
News from the JGHV Director of Testing (Dec 2021) 

Retrieving game at the Fall Breed Test (HZP) and Association Utility Test  

(VGP) or Association Test after the Shot (VPS) 

 

At the JGHV tests, the state utility tests and the tests of the Special Breed Clubs, 

many dogs fail in retrieving game. No other subject in all the tests raises as many 

questions as the test subjects that end with the retrieve of game or are only passed if 

the game is retrieved according to the requirements of the respective Test 

Regulations. 

Many questions, protests, but also strange test results and many letters of complaint, 

which land on my desk or on Ms. Dornig's desk, have prompted me to briefly 

comment on this issue. One of the most important requirements is that from the side 

of the organizer / Test Director or the Association Judges no mistakes are made in 

the execution of the test subjects, but unfortunately, this is not the case, instead 

recurring errors in the execution or in the scoring lead to protests or complaints. 

Retrieving game at the test and / or while hunting should always represent 

cooperation between the dog and the handler. It demonstrates a friendly relationship 

with a hunting companion, the dog, where one can rely on the other. Also, all 

communication between hunting companions (handler and dog) should take place in 

a manner as close to actual hunting as possible, calmly and with small gestures 

(hand signals). Certainly, every handler is allowed to make themselves known when 

retrieving game, but as when hunting and not like sometimes seen at tests, when 

handlers jump around like jumping jacks (the famous windmill) in the field/water.  

If we were hunting or if the handlers had a weapon in their hands or hanging over the 

shoulders, the safe handling of weapons would often not be assured or the duck hunt 

would be ended by behavior of the handlers alien to hunting. The one who wishes to 

be judged in a manner similar to hunting should behave accordingly. The one who 

wishes to judge as in hunting, he/she should not forget, however, that while hunting 

and handling their dog, they should also talk to the dog and give quiet, calm 

commands to remind the dog of its duties. But a reminder only helps if the dog knows 

what its job is. The dog’s responsibility is to correctly retrieve game it has found. 

Correct retrieving means, however, that the dog was trained properly and in a 

consistent manner in the retrieve. The way to reliable retrieving may be partially 

different today than it was in the past, but one thing is absolutely certain. Only the 

dog that has been trained to retrieve consistently and properly will not fail at the tests 

and when retrieving game on a hunt. Certainly I could describe many cases on the 

basis of the present protests, letters of complaint or calls, but here I would like to 

simply point out the most important aspects of the respective Test Regulations on 

retrieving game or give short explanations about them. 
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Retrieving game at the JGHV tests 

Under manner of retrieve the execution of the retrieve is to be scored and 

whether the dog wants to retrieve the game to the handler at all: 

The Association Judge must see whether the dog wants to bring the game to the 
handler by the shortest and fastest route. If this is not the case, we as Association 
Judges must always ask ourselves the question. Why is this so? Is there a mistake in 
the execution, are there possibly other dogs in the background, are there cars or 
other very conspicuously dressed people, spectators, etc. in the background, or is the 
dog / handler ratio not optimal in this case? 
 
This includes the skill learned through training—how the dog picks up the 

game, carries it (grip) and delivers it to the handler: 

The learned skill of picking up the game, carrying it and delivering it correctly is the 
dog's job. The Association Judges who judge the dog at the test do not know how 
and what the dog has learned or how it has been trained. The Association Judge can 
only judge what he sees on the day of the test. On the day of the test, it is not our job 
to teach the handler or to explain what the handler did wrong during the training, but 
the task of the Association Judge is to judge the work (the retrieve) and to justify our 
decisions in a detailed and professional way. When judging / substantiating the work, 
the interpretation of the Test Regulations must be strictly observed. However, the 
hunting-related aspect or the use of the game for food should always be the first 
priority when judging / substantiating the work. 
 
Correctly picking up and carrying is shown by how the dog adjusts its grip 

according to the type and weight of the game. 

