure to find a dead bird which the dog should have found.

14. Breaking for a fall for a dog under judgment by a dog still in the
stake but not on line under judgment where, in the opinion of
the Judges, the breaking dog or its handler interferes with the
normal conduct of the stake.

15. Returning to the area of an old marked fall and hunting.
16. Failure to go when sent on a blind retrieve.

17.Handling on a mark in the Derby Stake.

Moderate Faults

Infractions in this category may actually be so slight as to warrant
their consideration as only a “minor” fault, or they may be so severe
as to warrant their consideration as a “serious fault”; also, repetitions
of a “moderate” fault or combination of several of these faults may
readily convert the total infractions into a “serious” fault.

1. Failure to mark the “area of the ‘fall, " requiring that the dog be
handled to the bird; worse on the first bird retrieved than on
subsequent birds.

2. Disturbing too much cover either by not going to the area or
by leaving it.

3. Reluctance to enter rough cover, water, ice, mud or other situa-
tions involving unpleasant “going” for the dog.

4. Hunting in a slow and disinterested manner.

5. Poor style, including a disinterested attitude, a slow or reluctant
departure, quest for game, or return with it.

6."Popping,” i.e,, stopping and looking back for directions on a
“marked” bird before an extensive search.
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CLASSIFICATION OF FAULTS

7. Not stopping for directions, after two or three whistles which
the dog should have heard.

8. Failure to take lines and directions or to hold lines and directions
more than a short distance.

9. Moderate whining of short duration.

10. Going out of the way by land to a “fall," to an excessive degree
to avoid going into the water on a water retrieve.

11.1n any stake other than an All-Age stake, a slight break after
which the dog is brought immediately under control.

Minor Faults

Either severe, or repeated, or combinations of these “minor”infrac-
tions may summate into a “moderate,” or even a “serious” fault. Also,
they may be so slight as not to warrant any penalty at all.

1. Going out of its way by land, to an excessive degree, on the re-
turn from a water retrieve.

2. Lack of attention.

3.Poor line-manners; “heeling” poorly; not immediately taking
and staying in the position designated; dropping a bird at de-
livery; jumping after a bird; not remaining quietly on-line after
delivery.

4. Slow pick-up of a dead bird (except when fluttering or badly
shot-up); dropping bird; handling game in a sloppy manner.

5. Unsteadiness on-line, including creeping.

6. Not stopping at the first whistle that should have been heard,
but stopping at the second or third.

7.Popping on a blind retrieve where there are no extenuating
circumstances such as distance, wind, shallow (running) water
or other conditions which make it difficult to hear the handler’s
whistle.

8. Occasional failure to hold the line or take the handler’s direc-
tions for more than a few yards.

9. Slight “freezing,” or reluctance to give up a bird.
10. Slight short whining or one bark, on being sent to retrieve.

11. Roughness with game. m
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Large Version of the AKC Rule Book is
Now Available at the RN website!

We currently have an 8.5 x 11 version of the Field Trial
Rules and Standard Procedure for Retrievers booklet
available to download for FREE on our website, or for
purchase if you want to get a book mailed to you.

www.theretrievernews.com

NOTE: You can also download a free "Classification of
Faults" sheet to print out with the full listing of faults on our
website. Find this and many more useful tools located un-
der the Resources tab of our website.

About the Author - Jim Rickoff

Jim has been active in retriever field trials for over 45 years and
currently leads a local club that has hosted licensed trials for 77
consecutive years. He has judged well over 50 All-Age stakes,
served on the NARC and Retriever News Board of Directors, chaired
the National Amateur along with chairing many other committees
at the National Amateur events. Jim currently volunteers as
President/CEQ and Editor in Chief of Retriever News.

Stay tuned for additional articles on subjects like:
« The Field Trial Committee’s Responsibilities
« Running Order Integrity
« The “Should vs Shall” Debate



CLASSIFICATION OF FAULTS

Classification of the many faults which may be exhibited by retriev-
ers during the course of a trial shall be primarily in terms of gener-
alizations. In the lists which follow, various infractions are cataloged
as |. SERIOUS FAULTS, Il. MODERATE FAULTS, and Ill. MINOR FAULTS.
Each fault should be considered as a single occurrence, and only to an
average degree. However, such infraction may be so minor in degree
that it scarcely merits the indicated penalty. Conversely, the degree
of a given instance of infraction may be of sufficient gravity to merit
a much more severe penalty that is suggested—even to the point of
elimination from the stake. Also, in each of these three general cat-
egories, all of the faults listed should not be given equal weight, since
they are not of equal gravity or importance.

Repetition of a fault, particularly time after time, indicates a “weak-
ness” or a bad habit, and justifies much more penalty than in an iso-
lated occurrence of this fault. The same holds true when there is a
combination of different faults.

The listing of individual faults within each category has not been
made in the order of their seriousness, but in the order of the fore-
going comments about Judging. To these have been added various
excerpts from the “STANDARD."

The faults included in this classification are limited to those which
are observed most often at retriever trials. Others may occur and this
classification may serve as a helpful guide on such occasions in deter-
mining the relative importance of such unusual offenses.

