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Secretary’s Note: The Officers and Board of Directors of the Cat Fanciers’ Association, 
Inc. met on Saturday, February 7, 2026, via Zoom video conference. President Richard Mastin 
called the video conference meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. Eastern Time for the regularly 
scheduled Quarterly Video Conference. A roll call by Secretary Rachel Anger found the 
following members to be present: 

Mr. Richard Mastin (President)  
Mr. Russell Webb (Vice-President) 
Ms. Rachel Anger (Secretary) 
Ms. Kathy Calhoun (Treasurer)  
Mrs. Doreann Nasin (NAR Director) 
Vicki A. Jensen, Esq. (NWR Director) 
Ms. Carissa Altschul (GSR Director) 
Mr. John Colilla (GLR Director)  
Mr. Howard Webster (SWR Director) 
Ms. Janet Moyer (MWR Director)  
Mr. Kenny Currle (SOR Director) 
Ms. Aki Tamura (Japan Regional Director)  
Ms. Pam DelaBar (Europe Regional Director) 
Mrs. Jacqui Bennett (Director-at-Large) 
Dr. Marilee Griswold (Director-at-Large) 
Mr. Pauli Huhtaniemi (Director-at-Large) 
Mrs. Carol Krzanowski (Director-at-Large) 
Ms. Victoria Nye (Director-at-Large)  

Also Present: 

Edward L. Raymond, Jr., Esq., CFA Legal Counsel 
Ms. Allene Tartaglia, Executive Director 
Mr. James Simbro, IT Systems Analyst 

Absent: 

None 

Secretary’s Note: For the ease of the reader, some items were discussed at different 
times but were included with their particular agenda.  

PLEASE NOTE: Verbatim board meeting transcripts will no longer be published. 
This condensed version of the transcript is being published as the official minutes of the 
meeting. See also Summary of Motions. 

Mastin: Hello, everyone. Welcome to CFA's February 7th, 2026 Executive Board 
Meeting. [Secretary’s Note: Secretary Rachel Anger called the roll, as reflected above. All 
board members confirmed that they are abiding by the CFA Board of Directors’ Code of Ethics 
and Confidentiality Agreement.]   
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TRANSCRIPT 

Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 

1. APPROVE ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

CFA EXECUTIVE BOARD MEETING 
AGENDA 

February 7/8, 2026 
All times are in Eastern Standard Time 
SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 2026 

9:30 a.m. 1. Approve Orders of the Day Mastin 
Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 

9:35 a.m. 2. 
Minutes (corrections/additions); Ratification of December 
Teleconference Minutes; Ratification of Online Motions 

Anger 

9:40 a.m. 3. Show Rules  Raymond 
10:10 a.m. 4. Central Office Operations/IT Report Tartaglia/Simbro 
10:20 a.m. 5. Treasurer Summary Calhoun 
10:35 a.m. 6. Budget Report Calhoun 
10:45 a.m.  BREAK  
11:00 a.m. 7. Marketing Hannon 
11:05 a.m. 8. Legislative Committee/Group  Shafnisky-Bell 
11:15 a.m. 9. Protests Kallmeyer 
11:20 a.m. 10. Awards Committee Dunham 
11:30 a.m. 11. Judging Program Report Nye/Webb 
12:00 p.m.  LUNCH 
1:00 p.m. 12. Club Memberships Krzanowski 
1:15 p.m. 13. Experimental Format Report Anger 
1:25 p.m. 14. New Exhibitor Report Moyer 
1:30 p.m. 15. Show Scheduling Moser/Auth 
1:40 p.m. 16. Agility Feniak 
1:50 p.m. 17. Household Pet Report Wickle 
2:00 p.m. 18. Breeds and Standards Wilson 
3:30 p.m.  BREAK 
3:45 p.m.  Continue Breeds and Standards  Wilson 

Reports of Affiliates 
4:40 p.m. 19. CFA Foundation Fulkerson 

Unfinished Business and General Orders 
4:50 p.m. 20. Unfinished Business  
4:55 p.m. 21. Other Committees  
5:00 p.m. 22. Old Business/New Business  

From Executive Session 
 23. CFA International Show  Raymond 
 24. Region 9 Report DelaBar 
 25. Awards Dunham 
 26. World Cat Congress DelaBar/Anger 
 27. Distribution of Compiled Reports Calhoun 
  ADJOURN Mastin 
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Mr. Currle moved to approve the Orders of the Day. Seconded by Mrs. Bennett. 

The Orders of the Day were accepted without objection and became the 
Orders of Business. 
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2. SECRETARY’S REPORT: ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS TO THE MINUTES; 
RATIFICATION OF ON-LINE MOTIONS. 

(a) Additions/Corrections to the Minutes. 

None. 

(b) Ratification of Online Motions. 

