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The Editor,

I would like to give you my congram-
lations and respect for your efforts and
courage m ratsing the discussion cutlined
in the amicle “Keeping the peace with FCT;
Embarge lifted on Schutzhund™ February
2010, I am grateful thar 2 well regarded
institution such as yours has anmempeed to
give a balanced accoumt of this counmies
handling of zn internationally endorsed
sport which has unforfunztely become the
cenire of a political football match rather
than the cenme of mformed discussion.

I especially support your Ccomments
regarding the FCT sancioned sport of [POY
Schutzinnd and its fanction as a bread sur-
vey tool in assessing both the mewtal and
physical utility of several breeds. It is at
this point I wish to alse highlizht the very
real issues surounding stucoe, finchon
and health facing the pedizres comnmmity
around the world, also discussed in the
“Brace Yourself” amcle (same issua) re-
garding the well known BBC documentary.
Whilst the documentary shows an exmeme
point of view it does highlight the absolute
necessity to judge and assess the “otal”
animal (ie. mental and physical health
and temperament, sTucnre and finction
etc) and oot just focus on the concepts of
“peaury” alone. IPO / Schutzbimd therefiore
plays a very important part [ our canine
comumity as it aims to provide us with 2
medivm to help assess the “total dog” and
its wilicy.

It is at this point that I wish o discuss
vy personal experiences. T am a search and
rescue dog handler that has been invelved
with the rainmg, development and tesing
of both wilderness and disaster search dogs
for sore 15 years at both State and Natdonal
levels. Through my experiences and main-
ing overseas in Ewrope, I have first hand
seen the benefits POV Schutzhnnd has as 2
survey tool for the selection of search dogs
and also s a wainme zid in the developument
of cartzin breeds of search dogs. Indead my
current search dog was selected becanse
his pedizree contzined annmals with IPOY
Schutzhnnd I credentials. This gave me
an mdicamnon that nry dog would likely have
the genetic potentizl or foundaton to cope
with the rigors of search work. Furthennore,
I have also wndertaken to train my deg in
IPC / Schatzhund as the skills learned,
combined with its promotion of balanced
temperament, mental and physical perfor-
mance and endurance has meant that it has
brounght great benefits to my dog's raming
and developroent as a search dog (not to
menton that it has proved to be a wonder-
fully challenzing and rewarding sport for
both ooy four footed parmer and myself).

Without allowing such a valusble sport
o existn If's own right, or to be publically
recogmzed for its positive contrtbutions to
the comomuwury a5 an aid to the selection
and mainmg of tomorrows service dogs, this
connmy will mndoubredly be all the poorer

Alex Withers
South Anstralia

The Editor
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Ee: Keeping the Peace with FCI.

What 15 most remarkable abount the
DA snnouncement regarding the FCT and
ANKC posttion towards Schuzbhund sport
is thar it should be necessary at all.

Schutzhund trained dogs learn to be
obedient and conmolled in the face of highly
distracting and even combative sifuations
and thus are far less likely to partake in an-
tizocial behaviours. The moment this main-
ing commences the risks o public safery
decresses. The sport is 2lso a breading ool
to select those animals with the desired maits

for wse m breeding programumes, thersby
improving the temperament and working
ahility of famre geperatons.

Theare are many misconceptions towtad
about the sport in Ausmalis. However the
Ansmalian Mational Kennel Club did a five
vear review of the sport and reselved they
could not see any problems with the actvity
Tt wonld not administer the sport. Ner do
we wish them to, or to make it mandstory
for working breeds to obmin a Schutzbnand
ttle. We only wish to be sequre m the knowl-
edge that Australians are not discriminated
aFaAlst nor putin a pestion of disadvantage
compared to other first-world nations.

The ANEC should have gomen out of the
way of the Schutzhund sport decades ago.
But despite being an internationally recog-
nized dog sport, for many years the sport
has suffered from discriminzton by the
ANWEC and ongoing vilification by an and-
Schurtzlnmd Board of The Gemman Shepherd
Doz Council of Anstralia (GSDCA).