Correctly picking up can only be judged, however, if the game laid down on the drag/ 
free retrieve of feathered game or during the blind retrieve from dense cover was laid 
down in a clearly visible manner or can be clearly seen. If the game lies in a hollow, 
high vegetation or in dense reeds, no statement can be made about picking it up. 
Unfortunately, this can be observed again and again at the water, where the duck is 
thrown in the high reeds, without being seen by the Association Judge when the dog 
is at the duck or picks up the game. Carrying the game refers to the entire way back, 
after independently picking up the game on the drag, at the water to the handler. 
 
Grasping, holding and carrying too firmly or too gingerly is a fault. Mouthing or 

plucking is to be noted and judged as a fault. 

Faults in retrieving the game, as mentioned in the above paragraph, must always be 

judged from the point of view of the further use of the game. Even though most of the 

game used in the tests is not consumed, we must all be aware that we are training 

the dogs for hunting and the game retrieved must be retrieved by the dogs in such a 

way that the game is still suitable for consumption. 

A dog that mouths excessively, game eaters and game buriers cannot pass the 

test. 
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These are clear faults for which the dog cannot pass the test (HZP) or in the 
VGP/VPS leads to immediate disqualification from the test and must be noted on 
every test score sheet. 
 
If the dog first puts down the retrieved duck - e.g. to shake itself off, it can 

receive a maximum of "good" (7 points) for this retrieve.  If, however, the dog 

initially grasps the duck shot or thrown into the water in front of it in an 

unfavorable manner (e.g., by the head, wing or foot) and improves its grip on 

land without shaking itself off, then retrieves it, sits and delivers correctly, the 

dog's score may only be lowered for improving its grip, if a live duck could 

have escaped from it in the process. 

In this context, the question arises again and again, what happens if the dog puts 
down the game/duck but does not shake itself off. Put down is put down, no matter 
where this happens, in the forest, field or at the water and reduces the predicate, 
because living game could have escaped. Laying down the game means that the dog 
lays the game on the ground and does not keep its grip on the game or does not 
have any connection with the game laid down at that moment. In the case of a grip 
improvement, the dog remains with its mouth on the game and grasps it again. 
 
For the evaluation of the retrieve, it must be ensured that the dog carries the 

duck to the handler according to the rules, sits and delivers it correctly. 

In accordance with the regulations means adhering to the requirements of the 
respective Test Regulations. But how is the evaluation / assessment of the work, if 
the dog does not sit and does not deliver correctly, or throws the game down in front 
of the handler's feet, or simply drops it? Does not sit, predicate: "good" then drops 
the game -down again to "sufficient". What is the overall assessment of the retrieve, if 
the dog does this once or several times? The VZPO does not specify that such 
misbehavior (not sitting, dropping, etc.) immediately reduces the rating. This is 
different in the VGPO under § 13 (4) b) Correct delivery is shown by the fact that the 
dog comes to the handler with the retrieved game, sits next to the handler without 
command or at the handler's simple command (not loud!), and holds the game calmly 
in its mouth until the handler takes the game without hastily grabbing it and takes it 
from the handler after the appropriate command. If the dog drops the game, the 
score is reduced. 
 
When judging all retrieves, the hunting idea, the utilization of the game and the 
respect for the game should always be in the forefront. We as hunters have the right 
to kill game, but we should treat it with respect and decency and we should demand 
the same from our dog. 
 
Praising the dog and/or the handler making themselves noticeable, only after the 

dog has picked up the game, is allowed without a reduction in points/predicate, if 

the dog is working correctly at that time.  

Any handler is of course allowed to praise and make themselves noticeable to their 
dog when retrieving game, but as already stated, quietly and in a manner similar to 
hunting, and also only after the dog has picked up the game on its own. Any 
intervention / commands before picking up the game will lead to immediate 
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disqualification (not passing the test). Of course, the handler may be happy after the 
dog has picked up the game and is clearly on its way back to the handler, but please 
do it as we do everything when hunting. If handling as when hunting would mean that 
the handler is no longer able to keep their firearm/ dog leash in their hand, that these 
are simply thrown to the ground just to make themselves noticeable or to take the 
game from the dog, then this has nothing to do with handling as when hunting. It is 
certainly commendable when we as Association Judges support our dog handlers at 
the tests and assist them, but whoever as a dog handler is not in a position to 
perform the required tasks in the test independently and in accordance with actual 
hunting practice, is unfortunately in the wrong place. 
 
