
Consultation Part 2 – Q&A 

 

Answers to general questions and clarification. 

Timing of this consultation: Whilst the timing of this may seem inconvenient due to the restrictions 
etc around covid, the planning and discussion around this has been in the pipeline by this AC since 
early last year.  This current AC’s term ends in November, and while there isn’t necessarily a rush to 
get this done and make changes, we would like to complete the process one way or another (whether 
that be leave everything alone, or make changes), before our term is over.  If changes are to be made, 
then they will be in the July update of the regulations, so there is some time limit around when we 
have to get this done by if we are going to go through with changes.  Remember, this is only the first 
part of the process involving the agility community, no final decisions will be made at the closing of 
this survey, this is to try and get a proper feel of what changes might work and what won’t and what 
the general feeling towards it is from our community.  The timeline that we have put in place for this, 
will allow us to look at and discuss the results of the surveys at our upcoming meeting and make 
refinement where needed.   

Splits: There have been several comments made around the splitting of the 300’s if we introduce 
variable splits.. This is something that we will be looking at for our final proposal. 

 
  
Q: I am surprised at the difference between the number of agility and jumpers challenges that would 
be awarded under the proposed changes.  What is the basis for this significant difference? 
  
A: The imbalance of classes – eg: in the same time that you can run a triple jumpers event on a day, 
you can only run 1 ½ agility sets.  These numbers are based on the current split system, the numbers 
will change if a variable split system is implemented. 
 
 
 
Q: POINTS:    
At present, points are awarded as outlined in 5.5.1 - however, I can find no confirmation in the 
Regulations that these points are only awarded to dogs in respect of placings with clear rounds.   
 
Would you confirm that in the proposed change for points to be awarded the competitor/dog must 
have clear rounds?  And if this is the case, confirm that this information will be included in the revised 
Regulations. 
 
This is clearly stated in respect of Challenge Certificates in 11.1.5 
 
A: The intention is that points are only allocated on clear rounds and thank you for pointing that out, 
we will get that amended in the regs. 
 
 
  



Q: My only query would be about the number of points dogs need to up grade.  
I feel like 3 points isn't enough when upgrading to Intermediate/Senior. 
In my opinion 5 or 6 points would mean a dog is more consistently gaining high placings rather than 
getting 1 win and a 2nd place in a bigger class. 
 
A: Our current system already uses the points system and has done for years, this isn’t something new 
that is being introduced, however with the class sizes that we have now with the splits, it’s rare for 
points to be seen.  Under this proposal you would still need to have a WIN as well as the 3 points to 
move up.   The only part that is proposed to change with the points, is the number of dogs required in 
a class for each allocation. 
 

Q: How does the variable splits work if Small = 18 500 = 26 and 600 = 11 dogs? This means that there 
is a full split as two heights are over the 15 required.    
 
A: No.. In a variable split system, this would result in a 2 way split.  There would be 500s in one split, 
and smalls and 600s in the other.  In order for a 3 way split to occur you would need 15 dogs in the 
600s.   
 
 
Q: Is it assumed that points are awarded based on a clear round so a dog with the following: 2nd /50 
with 10 faults should not obtain points? 
 
A: Correct, as stated above, this clarification was missing and will be added. 

 
 
Q: Should there not be a proposal forecasting a huge increase in small dogs that could cause smalls to 
become the majority and would they be considered split? E.g. an increase in specific breeds and 
crosses becoming common    
 
A: We simply can’t forecast what might/will happen in the future it would purely be based on 
speculation, what we are trying to do is address the imbalance that is occurring now.  Future AC’s may 
need to make tweaks if the ratio of dogs in different splits changes drastically.  

 
Q: Point/Challenges - could the numbers change to 1-15, 16-30, 31-45 etc this way points line with 
challenges for the higher classes? This way if the scenario of two big groups of heights causes the 
third to have less than 15 they are not disadvantaged and miss out.    
 
A: You would never get a situation where there is less than 15 dogs in a split.  There would still need 
to be minimum of 15 dogs in the different permutations to allow splits of any kind, so you would 
never get a split of less than 15. 

 
 