Mzwy readers might not even be awara
that there are two IMatonal Schutzlond or-
Zanizations servicing the sport in Australia;
the Australian United Schutzhnnd Club aed
iy own organizanon, Schutzbund Auvsiralia
Inc., being the largest and most prolific
at Scharzhund titling Auwstralian-bred and
mzinad dogs, 25 wall as sending three Aus-
tralian teams to intermational Champicnship
evants the Last years - these achievements by
Anssies overseas have been no thavks o the
ANEC and in spite of the GSD{C A seeking
to stop sn Ausmalisn entry at the WUV
(World) Championship.

Confrary o conunonly dispensed pro-
pazanda, it has not been the Govermment
or any anti-dog legislation that has sought
to suppress the sport o this covmiry, but the
acnions of rival canine crganizations, the
most aggressive being the GSDCA whoss
lezdership seems 1o perceive the sport as a
threar to their Constmency.

The ANEC finds itself between a rock
and a hard place: on one hand frying o
azzure FICT that they are not blocking FCI
Schnrzhond judges from officizing and on
the other hand appezsing the powerful G5-
DiC A anti-Schuizbumd lobbry at home.

The GSDMCA is 2 breed organization
whose Constimtion swates their supposed
reason for being is the “beterment of the
Gammian Shepherd Doz ™ Yet nowhere m
the Objectives of these so-called protectors
of the “King of Working Dogs™ do they
mention preserving the breed’s working
ability!

The German Shepherd Dog lives on
and profits off its world wide reputation as
a working breed. This reputation was built
on Schutzlnngd; the test developed by the
founder of the German Shepherd Dog breed,
Captain Max von Stephanitz, as 3 measura
of camme working abilityl. However, de-
spite Schutzhund’s noble and purposeful
arigins, at every iom the GSDXCA leadership
has songhr to discredit the sport and to deny
its very existence m this counry. Why?

To understand, we first need to as-
tablish some history. In 2010 the current
GEDCA President, Bruce Enight proudly
proclaimed in his re-election statement thar
one of the major achievements of his term
was dealing with and resolving the issue of
Scharzhnnd, quorte: “Early i myy temm, this
became a3 major threat to our hobby and I
am pleased ro say the problam has now bean
confronted and finally desalt with.”

NB: Brace mizht pause bare to reflect on.
the words of The Master in the movie Big
Stan, “mever celebrate too soon.”

Even more enlightening of their agenda
has been comments by the former GSDCA
President, Vince Tantaro, who in 2004
wrote, “It mmst also be noted that Govern-
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ments and polincizos are only too eager
to enact restrictive dog ownership legizla-
tion...any deg actvity that is not seen as in
the mtarests of the general public ar large
cannot be supported. The reality, both po-
litically and socially is that the introdnction
and or condoning of Schmtzhnnd ozining
and or compefitions cannot be supportad
by the GSDMCAT

Mr Tantaro goes on to make other quite
EToness statements, claiming that, “Guard
dogs are closely related to Schmtzhund
trained animals.” He then shakes the hiz
stck directly at the beads of any rebellions
alements amongst his own membership,
“Mo Member body of the ANKC shall
recoguize of approve Schutzbimd training
activity or conduct Schutzinnd Trial com-
petition and any member taking part risks
disqualification!™

And lastdy, like a wise Uncle be assures
us that, “The Anstralian psyche is that
dogs are fanuly companions! They should
not chase and or bite humans or other ani-
mals!™

Indeed’ And who would deny the blead-
ing obwious?

For anyone with some knowladge of
thesa topics, it is clear from Mr. Tantaro’s
staternents be is either beimg delitberately
daceptive or ke simply does not know very
mach shout the sport.