  
Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

MOTIONS THAT DO NOT REQUIRE RATIFICATION 

1. Anger 
Huhtaniemi 
12.05.2025 

Move the motion and voting results from the December 2, 
2025 CFA international show executive session report into 
open session. 

Motion Carried. 

No discussion. 

3. Anger 
Webster 

12.20.2025 

For the Sherwood Manx Club's 2 AB/1 LH-SH show on 
January 17, 2026 in Kerava, Finland (Region 9) with a 100 
entry limit, grant the club permission to hold an experimental 
"Small Local Show" format, which may include ring sharing 
between judges, 10 cages per ring, 30 day license, electronic 
catalog (no exception required). 

Motion Carried. 
Huhtaniemi and 
DelaBar abstained 
for cause. 

No discussion. 

4. Anger 
Huhtaniemi 
12.22.2025 

Due to the cancellation of a December 20, 2025 show in 
Region 1, grant an exception to Article XXXVI - Scoring and 
allow a kitten, [name redacted], all Region 1 kittens to be 
eligible for a regional award, if earned, in its region of 
residence without being shown at least once in the region. 

Motion Failed. 
Nasin, Griswold, 
Huhtaniemi and 
Anger voting yes. 

Huhtaniemi: I wonder if Rachel would be willing to modify her motion so that every kitten missing a regional 
assignment due to the cancelled show is eligible for a regional award. If the Central Office receives a request 
regarding another kitten, they could handle the case internally without bringing it to the board. We need to treat 
every cat and its owners in the same way and there is no point in handling cases one by one on board level. This 
exception would apply to any region if the show is cancelled a week before and the kitten has been entered into 
the show. If Rachel is not willing to modify her motion, I still second it. Anger: I agree to amend this particular 
motion to include all Region 1 kittens that fall into this specific category. I'm not inclined to make a blanket 
motion for all similar situations - just this one.  

Altschul: While the cancellation of the December Straight & Curl show is unfortunate, an exception to Article XXXVI – 
Scoring should not be granted in this case. Article XXXVI establishes a clear and uniform eligibility requirement: to be 
considered for a regional award, a kitten must be shown at least once in its region of final assignment. The rule already 
anticipates circumstances beyond an exhibitor’s control and provides for automatic exceptions only when no reasonable 
opportunity to show exists. That standard is not met here. In this instance, Fluffy did have an opportunity to be shown 
within Region 1 at the Greater Lancaster Feline Fanciers show in October. The owner made a deliberate choice not to 
enter Fluffy, electing instead to campaign another kitten in the same color class for a national win. While strategic 
campaigning is a legitimate exhibitor decision, it is nonetheless a choice, not a circumstance imposed by external factors 
or show availability. Granting an exception under these facts would undermine the intent of Article XXXVI by 
converting a rule-based eligibility requirement into a discretionary accommodation. It would effectively allow exhibitors 
to bypass regional participation requirements when a campaign strategy does not yield the desired outcome. This sets a 
problematic precedent, particularly for exhibitors who actively choose to campaign multiple kittens and prioritize one 
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Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

over another. Importantly, this is not a case where the kitten was categorically prevented from meeting the requirement. 
The owner assessed Fluffy as “barely old enough” and “not ready,” yet still relied on a future show to satisfy the regional 
requirement. That reliance was speculative and assumed no disruption would occur. The rules do not obligate the 
organization to compensate for risks inherent in campaign planning decisions. While a precedent exists for granting 
similar exceptions, precedent alone should not override the principle of fair and equal application of the rules. 
Granting an exception here will likely lead a multitude of requests from other exhibitors claiming a need for this show 
rule exception and tying up the BOD’s precious time. (For example I had an exhibitor in my region who tried to get me 
to get an exception for her because she is in a remote area of the region and it is a very long drive for her to attend a 
regional show. I explained to her it was not a valid reason to request an exception, just as this request by Fluffy’s owner 
is not a good or valid reason.) Finally, exceptions should be reserved for situations where compliance was genuinely 
impossible—not where compliance was declined. Campaigners, in particular, must be held to the same standards as all 
exhibitors. To do otherwise would weaken the integrity of regional awards and the credibility of the eligibility framework 
as a whole. For these reasons, the motion to grant an exception to Article XXXVI – Scoring should be denied. 

Nasin: I support this motion due to the unfortunate circumstances of the cancellation of the Straight and Curl show and 
there won’t be another show until a month from now in Vermont. Altschul: Would you clarify what shows have 
occurred in your region between September and now? Nasin: The only show that took place was the Great Lancaster 
Show the first week in October. However, Finicky Felines Society for many years have their traditional show on the last 
weekend in December, but this show season they moved their show date to the last weekend in January. This show could 
have given the kittens in the region another show to enter before the deadline but unfortunately not for this year. Moyer: 
Is the kitten in question currently in contention for a regional win? I agree with Carissa—if the exhibitor attended the 
previous show, the younger kitten could have been entered then to satisfy the regional requirement. It is unlikely that 
doing so would have taken a ring away from the campaign kitten. I recall a Region 3 exhibitor who lost a regional win on 
a kitten because she was unable, due to weather, to make the required 16-hour drive to the only qualifying show available 
to her. Unfortunately, she appears to be facing the same situation again this season—same show, same distance, winter 
conditions. If we are going to maintain a regional requirement, then it must be applied as a show rule. Is choosing not to 
show a kitten at one of two potentially qualifying shows a rational basis for an exemption? If so, then surely being unable 
to safely complete a 16-hour drive in severe winter weather should also be considered.  