If the dog is disturbed by unusual circumstances during the retrieve, it must be 

given another opportunity to work. 

First of all, this applies only to the VZPO or the HZP. In the VGP / VPS, no matter 
what unusual circumstances occur during the game retrieve, there is no replacement 
work. But now the question is: What are unusual circumstances? At the water this 
can be another duck or other waterfowl. If the dog, while picking up / retrieving the 
duck that has been thrown out, grabbed or shot, should encounter other live game 
that then appears visibly in front of the dog in the immediate vicinity, or suddenly flies 
in, and the dog follows this game and, in the process, drops / leaves the game that is 
supposed to be retrieved, this dog is to be granted replacement work. Afterwards, the 
dog must retrieve the duck that has not yet been retrieved. This only applies to the 
HZP, not to the VGP/VPS. Exceptional circumstances on the drag are other live 
game that appears in front of the dog on the way there or back, or other 
disturbances, such as walkers who suddenly appear, people on horseback, other 
dogs running free or clear mistakes in the execution of the drag. The decision as to 
whether exceptional circumstances exist is always at the discretion of the Association 
Judges.    
 
In this connection, one more short note on drag work, or conditionally accepting the 
drag, as per the adage “If it works, then everything was done correctly by the 
Association Judges / organizers”, but “If it doesn't work, the dog gets a replacement 
drag.” There is no such thing. If the handler decides to do the drag, then he has 
accepted the execution / performance of the drag and the dog must work this drag 
and this drag will then be evaluated accordingly. 

Now a short note about the scoring of the retrieve subjects, regardless of the test. If a 
retrieve subject (drag, gun stability at the water, blind retrieve from dense cover, 
search with duck, etc.) is not completed successfully (retrieving the game) or the 
evaluation of the retrieve is judged as "not sufficient", the corresponding subject 
(independent forest search, search with duck, etc.) must also be judged as "not 
sufficient". All these subjects are a single piece of work, consisting of an outward 
step (searching for the game) and a return step (retrieving the game). If the second 
step, retrieving the game, is not carried out successfully, the first step (outward 
journey - drag etc.) can also only be judged as "not sufficient". This is also the case, 
for example, if the handler is in possession of the game, but the dog was scored with 
a high degree of mouthing on the retrieve, or if handler intervention for misbehavior 
occurred more than twice during the HZP, or if handler interference on a retrieve 
occurred at all during a VGP/VPS. 
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I would like to deal with the topic: "Handler intervention on misbehavior" in detail in 
the next issue of the Jagdgebrauchshund.  
 
My dear hunting dog friends. The section on retrieving game is very extensive and 
sometimes described in great detail in our Test Regulations, and yet this is where 
most mistakes are made in the execution and evaluation of the test. However, I have 
the impression that it might be better, following the saying: LESS IS MORE!  Thus, 
the following passage could, for example, also be written for the game drags: 
 
A drag is to be laid from the beginning point to the placement of the game with 
two obtuse-angled hooks and is to be approx. 200/ 300 meters long. The 
execution must be as similar to hunting as possible. The retrieve of the game / 
the execution of the retrieve must always be done with the hunting aspect in 
mind (further use / consumption of the game). A dog that fails in this task 
cannot pass the test. 
 
All those who have laid hundreds of drags, worked with their own dog, and are no 

strangers to the concept of "HUNTING" can also live with such a short description in 

the Test Regulations and will practice their craft correctly. For the others, you can 

write a bible and they still won't / can't understand.  

 

Josef Westermann 

Director of Testing 

Jagdgebrauchhundverband e.V. ( JGHV) 