How can the GSDCA manage 1o reverse
the meaning of evervtlung thar Schutzhand
is WOTT

Schutzbund is WOT illegal fo practice in
Ausralia. Sclarzimnd is WOT guard dog
traming. Schutzinnd dogs do NOT chase
and bite humans or other animals, and
while abgur it, Mr. Tantaro®s insirmation that
Schutznmd dogs are WOT family compan-
ions can also be just as swiftly debnnked.

WHAT THEN I5 SCHUTZHUND?

1. Schutzlnmd (3chH), also called VPG
or [P, is a sport fully endorsed by infer-
national and national canine [ Kennel Clak
organizations (2-6)

2. 5chHWVPGTRO is intended to olbjec-
tively evaluzte the temiperament and breed
worthiness of dogs thar have been bred for
workng pursuits (2-6; esp. p3 r2f 1)

3. Ansmalian SchEHVPGTROD organt-
safions operate in accordance with inter-
nationsl standards pertzining to miles and
ruidelines. Participants abide by codes of
conduct and upbold standards of responsible
dogz ownership and sporsmanliks behaviour
at all dmes 7

4. SchHVPGTPO develops and evalu-
ates desired maits in working dogs, resnlting
in stable, well adusted and nseful members
of society. This is achieved throngh careful
selection of prospective candidates, sociali-
safion and wainimg 3

5. SchH/WVPRGTPO is a sport and not to
be confinsed with “protection waimmg"; it
dipes not ovelve ‘attack waimng’; nor does
it resnlt in dogs more likely to engage in
bites/amacks on people or animals 9

NB: Working pursuits are defined as
Search and Fescue, Police Service, Customs
and Comectonal Services, service dogs in
the Defence Forces, Security, Detection
(bombs, drugs, wespons ).

Omly pure bred dogs from recogmsed
FCTI working breeds are able to participate in
SchHWVPGTPO. These breeds are the Aire-
dale Tarrier, Bouvier des Flandres, Boxer,
Belgian Shepherd Diog, German Shepherd
Dipg, Dobermann, Giant Schoanzer and
Fotweiler.

The GSDCA are aware of these facts.
Yot they persist with their scare mongering
and their lobbying against the sport. When
Mr. Tantaro noted that, “Govemments
and politicizns are only too eagsr to enact

restrictive dog ownership legislaton™ he
failed to menton it was GEDCA and s
mm-Ansmalian lobbying of these self-same
Govermments and polincians that were the
ones seeking to enact resmicive dog legisla-
ton - against the sport.

In 1998, in the case of Bums V5 the
City Coumcil of Casey, the Adminismative
Appeals Tribunsal of Victoria dismissed
the Ciry’s attempt to declare a Schorzhund
wained dog a5 “dangerous " Instead, the
Victorian Court found that Schutzinand was,
“far removed from waining wndergons by
security or guard dogs” and that, “Sclhmtz-
bumnd mraining has pot repderad the dog more
likely to attack or bite a person, but rather,
if awything less likely.”

Afver the court had looked at all the
evidence and dismissed the charges, the
GSDCA still maintzined their nizid opposi-
ton to the sport. The then President, Vince
Tantarg, claimed the failed atfempt was ouly
a moinor sethack, tareak the wording in the
legisladon a linle and Schutzlnnd m Victo-
mia would be put back on the back foot.

Confidentizl sources that tell that
. Tantaro still sits on the Manazement
Commuttes m Victoriz and lisises with the
Victorian DPL for Management, certzinly
explains a lot And the creative efforms to
instigame apti-Schutzhund legislation in
that state 1s no doubt sbly assisted by vet
another GSDCA Execunve employed within
tha DFT ttsalf

The current GS5DCA Prasident has
voiced ammsement at Schutzbund Ans-
tralia’s petitioning of the Victerian DPI
while the GEDCA had their agents inside
the Dieparmment. The draconian wording
of the cument legislation does not specify
Schutzinmd, bat can be mtsrpreted to tarzet
the sport as well as anyone who plays with
their dog holding an object in their hand
{r.e.: ball on string )

When Victorian law criminalizes main-
siream dog owners for engzging m hammless
activites with their dogs, we can thank the
GSDCA, whose mouthpiecs, Vince Tantaro,
reminds us thar, “The State of Victoriz, as
far a3 enactng conmoels on the keepmg of
companion animals, is the torch bearer with
mzwy other states modelling their legislation
on theirs.”