Moyer: I would like to raise an additional concern, separate from the specific facts of this case. Granting exemptions to 
certain individuals is exactly what creates an “us versus them” mentality—the perception that rules do not apply equally 
to everyone. In a prior situation, the Region 3 exhibitor asked her Regional Director for assistance when she was unable 
to meet the regional requirement due to extreme travel distance and winter weather. That request was not even brought 
before the board. (This is a past situation, not a current one.) In contrast, the current exhibitor seeking an exemption is a 
previous Kitten of the Year winner and currently ranked very high. Whether intentional or not, the optics matter. It 
creates the impression that status or past success influences how rules are applied. I do not believe such an exemption 
would be extended to me—and frankly, I would not ask for one. Consistency in applying show rules is essential to 
maintaining fairness, trust, and confidence in the system. If we want to abandon this show rule that is another 
conversation. Thank you for considering this perspective. Anger: Thank you for your input. I intentionally worded the 
motion in the most anonymous manner possible, specifically to avoid the appearance of favoritism. Until Janet's email 
(sorry Janet, I am not criticizing you here, just trying to make a point that a Catch 22 has now been created), I am sure 
most of the board had no idea who the exhibitor was, but now they do, so the blind justice I sought is no longer possible. 
This exhibitor is the only one who asked for an exception, and that is why just the one exception was originally sought. 
Pauli wisely advised to amend the motion to apply to all exhibitors who were affected by the cancellation of the Region 1 
show. It almost sounds like "reverse favoritism". Does this exhibitor not deserve the same chance to make a request as a 
brand new exhibitor who would lose their first regional win? In the end, the point is moot since the motion has been 
amended to include all. Whatever the Region 3 situation that "never came to the board" was, I feel very badly that an 
injustice may have been done. How can that situation of undisclosed details be brought into a completely separate 
scenario? In the end, this exhibitor was robbed of an opportunity to complete the in-region requirement. Can we come up 
with a way to make it right, or is the exhibitor going to be a casualty of the show cancellation? I would love to make it 
right somehow that is fair, if that is possible. If I was the exhibitor (or the hypothetical new exhibitor created above), I 
would want someone to fight for fairness. DelaBar: I have no idea who the individual is and my desire to know is zero.  
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Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

5. Anger 
DelaBar 

01.06.2026 

For the Houston Cat Club's show to be held January 10/11, 
2026 in Houston, Texas (Region 3), grant an exception to 
Show Rule 4.04 and allow a change of format from Nye 
AB/HHP/OCP to Nye AB/HHP/OCP-Championship and 
another allbreed judge to judge AB/HHP/OCP-Premiership, 
on the condition that the club will issue an updated flyer, 
publicize the change through social media outlets, and send 
notifications to Central Office, all entered exhibitors, the 
judges and the Regional Director. 

Motion Carried. 
Anger and Jensen 
abstained for cause. 

No open session discussion. 

6. Anger 
DelaBar 

01.14.2026 

Approve the December 2, 2025 regularly scheduled mid-
quarterly video conference meeting minutes, as presented. 

Motion Carried. 
Anger abstained for 
cause. 

No discussion. 

7. Anger 
Webb 

01.23.2026 

Grant the World Cat Congress's request to share CFA's 
confidentiality agreement template with WCC. 

Motion Carried. 

No discussion. 

8. Anger 
Currle 

01.27.2026 

For the Finicky Felines Society's show on January 31, 2026 in 
Leesport, Pennsylvania (Region 1), grant permission to change 
the start time of the advertised show hours from 9:00 a.m. to 
8:00 a.m., on the condition that the club will issue an updated 
flyer, publicize the change, and send notifications to Central 
Office, all entered exhibitors, the judges and the Regional 
Director. 

Motion Carried. 
Webb abstained for 
cause. 

No discussion. 

9. Anger 
Currle 

01.27.2026 

For the Edelweiss Cat Club’s February 7, 2026 show in 
Moscow, Russia (Region 9), due to a last-minute guest judge 
cancellation, grant an exception to Show Rule 3.02.c. and 
allow for approval of a new guest judge less than 60 days 
before the show.  

Motion Carried. 

No discussion. 