Finally, the primary consideration of Judges in respect to the im-
portance of faults listed here, as well as others which may occur, is
to determine the extent to which any and all such infractions would
detract from the full enjoyment of “an ordinary day’s shoot.” A Judge
may be thoroughly justified in moderating a penalty or even in failing
to impose one, if, in his opinion, there have been extenuating circum-
stances to justify such action.

Serious Faults

1. Repeated evidence of “poor nose.”

2. Failure to enter either rough cover, water, ice, mud,
or any other situation involving unpleasant or diffi-
cult “going” for the dog, after having been ordered
to do so several times.

3. Returning to the handler without the bird where
not called in, except on a marked retrieve where
the dog was confused as to whether it was sent.

4. Stopping the hunt or ignoring a bird when found
and leaving it.

5.“Switching birds," i.e,, giving up after a hunt in the
area of the fall for one bird and going to and hunt-
ing “the area” of another “fall,” or dropping the bird
being retrieved, and picking up another.

6."Out-of-control,” i.e., paying no attention to many
whistles and directions by the handler.

7. Extreme “freezing," i.e., refusal to release a bird on
delivery for an unreasonable period of time or until
compelled to do so by severe methods.

8. Retrieving a decoy, i.e., returning to land with it—
mandatory elimination under the “STANDARD.”

9. Breaking—mandatory elimination
“STANDARD!

under the

Serious faults listed cover all those instances where the Standard describes conduct of the dog which in and of itself
justifies elimination from the stake. There are in the Standard three descriptions of handler misconduct justifying
elimination from the stake i.e., blocking a dog’s view of a mark, throwing objects to encourage water entry and car-
rying exposed training equipment and other excessive restraint of the dog. While these are certainly to be enforced,
they are not listed here under serious faults demonstrated by retrievers. The failure to list handler misconduct under
serious faults in no way means that such misconduct is less serious or does not justify elimination from the stake.

10.“Hard-mouth,” or badly damaging a bird, which,
in the opinion of the Judges, was caused solely by
the dog without justification—mandatory elimi-
nation under the “STANDARD.”

11. Loud and prolonged whining or barking.

12. Unauthorized watching of the location of a fall
for another dog or the planting or retrieve of a
blind—mandatory elimination of the dog under
the “STANDARD” and possible elimination of the
handler from the stake or trial.

13. Failure to find a dead bird which the dog should
have found.

14. Breaking for a fall for a dog under judgment by a
dog still in the stake but not on line under judg-
ment where, in the opinion of the Judges, the
breaking dog or its handler interferes with the
normal conduct of the stake.

15. Returning to the area of an old marked fall and
hunting.

16. Failure to go when sent on a blind retrieve.

17.Handling on a mark in the Derby Stake.
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Moderate Faults

Infractions in this category may actually be so slight as to warrant their consideration as only a “minor” fault, or
they may be so severe as to warrant their consideration as a “serious fault”; also, repetitions of a “moderate” fault or

combination of several of these faults may readily convert the total infractions into a “serious” fault.

1. Failure to mark the “area of the ‘fall, ” requiring
that the dog be handled to the bird; worse on the
first bird retrieved than on subsequent birds.

2. Disturbing too much cover either by not going to
the area or by leaving it.

3. Reluctance to enter rough cover, water, ice, mud

or other situations involving unpleasant “going”

for the dog.
4. Hunting in a slow and disinterested manner.

5. Poor style, including a disinterested attitude, a
slow or reluctant departure, quest for game, or
return with it.

6.“Popping,” i.e., stopping and looking back for di-
rections on a “marked” bird before an extensive
search.

7.Not stopping for directions, after two or three
whistles which the dog should have heard.

8. Failure to take lines and directions or to hold
lines and directions more than a short distance.

9. Moderate whining of short duration.

10. Going out of the way by land to a“fall," to an ex-
cessive degree to avoid going into the water on
a water retrieve.

11.In any stake other than an All-Age stake, a slight
break after which the dog is brought immedi-
ately under control.

Minor Faults

Either severe, or repeated, or combinations of these “minor” infractions may summate into a “moderate,” or even a
“serious” fault. Also, they may be so slight as not to warrant any penalty at all.

1. Going out of its way by land, to an excessive de-
gree, on the return from a water retrieve.

2. Lack of attention.

3. Poor line-manners; “ heeling ” poorly; not imme-
diately taking and staying in the position desig-
nated; dropping a bird at delivery; jumping after a
bird; not remaining quietly on-line after delivery.

4. Slow pick-up of a dead bird (except when flut-
tering or badly shot-up); dropping bird; handling
game in a sloppy manner.

5. Unsteadiness on-line, including creeping.

6. Not stopping at the first whistle that should have
been heard, but stopping at the second or third.

7.Popping on a blind retrieve where there are no
extenuating circumstances such as distance,
wind, shallow (running) water or other condi-
tions which make it difficult to hear the handler’s
whistle.

8. Occasional failure to hold the line or take the
handler’s directions for more than a few yards.

9. Slight “freezing,” or reluctance to give up a bird.

10. Slight short whining or one bark, on being sent
to retrieve.

11. Roughness with game.
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“Champ” AT STUD
NFC OUTBACK'S RISING STAR

* Winner of the 2025 National Open * 2023 National Open Finalist
* 18 Open Wins - 130.5 All-Age Points ~ * 2023 Purina Top Open Dog
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Contact: Steve Yozamp (320) 267- 7982
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