This comunent should send shivers down
the spine of any dog owner in Australia.

The height of GSDCA hypocrisy has
been their 2009 clandestons meeting with
Dr. Tate and the Victorian DPI, whereby,
mder the suspices of improving their gene
pool, they asked the DPI to exempt thedr
own Schtzinmd-tiled inport dogs from the
effacts of DPI legizlztion! While stll wging
Anstralians titling Schutzhund dogs should
face legisladon, and showinz a complete
disregard for other working breeds in the
process. The fact an exemption was achi-
ally granted to this salfish minonty, whose
ouly concem is fo protect their own prrvare
commercial investments, underlines the
discrimination going on

What we have iz a small, bizsed group,
tnrepresentative of the sport, presumning to
have the competency to present the sport (in
a pegative hight, namrally) to the Victorian
DPFL The plormmg and poliicking is a1l sup-
posad to be for “the zood of themr breed™ (if
selling out can be considered good for any
breed) but in acmality it is 2 far more non-
dane and self serving agenda than that.

Mamely, the GSDCA is 3 member of
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the World Union of German Shepherd
Dog Clubs (WUSV). The WISV Charter,
which the GSDMCA signed on for, requires
its member chabs to support the sport and 1o
encourage their members to partcipate it
In most WISV member countries, inclnd-
ing Gemmarny, it 1s mandatory for 3 German
Shepherd Dog to amain 2 Schurzbnnd aitle
before it is desmed breed worthy or eligible
for an Excellent Grading. If Schmtzhund is
available in Australia then logically there
is oo reason why the GSDA could not
meet its oblizations mnder the Charter. If
thiz acoumed, then the Piper would need
to be paid, because one result of a System
that promores dog showing as a promnary
pastime is the degeneration of mherent
working abilities.

In order to be exempt from the tarms of
WUSW Charter, the GSDC A set out instead
to deceive. Origmally they told the WISV
that Schutzlond did not exist in Ausralia.
Better infernationzl comnmnications soom
put paid to that e They then clanmed that
Schutzbumd was illezal m Anstalia; desper-
ately illogical m the face of the existence of
mumnergns operatng chibs.

They really needed to convert their origi-
nal lies mio realities. So they propagandized
their meambership, lobbisd Government and
the AWKC, blocked invitations to interna-
tional Schurzhnind judges, worked zgainst
Ansmalians enfering mternanonal events,
vilified the sport as a menace and pamonized
the people practicmg it s imasponsible.

To become bemer informed the GSD
Club of Germany (5V), which heads the
TWITEW, senr & representative to Australia,
despite protests from the GSDXCA, in order
to evaluate Schmrzhund Anstralia Inc.’s
administration, trials and infrastmacture.
The result was a posifive WIitten repart

that approved Schurzhbund Ausmalia Inc's
stmuchires as up to infernational standards.
Unbeknown to the wider GSDCA mem-
bership at the tme_ the GSDCA Prasident
was winging his way o Germawy at their
expense to reiterate the lies supportnz an
Exampton.

In 2007 the GSDCA leadership finally
put up two well scripted motions to a vote;
to allow Sclhutzhind a specified number of
(2) 5V jundges each vear and for Ausralian
teams to be able to compete overseas. Thera
were 3 munber of cavears attached ro both
the monons, smongst them their rizht o
rafiise grawtng approval without showing
CASE.

Tha process hardly marered, becaunse
GSDCA leadership had no intention of
delivering awyway. The bone they d thrown
o the WUSW took the heat off and tha
wording was fized so they conld cop our
anyway, without even having to justify
their actions.