MOTIONS THAT REQUIRE RATIFICATION 

10. Executive 
Committee 
12.04.2025 

For the Edelweiss Cat Club’s show in Russia (Region 9) held 
November 29/30, 2025, approve a show format change from 3 
Allbreed, 4 Super Specialty, 1 LH/SH to 3 Allbreed, 4 AB K/P 
SSPC, 1 LH/SH. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

11. Executive 
Committee 
12.11.2025 

Grant the Feline Fanciers Society of Singapore an exception 
for their floating traditional date in June to hold their show 
with the Asia Cat Expo in Singapore. The date falls on the last 
weekend of June, same as the CFA annual. Show limit is 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 
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Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

expected to be 90-120 depending on the space they are 
allocated and they would like to have 4 rings over 2 separate 
days. The dates are June 27-28, 2026 and the location is the 
Sunte Singapore Convention and Exhibition Centre-Hall 403-
406. 

No discussion. 

12. Executive 
Committee 
12.18.2025 

For the Universal Feline Fanciers’ show on January 3/4, 2026 
in Hong Kong, grant an exception to Show Rule 4.04 and 
allow a change in the licensed format from 4 AB/2 SP to 3 
AB/2 SP/1 AB, SSP (Kittens) + OCP 2 AB/1 AB+OCP 
[Hamayasu]/1 AB+SSP (Kittens) [Lee]/2 SP. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

Anger: I have suggested to the club that they break it up; i.e., have Suki do SSP Kittens and another judge do 
OCP. Mastin: Ed, do you have any concerns on this exception? Raymond: The requested change would result in 
a violation of SR 2.24 which provides that OCP “may not be held as part of a Super Specialty ring” unless and 
exception to that rule were also granted. I understand that the SSP and OCP are in different classes but the rule 
does not make that distinction. If, as Rachel suggested, different judges were doing OCP and SSP, I would have 
no objection. Mastin: If I understand this correctly the motion needs to be an exception to SR 2.24 and 4.04, 
correct? Raymond: If you wish to allow the same judge to do OCP and SSP, the motion needs to be an exception 
to SR 2.24 and 4.04. Anger: The Club took my advice and requested the following change: I would like to 
change the motion as follow: Suki will do AB+SSP/Kitten; Etsuko will do AB+OCP.  

13. Executive 
Committee 
12.19.2025 

For the Borneo Cat Fanciers' February 2026 show in Borneo 
(ID-Other): (a) allow a scheduling change from February 7/8, 
2026 to February 14/15, 2026, on the condition that the club 
will issue an updated flyer, publicize the change, and send 
notifications to Central Office, all entered exhibitors, the 
judges and the Regional Director.; and (b) approve the in-
conjunction show between Borneo CF and Nusantara Cat 
Squad to be held in Jakarta, Indonesia on February 14/15, 
2026 (formerly February 7-8, 2026), on the condition that the 
club be informed that they must comply with the Guidelines 
(and enclose a copy with our approval). 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). Webb 
abstained for 
conflict. 

No discussion. 

14. Executive 
Committee 
12.24.2025 

For the China Champion's 1 AB, 2 LH/SH, 1 LH, 1 SH show 
on Saturday, December 27, 2025, in Xi'an, China, (1) grant an 
exception to Show Rule 4.04 to allow a change in format from 
1 AB, 2 LH/SH, 1 LH, 1 SH to 1 AB, 1 LH/SH, 1 LH, 1 SH; 
(2) grant an exception to Show Rule 9.08.e. to allow for 12 
cages per ring if the entry exceeds 150; and (3) grant an 
exception to Show Rule 9.08.n. to allow for ring sharing for 
the single specialty judges if the entry exceeds 150. 

Motion Failed. 

Webb: I will vote no on this motion. The club had Grace doing DD Sp and cancelled her and put two Single SP 
judges in. 9.08 states over 150 they need 2 rings. Anger: It was Grace who cancelled the show. She is not coming 
and we can't force her to come. If the motion fails, then what? The motion asks for the very exception that you 
have called out. We do this all the time and I don't see why there should be a problem this time. Webb: OK, 
understand. 
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Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

