
Throwing a stone at Association tests of the JGHV 

First, I would like to read from a few e-mails on the subject of: 

"Throwing a stone at the water work" and the testing of gun stability at the water which 

our President, Mr. Walch, and I have received.  

E-mail to Mr. Walch: 

,,Dear Mr. Karl Walch, 

The water training days are approaching soon and in this regard a point for discussion 

has come up. 

At a Judges CE seminar, the speaker said that throwing a stone is permitted as an aid 

for the dog during the test of gun stability at the water. 

This idea makes my stomach turn. As a responsible Association Judge / Test Director / 

Senior Judge at the water, I would not allow throwing a stone. Does this make me 

legally liable? 

Even if I understand that "only" gun stability is being tested, throwing a stone will not 

result in a penalty/point deduction. Furthermore, the handler could also decide to go into 

the water with his boots on, in order to get the dog's feet wet and make it easier for the 

dog to get into the water. 

It is my understanding that this is well covered in the test regulations and is at the 

discretion of the person in charge. 

What is your opinion on this, and do I have to allow throwing a stone from now on?" 

After Mr. Walch answered the e-mail, the author turns to the Director of Testing ..... 

E-mail to Mr. Westermann: 

Dear Mr. Westermann, 

I have a problem with the testing of gun stability at the water work and especially with 

the topic "throwing a stone as a permitted aid". 

I wrote to Mr. Karl Walch in this regard, he answered, and we also had a nice telephone 

conversation about this. Mr. Walch Karl basically agreed with the speaker's statement 

that "throwing a stone is permissible at an HZP as an aid in determining gun stability at 

the water". Only gun stability is being tested. Those who know Mr. Walch know how he 

really thinks about this. So far so good. 

With reference only to the testing of gun stability at the water and only at the HZP, I ask 

you, as Director of Testing, for a written statement on the following questions: 

• For me, throwing a stone is not permissible. What is wrong with my reasoning? 
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• Where exactly does it say in the test regulations that throwing a stone is 

permissible as an aid? 

• If it is not explicitly stated in the test regulations, which I assume is the case, and 

which I think is very good, then no one can hold anything against me, can they? 

• Can I, as the person in charge at the water, prohibit the handler from throwing a 

stone or stones as an aid? 

• Do I make myself legally liable if I prohibit the throwing of stones? 

• Furthermore: If the handler puts on waders and first goes half a meter deep into 

the water, which certainly helps the dog, do I also have to allow such nonsense? 

Maybe you think I'm a bit crazy, or maybe you just think I'm a pompous ass. I tell you, I 

really have a problem with this, and my fellow Association judges and I myself are 

uncertain. Please help me solve the problem. If you would prefer to discuss this issue 

elsewhere, I will be happy to wait. 

This year I will continue to not allow throwing a stone at the water during gun stability at 

the HZP / Solms." 

Before I come to the next e-mail, I would like to comment briefly on the use of the word 

"ONLY" which is mentioned in several paragraphs. 

• “Only” gun stability is being tested. 

• Related “only” to the testing of gun stability at the water and “only” at the HZP. 

Especially the testing of gun stability at the water or in the field is one of the most 

important test subjects of all Association tests and therefore the execution/judging of 

these test subjects is one of the highest and most challenging tasks of an Association 

Judge. In this case, "only" is absolutely the wrong word to use. We need dogs that are 

absolutely gun stable. 

Another e-mail to Mr. Westermann on the subject of throwing a stone during the 

water work: 

,,According to Hegewald and his publication of 1881 (“Allgemeine Betrachtungen über 

die Gebrauchshundarbeit''), the retrieving of lost game, a dog's readiness to pick up and 

retrieve game, seen by the hunter, but above all unnoticed, is to be valued above all 

qualities. If a dog needs another motivation (throwing stones) to retrieve game after 

seeing (and smelling?) game in front of it, can we realistically expect a dog like this to 

meet the highest calling of a utility dog? 

In my opinion, with all due respect, Hegewald would be very disappointed in our 

decision. I don't see how this decision will benefit the breeding community. 

As an Association Judge, I will respect the Test Regulations. But if this regulation is 

ever discussed again in the future, I think a reference to the writings of Hegewald and 

Rehfuss should be considered. Over the years I have allowed young dogs to run along 

the banks of the water when there was a duck in plain view. To me, these dogs are 
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either water or game shy, not to mention disobedient. May I suggest that if stones and 

other commands are needed to encourage the dog to enter the water, a comment 

should be allowed and noted in the breed register – “stone throw at the water”. We 

should not forget that our tests are supposed to provide information to the breeding 

community." 

Dear friends of the Jagdgebrauchshund! 

For the time being I won't comment on these e-mails. I would like to share with you a 

few excerpts from the various POs of the last few years, and only then should people 

think about how we will deal with matters at the tests. 

