
                                                                                                                                                    

 

 

      

On Friday evening , the 8th. Judges’ seminar was officially opened by all attending judges sitting down to a 

delicious supper in the hotel at 8pm. 

The restaurant was soon buzzing with conversations and discussions being picked up again where left off a year 

earlier. 

This time 39 judges from 11 different countries attended the seminar. 

 

On SATURDAY morning the program ran as follows: 

  Dutch – presented by Mia Bring    

 

 

8. EE CAVY JUDGES’ SEMINAR – LANDSKRONA (S) 

11. – 13. MARCH 2016 
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    Magpie & Harlequin – presented by Gisela Jansson      

 Tortoise & White – presented by       

                                                                                Carina  Stjernman  

Lunkarya               presented by Mia Bring       

This year some breeds belonging to Marked Varieties were presented and discussed as well as the Lunkarya, that 

originated in Sweden. All four breeds were thoroughly discussed and presented with many explanatory photos 

through PowerPoint presentations. 

After lunch it was time for the practical sessions. In contrast to previous years, a different routine was used for 

this part of the programme. 4 groups of judges from as many countries as possible were formed, fronted by a 

group leader. Each group had its own colour coding and all members of the group had to judge at least 5 exhibits 

of the 4 breeds under discussion, instead of the whole group judging the exhibit together. 4 sets of pens were 

placed in each corner of a large room with tables in front of it, where the judges could examine the cavies and 

write their comment cards. All cavies were stewarded by one steward to avoid multi handling. 45 minutes were 

allocated to each group to judge at least 5 cavies of a certain breed, before moving on to the next corner and the 

next breed.  

                                

At the end of the afternoon, a large group of people transferred all points’ totals of the 7 positions and the grand 

total of each cavy onto a sheet. This, once more, revealed a large discrepancy in points’ allocation, going e.g. from 

16 – 20 points in position 1 to a grand total varying from 91.5 – 98 points including a disqualification. 

The evening was reserved for food, drink and watching the qualifying Swedish entry for the Eurovision Song 

Contest on Swedish television, accompanied by lots of chocolate and crisps. 



SUNDAY morning. 

The seminar re-convened at 9am with all group leaders going through and discussing the results of the practical 

Saturday afternoon session of their breed within their group, analysing the differences, finding solutions and 

common ground and finally going through their breed thoroughly, comparing it to the current EE standard 

wording and making recommendations for alterations and amendments to the ESKC.  

A general discussion in the group involved the following subjects: 

1 – Type and Shape: Stated that this should be judged equal for all breeds. IF any deviation should be accepted for  

specific breeds, then this must be stated in a guideline. 

2 – Head, Eyes and Ears: same here. Discussed: should head shape be transferred to “Type & Shape”? IF any 

deviation is to be accepted this must be in the guidelines. Note that 2 hems are a disqualification. 

6 – Colour: caused some confusion with reference to colour distribution. The comment in standard regarding 

minimum 20% was discussed and the group requested that the ESKC look into this as well as the markings on 

longhair varieties. This must be defined in guidelines. 

 

      

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

          

Towards lunch time, all 4 group leaders 

addressed the whole group and conveyed 

the outcome of their respective sessions 

.sessions. 

First off was Jan Schop with the Lunkarya, whose group had discussed the following facts and 

details: clipped versus unclipped; combed out versus uncombed, stating that the coat needs to 

be upright and grow away from the body rather than across it; the colour question and a 

recommendation was made to the ESKC re colour on all breeds to be discussed; the difference 

between curls and waves and that the word ‘elastic’ should be removed from the standard as 

the coat needs to be harsh and a recommendation for judges not to be too hard on the coat to 

be “upright”, as there are more, equally important, qualities such as density and texture. Dry 

skin to be penalised under position 7 (Condition). 