Anger: Here are Vicki Nye's comments about the motion. She is not favorable unless the entry is limited to 150. 
Judging Program (Nye): The show rule 9.08n regarding the limitation of ring sharing to no more than 150 cats 
is there for a reason. The purpose of this rule is actually only for ring sharing for two single specialty judges. I 
participated in one of these ring sharing/ Allbreed ring shows this past weekend. The morning judges were able to 
complete their judging of 140 cats in 4 1/2 hours, but it was a constant rush. The afternoon judges, were at least 
an hour longer in completion, needing 5 1/2 hours. The same number of cats. This is not all due to the judges 
being slower, but with exhibitors not getting their cats up as quickly as they did in the morning. There was no 
time to play with kittens, talk about entries during the judging, or celebrate the winners during finals. 
Additionally, because we only had 12 cages, championship, and premiership finals had to be done in two parts, 
which of course took at least 20 minutes longer for each final. The club changing their format due to a space 
limitation at the last minute, and the format change of the number of judges is not an issue for the Judging 
Program since this is an emergency. However, from the view point of the Judging Program, I do not recommend 
ring sharing for more than 150 entries. It is common knowledge in China, that the longhair entry, including 
Ragdolls, and Maine Coons far out exceeds the shorthair entry. You’re asking a LH judge to complete their 
judging assignment in half the time with much more than 50% of the entries. Recently there have been two shows 
in China that have received 225 championship entries, with 70% of the entry in long hair. There is no mention of 
any entry limitation, so this show in Xi’an could conceivably get 225 entries. A recent request to approve blanket 
ring sharing for Ukraine was supported because the board was told the club was experienced. The discussion did 
not include the fact that many of these judges are inexperienced, guest judges. In the case of ring sharing in 
Ukraine, this will be done by guest judges who have minimal if any experience judging a CFA show. All factors 
need to be considered when allowing any type of exception. I support the ring sharing ONLY if they limit the 
entry to 150. 

Anger: Here are Darrell's comments: ID Committee (Newkirk): [to my Messenger] I will not support it. They 
should have cancelled the two single SP judges and not the double specialty judge if they could only have 3 rings. 
[to my email] They cancelled Grace. And there are two potential issues, if there are more than 150 entries, they 
need 16 cages. Also they cannot ring share. They know the rules, they waited until the last minute to try to slide 
this by the EC. I highly suggest not to approve this. 

15. Executive 
Committee 
01.22.2026 

For the Star City Cat Fanciers and the Central Carolina Cat 
Fanciers 6 AB/2 SP show in Roanoke, Virginia (Region 7) on 
January 24/25, 2026: (a) change the show license to a one-day 
show on January 24, 2026; (b) grant an exception to Show 
Rule 9.08.n. to allow for judge sharing in all rings; and (c) 
grant an exception to Show Rule 4.06.a.2. to allow for 6 AB/2 
SP rings to be held in one day. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). Currle 
and Webb abstained 
for conflict. 

No discussion. 

16. Executive 
Committee 
01.23.2026 

For the Star City Cat Fanciers and the Central Carolina Cat 
Fanciers Agility portion of the shows in Roanoke, Virginia 
(Region 7), originally scheduled as a two-day show on 
January 24-25, 2026 (one Agility ring in each show): (a) grant 
an exception to Show Rule 2.23h. to allow an agility ring in 
the morning and one in the afternoon on January 24 to be 
scored as two separate agility shows/rings. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

17. Executive 
Committee 
01.26.2026 

For the Asia Glory Cat Club’s show to be held February 7/8, 
2026 in Shanghai China, grant an exception to show rule 4.04 
and allow the show to be licensed with less than 21 days 
before the show. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 
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Moved/ 

Seconded Motion Vote 

No discussion. 

18. Executive 
Committee 
02.02.2026 

Grant an exception to Show Rule 6.36.a. to allow the 
Delaware River Cats Club to change their closing date from 
February 1, 2026 to February 2, 2026, on the condition that 
the club will issue an updated flyer, publicize the change, and 
send notifications to Central Office, all entered exhibitors, the 
judges and the Regional Director. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

Action Item: Ratify online Motions #10-#13 and #15-#18, as published.  

Secretary Anger moved to ratify online motions #10 through #13 and #15 through #18, 
as published. Seconded by Mr. Currle. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Ms. Anger asked if anyone wanted to revisit Motion #4. Mrs. Nasin so moved. For lack 
of a second, Motion Failed. 
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3. SHOW RULES. 

 Committee Chair: Ed Raymond 
 Liaison to Board: Carol Krzanowski 
 List of Committee Members: Cathy Dunham, Carla Bizzell 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Liaison Mrs. Krzanowski moved on standing motion, with Mrs. Bennett making a 
standing second, for the adoption of the following Show Rule change proposals: 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The Committee has been preparing the show rule changes and Addendum entries set forth below 
based on activity at the December 2025 Board Meeting and requests from Board members, 
Central Office and other committees. 

Board Action Items: 

A. Show Rule Change to be retroactively effective beginning May 1, 2025 

1. Add National/Regional/Divisional Assignment 4.2 to provide an automatic residency 
requirement exception when no show is held in an adult cat’s region/division of residency during 
the cat’s period of eligibility. 

Article XXXVI 
National/Regional/Divisional 
Awards Program 

Add: National/Regional/ 
Divisional Assignment 4.2 

Show Rules Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

None 4.2. When no show takes place in adult cat’s region, 
division or area of residency during the cat’s 
period of eligibility, an exception to the 
residency requirement for the championship or 
premiership class will be automatically granted. 