First of all, what was or is currently in the VZPO/VGPO 

- VZPO 1997: A dead duck is thrown as far as possible into the open water and the dog 

is directed to retrieve it. While the dog swims toward the duck, a shot is fired at the 

water in the direction of the duck. The dog must retrieve the duck independently. 

- VZPO 2006: A dead duck is thrown as far as possible into the open water, visible to 

the dog, and the dog is directed to retrieve. 

- A dog that has not taken the water within one minute after being started may not be 

tested further at the water. The dog must retrieve the duck independently (without 

handler interference for misbehavior of the dog). 

- VZPO 2012: A dead duck is thrown as far as possible into the open water, visible to 

the dog, and the dog is directed to retrieve it. A dog that has not taken the water within 

one minute after being started may not be tested further at the water. The dog must 

retrieve the duck independently. 

- VZPO 2017: A dead duck is thrown far into the open water, visible to the dog. The 

handler then directs the dog to retrieve the duck. The dog must enter the water within 

approx. one minute after being started, otherwise the dog may not be tested further at 

the water. The dog must retrieve the visibly thrown duck. 

- Solms 2007: A dead duck is thrown far into the open water, visible to the dog, and the 

dog is directed to retrieve it. The dog must enter the water within approx. one minute 

after being started, otherwise the dog may not be tested further at the water. 

- VGPO 2004: A dead duck is thrown as far as possible into the open water, visible to 

the dog, and the dog is directed to retrieve it. A dog that has not entered the water 

within approx. one minute after being started may not be tested further. 

- VGPO 2017: A dead duck is thrown as far as possible into the open water, visible to 

the dog, and the dog is directed to retrieve it with a single command. A dog that has not 

entered the water without further interference from the handler within approx. one 

minute after being started for the first time may not be tested further. 
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Let's compare this with the text of the drag work: VZPO § 15 e) 

The handler may... If the dog returns without having found the game and does not 

restart the drag on its own, the handler may restart the dog two more times. Every 

restart and intervention of the handler on the dog on the outward leg of the drag will 

reduce the predicate of the drag work. In this case it is defined exactly what the handler 

is allowed to do and how it will be evaluated. 

Now the question. How did it come about that throwing a stone is allowed in the testing 

of gun stability? The text of the VZPO was and is the same for all tests of the JGHV, but 

the execution of the subject differed from north to south and from east to west more 

than nearly any other subject. Some were allowed to give only one command, others as 

many as they wanted and others to throw one or more stones. Thus, at the suggestion 

of the Studbook Commission and at the request of the Executive Board of the JGHV at 

the Verbandstag on 19.03.2017 for the VZPO, the following text was agreed upon 

"....directed by the handler to retrieve" and for the VGPO/VPS ... to retrieve with a 

single command... without further intervention by the handler. Therewith, in the 

VGPO 2017, the dog was required for the first time to be sent with a single command. 

But one more thing for clarification. This decision applies only to the 

VZPO/VGPO/VPSO and not to the tests of the special breed clubs or other test 

regulations of the member clubs (e.g. Solms for Deutsch Kurzhaar). 

But what is the purpose of the subject "Test of gun stability"? 

The purpose is to check if the dog is gun stable / sound in temperament. For this the 

dog must enter the water, otherwise the subject cannot be tested. Several commands 

and/or throwing a stone are also only allowed at the Fall Breed Test (HZP) before the 

shot is fired at the water. After the shot is fired, not a single command / stone throw is 

permitted, etc. At the Association Utility Test (VGP) and also at the Association Test 

After the Shot (VPS) there is only a single command to enter the water. 

My personal thoughts on this: 

The VZPO/VGPO/VPSO are still valid until 2027 and therefore(!) the respective test 

subjects must (!) be carried out as they were approved. Certainly, there are points in 

our PO's (Prüfungsordnungen / test regulations) are not always harmoniously 

coordinated and also do not correspond to actual hunting in some points. 

Let us compare the subjects "blind retrieve from dense cover" and the drag work. 

During the blind retrieve from dense cover, the throwing of a stone or a shot is permitted 

with a reduction in the predicate. Who would throw/make a stone or shot in the direction 

of game on a drag?  Therefore, there will always be points of discussion in the POs, 

which may have to be / can be changed. One thing is certain - even after the next 

change, not everything will be perfect. But there is one thing that many Association 

Judges and handlers should take to heart: we do all this for hunting and the breeding of 

healthy, high-performance hunting dogs. 
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We need hunting dogs that know their job, are ready when they are needed and do not 

need to be asked three or more times to do their job. But now to the final sentence of 

the e-mail to me: “This year I will continue to not allow throwing a stone at the 

water during the testing of gun stability at the HZP/Solms". 

Not like this! 

Each Association Judge must follow the respective Test Regulations. All test regulations 

were decided democratically at the Annual General Meeting of the JGHV or in the breed 

clubs and must therefore be implemented 1:1 by everyone and at every test. 

 

Josef Westermann, 
Director of Testing of the Jagdgebrauchshundverband e.V. (JGHV) 