It came a5 3 swrprise when the mem-
bership voted in favour of the sport. The
lezdership lobbied the ANEC to intervens
to overmm their member’s vote - 50 wuch
for democracy and respecting the will of
the people. The ANEC obliged, writing
to threaten affiliates with disaffiliation for
mvelvement n the sport - an expadient
prece of bhuff and bullying which amy lannyer
wonld dismiss a3 un-enforceabls.

{B: Most mteresting since has been the
amempt to erase all evidence that vore ever
ook place. At the 2009 AGM 2 motion to
have all records of the vote removed from
the chib's official Mmtes was defested }

Gross duplicity has econrred at the
highest levels, in both the GSDCA and the
ANEC, Despite 2 show of accommodating
the spoat, the GSDCA pever negotiated with
genuine good will. It's been a charade for
the bensfit of their members and placating

the WUSV. The most recent piece of re-
elaction preswing from the current President,
Bruce Emght, aptly demonstrates this fact.
In 2007 Mr. Knight cast his vote in favour
of the sport. In 2010 he is congramlating
himszalf for dealing with this “threat™ to their
hobby. Clearly hus earlier vote was a bit of
erandstanding for bensficof the SV WUSYV
watching on.

If the GSDCA are so firmly set against
the sport on principle, then they shounld
resign froon the WUSV, an organization
which requires Sclhntzinnd to be & canmal
platform for breeding G50 Bur the leaders
of the GSDCA want their cake and eat it too.
They want o swan around the infernational
stage, to b shoulders with the famous and
network with the powerful, be able to accept
intermanonal wvitations and fo ioviee Ger-
man conformaticn judzes o service their
hobby with their dogs. They want all the
thrills and frills bur don’t want to comply
with their responsibilities nnder the Charer.
Thus, if maintzining their oam comfy stams
que means Tashing our hobby and vandal-
izing our investment in our dogs, they da it
because they can.

In the name of “for the good of the
breed” they ve tom down the Palace to get
matarial for building hovels, assembled in
line with their own withered vision of the
breed’s potenmial.

Former 5V President, Hermann Mar-
tin, wrote that if is a very large breed with
enough room for 2 lot of interests. The
demonizing propaganda has segregated and
imipeded the education and development of

meambers bave ignored the lies and joined
Scharzinng clubs to develop and leam abowt
the frue nanoe and parpose of the sport.

The GEDICA leadars do not understand
there 15 something mberently degensrate
in breeding swimasls that cannot fulfill the
fiumctions the breed is supposed to exist for.
Iftheir mkenistic “breed surveys” produced
anything of value, then why is there no
demand for their show dogs from the Ans-
walian Armed Forces, the Police and other
sarvices nsing dogs for working pursuits?
The eleplant in the room is that the services
don't want them. They preference dogs
conung from Schazhund backgrounds.

This is the case all over the world. The
American Kenpeal Club (AFIC) had the same
amimde towards Scharzhund as oar AWEC.
Afer 311 the AFC approached themr De-
fenza Deparment to 2sk them whar they
conld de for their coumiry. The AFC repre-
sanfatves Were given a tour of the Service
Diog Fhights at the Lackland Am Base, in
Texas. The AKC reps asked why there was
o Amercan dogs being bred with or nsed
on the base, as they were all Euro-bred dogs
from Schutzinnd backegrounds. They were
told that dogs from the AKC show lines
conld not do the work. Consequently, the
AFC dropped all oppositon to Schntzinnd.
They endorsed a USA Schurzhund-identical
program as part of their oumiouhon aond run
by the FCI affiliated Working Doz Associa-
ton (WDA)

Sclmitzinmd will keep on keeping on in
Anstralia. The process is an evolufion, not
a revolution. And the misguided spoilers
will find they can fool some of the people
some of the ome but not all of the people
all of the time.

Alrson Epllenberg

Editor’s note:

Eeferences to sources were provided
with this Letter.
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