RATIONALE: This rule mirrors paragraph 4.1 which applies to kittens. While not likely an issue in 
Regions 1-9, some areas in the International Division only have one or two shows per year, thereby 
penalizing a cat which becomes eligible for competition as an adult after the last show of the year in their 
area of residence. 

Raymond: #1 is a show rule change that the committee is proposing be retroactive to the 
beginning of the current season. This provides an exception that when no show takes place in an 
adult cat’s region/division of residency during the cat’s period of eligibility, there's an exception 
to the residency requirement for championship/premiership. There's already a parallel exception 
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for kittens. DelaBar: We have a situation that this show rule would definitely help us get jump 
started in a division/area where we have not had activity for CFA in a long time.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

B. Show Rule Changes effective May 1, 2026 

2. Amend Show Rule 6.16 to clarify that the TRN fee must be collected by the entry clerk as 
part of the entry fee and passed through to Central Office and require the TRN fee to be paid at 
each show at which a TRN is used. 

Article VI: Entering the Show - 
Amend 6.16 

Central Office 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

6.16 The temporary registration number (TRN) is 
obtained automatically by requesting it through the 
on-line form when entering a show. An entry clerk 
upon receipt of the temporary registration number 
will request an application form, and a four-
generation pedigree (or whatever is required for 
registration of that breed if fewer than four 
generations are required). If both parents of the entry 
are registered with CFA, the CFA registration 
numbers of the parents are acceptable in place of a 
pedigree. The fee, application form, and pedigree (or 
CFA registration numbers, if applicable) must be 
provided to the master clerk no later than the close 
of check-in for the show and these will be provided 
to Central Office in the show package. The TRN 
registration number will either remain valid for 30 
days from the first day of the show, or be voided if 
CFA registration requirements are not met for the 
breed being registered. Central Office will notify any 
exhibitor whose temporary registration number is 
voided with the basis for such decision. Note: wins 
will be voided if a cat competes in a competitive 
category not otherwise eligible based on its 
permanent registration, e.g., offspring of a “not-for-
breeding” cat competing in Championship. 
Temporary registration numbers will be printed in 
the catalog as if they were permanent. Cats may 
compete and continue to earn points for 30 days from 
the first day of the first show where they have 
obtained a TRN. That number should be used on all 
subsequent entries after the first show for the 30-day 
period or until the cat obtains a permanent 
registration number within that 30-day period. At the 
end of this 30-day period, the cat may not be shown 

6.16 The temporary registration number (TRN) is 
obtained automatically by requesting it through the 
on-line form when entering a show. An entry clerk 
upon receipt of the temporary registration number 
will request an application form and a four-
generation pedigree (or whatever is required for 
registration of that breed if fewer than four 
generations are required). If both parents of the entry 
are registered with CFA, the CFA registration 
numbers of the parents are acceptable in place of a 
pedigree. The entry clerk must collect the applicable 
TRN fee as part of the show entry fee. The TRN fee, 
application form, and pedigree (or CFA registration 
numbers, if applicable) must be provided to the 
master clerk no later than the close of check-in for 
the show and these will be provided to Central Office 
in the show package. The TRN registration number 
will either remain valid for 30 days from the first day 
of the show, or be voided if CFA registration 
requirements are not met for the breed being 
registered. Central Office will notify any exhibitor 
whose temporary registration number is voided with 
the basis for such decision. Note: wins will be voided 
if a cat competes in a competitive category not 
otherwise eligible based on its permanent 
registration, e.g., offspring of a “not-for-breeding” 
cat competing in Championship. Temporary 
registration numbers will be printed in the catalog as 
if they were permanent. Cats may compete and 
continue to earn points for 30 days from the first day 
of the first show where they have obtained a TRN. 
That While the TRN number should be used on all 
subsequent entries after the first show for the 30-day 
period or until the cat obtains a permanent 
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without a permanent registration number. For cats to 
receive credit for Regional, Divisional or National 
points earned during a specific show season with a 
TRN, the exhibitor must supply the associated 
permanent registration number to Central Office by 
the Monday following the completion of that show 
season. 

registration number within that 30-day period, a 
separate TRN fee must be paid each time a TRN is 
used. At the end of this 30-day period, the cat may 
not be shown without a permanent registration 
number. For cats to receive credit for Regional, 
Divisional or National points earned during a 
specific show season with a TRN, the exhibitor must 
supply the associated permanent registration number 
to Central Office by the Monday following the 
completion of that show season. 

RATIONALE: This clarifies the TRN fee must be collected as part of the entry fee and passed through to 
Central Office. A delay in Central Office receiving the fee can affect the overall count for a show since only 
paid TRNs can be included in the count. It also requires the TRN fee to be paid each time the TRN is used, 
which should speed up the requests for permanent registration. An entry clerk has no way of verifying if a 
TRN has been paid and requiring the TRN fee be paid as part of the entry fee every time a TRN is used 
guarantees the TRN is paid. 