    

 

 

                                                                                                                                                  

 

HARLEQUINS & MAGPIES 
 

Next up was Petr Tejml who relayed his team’s verdict on the Harlequins and Magpies. The 

discussion centred around the  breed being a bi-, or tricoloured cavy. A recommendation was 

given to the ESKC that there should be 4 patches  for top markings and 5 for the belly and feet 

markings. A split head with 2 colours is essential, but a blaze is not desirable and a solid head is 

to be a fault. Less than 3 patches per side to be a disqualification. Diagonal colouring: head, 

chest, feet as well as front feet versus back feet is desirable, not to be faulted in its absence. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GENERALLY: 

 When judging at a European Show, comments must be written by every position on the comments’ card  

–we will no longer tolerate only negatives comments. It’s much more important and helpful to the 

breeder when all the positive points are mentioned as well. 

 We need to try and disqualify as few exhibits as possible at a European Show. 

 Please be courageous enough (when appropriate) to give the highest points in the various positions . 

 Don’t “double-penalise” exhibits; e.g. a thin, long-bodied cavy should not have points’ deductions under 

position 1 (Type & Shape) as well position 7 (Condition & Presentation).  

 Please learn the allocated points per position by heart to avoid giving 14 points out of 10! 

 Overall conclusion: the EE Standard needs to incorporate Guidelines on how to judge each position as 

well as how to express oneself in the commentary on the card. 

                                                               

                                

Bertus van Dijk next conveyed the outcome of 

his group’s analysis on Tortoise and Whites: 

he re-iterated that 2 hems is a disqualification   

and that positions 4 and 5 should be reviewed. A discussion evolved around whether guard hairs 

should be penalised under position 3 (Coat) or 7 (Condition and Presentation). It was stated that 

Condition and Presentation should not really be bundled under one position as one is clinical 

and the other is cosmetic. The T & W’s also revealed that the positions for ‘head’ and body’ 

markings should be amended in the EE standard and that a blazed head was undesirable. What 

to do with a solid head? Brindling should be penalised under colour distribution and not under 

colour. Belts and banding should be looked into by the ESKC. 

 

 

DUTCH 

 

Last, it was Evelyne van Vliet, who presented the findings of her group about the Dutch: 

“Balance” of the markings is of major importance in judging Dutch. Currently, 1 stop is a fault 

and none is a disqualification: verdict –missing stop is far worse than a stop reaching over the 

hock, which is a disqualification at the moment. The group also suggested to amend positions 

4 and 5 for marked breeds and even different points’ totals in some positions. The current EE 

standard has discrepancies between ‘faults’ and ‘disqualifications’. Another discussion point 

was to judge cavies on Type & Shape according to their age; a youngster cannot possibly 

have the same type as an Adult. 



 The MFD announced that they have introduced “An Unwanted List” in their standard. For example; the 

Minipli is a cross between a Lunkarya and a Texel, making it a cross bred, especially as 2 Miniplis will not 

breed another Minipli. 

  “Please take all the information, that you have been given today, home with you and share it with all 

your colleagues that could not attend this seminar. 

Future seminars: 

9. EE- Cavy Judges’ seminar – Switzerland near Zürich        /   Date:    17. – 19. March 2017 

Topics:    Discussing the marked breeds: Dalmation  & Roan (possibly Californian & Himalayan) laced with some  

Genetics 

             Interpretation of the standard and implementing the Guidelines for a uniform judgement of exhibition 

cavies throughout Europe by EE judges. 

 

10. EE- Cavy Judges’ seminar – Denmark    /   Date:    16. - 18.  March 2018 

11. EE- Cavy Judges’ seminar –   /   Date:    15. - 17.  March 2019    Poland has been 
approached,  Portugal and Belgium will be approached with a view to the organisation. 

 

Evelyne van Vliet and all attending judges would like to profusely  thank their Swedish colleagues and “Team 

Sweden”, led by Lena Tysk, for the excellent organisation of this seminar and their very warm welcome in 

Landskrona. 

A heartfelt “Thank you” also to all authors and presenters , who were responsible for putting together and 

presenting the excellent breed presentations, as well as all interpreters for their translations into 2 EE languages, 

whichever way. 
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CONCLUSION:  

A fantastic seminar amongst like-minded European cavy judges. 

“Until we meet again at the Breedspecific European Show in Denmark 

18. – 20. November 2016”. 