Raymond: Now we are dealing with show rule changes that will be effective May 1 for 
the next show season. DelaBar: Who wants to kill Europe? We use a lot of TRNs. This shows 
that whoever is supposed to be working the TRNs is not working sufficiently. I know that we 
still have TRNs that should have been resolved from our show last month that are still in the 
works. So no, this will not work at all for us. Huhtaniemi: I support the first part, which says 
that entry clerk is collecting the money, but to pay each time for a new TRN is out of the 
question. The current rule says that TRN is valid for 30 days, and that same TRN should be used 
every show. I'm not supporting this rule change unless the committee removes the second part of 
the motion. Jensen: I've told my entry clerks not to accept TRNs unless the people show them 
proof of the payment and the paperwork being sent in. This is going to cause even more 
problems. If somebody enters three shows, they're paying three times as much for the TRN. I 
don't support this. Bennett: I can't support that second sentence. I would suggest removing it. 
Raymond: This was requested by Central Office. Shows are not scored until all of the TRN 
requirements are met, so it's delaying scoring of shows. An entry clerk has no way of knowing 
whether a TRN has been paid for. So, one solution is to require TRNs to be paid for at every 
show. Allene was going to look into what it might cost to tie the TRN request from the online 
entry into the shopping cart and require it to be paid for up front. Tartaglia: That would take the 
person from the online entry system, directing them to the shopping cart and pay for it. The cost 
would be about $8,000 to put that process into place. DelaBar: We are having enough problems 
with lower entries. We're having enough problems with lower number of litter registrations and 
regular registrations. We have a means to bring new people in, which means more money. Yet, 
this type of situation shows an inefficiency; second, they get more product for at a lesser price 
from other associations, so this is a hard sell for CFA. When an exhibitor enters a show and 
there's a TRN, it's paid for along with the regular entry fees. The exhibitor needs to show up with 
their paperwork if they don't forward it to the entry clerk anyway. I still am very much against 
this extra requirement to have to pay any time a TRN is used. You're hurting good people, and 
you're hurting our ability to grow. Huhtaniemi: I like that we have that the entry clerk must 
collect a fee, because she is the one who enters the information that TRN is paid. If it's not paid, 
we just don't use the TRN when we send the paperwork to Central Office and we transfer the cat 
back to novice. So, I hope they remove the requirement that it must be paid every time. Also, it's 
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a club collects the money and does the paperwork. Central Office is not doing anything but 
counting the cat in the count. So, I hope Carol is going to modify her motion. Moyer: Would we 
not have the ability for them to make the entry through the public system and just make a 
notation to the entry clerk that “I have a paid TRN”, and not require programming? Simbro: 
There's no way to do a non-logged in checkout. Moyer: I have entered cats that are registered 
through the public system, not through eCats, and you can put a note in and it will still go to the 
entry clerk and they can accept the entry. So, I don't agree with what James is saying because 
I've done it. Simbro: Then you're relying on an honor system. Moyer: Wouldn't the entry clerk 
have the ability to verify that they had a paid TRN or wouldn't they have an ability to require 
proof? Tartaglia: TRNs are used mostly in Europe and ID. They're not used very often in the 
US. The issue with paid TRNs is not an issue for those people that use them all the time. This 
was an isolated incident and it's just a matter of education of the entry clerk to request proof of 
the payment, which is what they do in Europe and the ID. There's a simple solution that doesn't 
require programming or having some other process. We get quite a few TRNs and they require 
extra time to track, to get the payment, so there is quite a bit of work involved with TRNs. 
Calhoun: I'm not sure that that's consistent with what James just said, that it was going to cost 
$8,000 to do this. I want to go on record that I don't agree that a person should have to have a 
TRN every time they enter. I don't have a problem with them having a TRN for 30 days. As far 
as the proof of the 30 days, does a TRN not have some sort of record of when it was established? 
That's easy to do. Maybe Allene could walk us through the entire process for when the person 
taps that button and says, “I need a TRN”, exactly what happens in Central Office, so that we 
make sure that we all understand what we're voting on. For the record, having a person who's 
entering a cat and showing interest in CFA to pay a TRN fee for every week is probably not a 
good idea for our organization.  

Krzanowski: I agree we should not be requiring people who have a TRN for their cat to 
pay each time that TRN is used. It should be good for 30 days. Based on that, I would like to 
modify the motion to delete the second portion of it that requires the TRN fee be paid at every 
show where it's used. I agree with the first portion that says it must be collected as part of the 
show entry fee. Raymond: I also wanted to clarify, the 30 day window begins on the first day of 
the first show that it is used. It does not begin on the day that it is applied for or granted. 
Huhtaniemi: I'm happy with the amendment. We did have a problem with the TRNs because 
Central Office changed the coding for the TRNs some time ago and TRNs were given based on 
show license number, but it's fixed now. Now it says the date when the TRN is starting.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

3. Amend Show Rules 6.32.a. to require that entries be processed and confirmed within 24 
hours of the close of entries for the show. 

Article VI: Entering the 
Show – Amend 6.32a 

International Division Committee/Show Rules Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

6.32.a. The show entry clerk must acknowledge 
receipt of all entries within 15 days of receipt. The 

6.32.a. The show entry clerk must acknowledge 
receipt of all entries within 15 days of receipt. The 
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entry confirmation must include the name of the club 
sponsoring the show. 

... 

Entry Clerk must confirm each entry within fifteen 
(15) days of its receipt, but all entries must be 
processed and confirmed within twenty-four (24) 
hours after the show entry closing deadline. The 
entry confirmation must include the name of the club 
sponsoring the show. Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
the entry clerk must process and confirm all entries 
within 24 hours of the closing deadline. The entry 
confirmation must include the name of the club 
sponsoring the show. 

... 

RATIONALE: While most entry clerks already do this, there have been numerous instances in the ID where 
entries have not been processed and a breed summary made available until the day before the start of the 
show. This change, along with the Monday closing deadline, will ensure that exhibitors know that their 
entries have been accepted and that a breed summary is available in sufficient time to make arrangements 
for bay check-in, when necessary. 

Raymond: This was requested for the ID. This is a process that already happens in 
Regions 1-9. Griswold: These entries were being processed very, very late. Not only was that 
bad for exhibitors, but also for the Judging Program, if we needed bay check in. We need the 
entry clerk to do these breed summaries in a timely manner. Huhtaniemi: We hear complaints 
that the CFA Show Rules are too much like lawyer language and it should be much easier, so I 
would like to modify this rule. Remove the “notwithstanding the foregoing”, because it's 
language foreigners probably don't understand. Raymond: I'm OK with this alternative 
language. Krzanowski: I'm OK with it as well.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

4. Amend Show Rules 6.35.b. and 6.36.d. to change the closing deadline for shows in the 
International Division to no later than Monday at 11:59 p.m. China time. 

Article VI: Entering the 
Show – Amend 6.35b 
and 6.36d 

International Division Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

6.35 Every China show after October 2, 2017 will 
use one of the Central Entry Clerks designated by 
CFA. 

... 

b. The entry clerk will close the show to additional 
entries when the entry limit is reached or no later 
than 11:59 p.m., China time, on the Tuesday before 
the show, whichever is first. Shows may close to 
entries prior to that time. 

6.35 Every China show after October 2, 2017 will 
use one of the Central Entry Clerks designated by 
CFA. 

... 

b. The entry clerk will close the show to additional 
entries when the entry limit is reached or no later than 
11:59 p.m., China time, on the Tuesday Monday 
before the show, whichever is first. Shows may close 
to entries prior to that time. 
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... ... 

6.36  

... 

d. All shows in the International Division outside of 
China must close to entries no later than 11:59 p.m. 
China time on the Tuesday before the opening of the 
show. Shows may close to entries prior to that time. 

... 

6.36  

... 

d. All shows in the International Division outside of 
China must close to entries no later than 11:59 p.m. 
China time on the Tuesday Monday before the 
opening of the show. Shows may close to entries 
prior to that time. 

... 

RATIONALE: At the October 2025 meeting, the Board approved changing the closing deadline for shows 
in the ID to Tuesday at 11:59 p.m. China time as part of a multi-year effort to make the closing deadline for 
shows in the International Division similar to those in other areas. As a result of issues encountered since 
then, the International Division Committee has voted to make the closing deadline for ID shows Monday at 
11:59 p.m. China time. 

Raymond: The board passed a change in October, moving the closing date to Tuesday at 
11.59. The ID Committee has reconsidered that and believes it needs to move to Monday. This 
works in concert with the other amendment that was just passed about getting entries confirmed 
and get the breed summary out sooner. Huhtaniemi: We have a date almost 10 years ago 
mentioned there. Could we remove the date? Also, the rule says that entry clerk will close the 
show for additional entries when entry limit is reached. This is different than the other regions 
and divisions have. They can close the show on Monday. So, does it mean that when the limit is 
reached in China, if an exhibitor cancels an entry, the club cannot take the substitute cat? Or 
should we use every China entry in the same way as the regions do? Raymond: I read that as, 
they need to close the show to additional entries, so entries cannot be added to the breed 
summary. They can maintain a waiting list. Huhtaniemi: But if they've reached the limits a 
week before, they have to close the show. How do they keep the waiting list when the show entry 
is closed? That's what it says to me. Raymond: Can I bring this back at an upcoming meeting? I 
do not like writing show rules on the fly. We don't do a good job of that. Krzanowski: Yes, I 
agree we should bring it back later. I move to table this. Raymond: What's being proposed is 
simply a change to the closing deadline. That doesn't seem to be what anybody is talking about. 
Mastin: That's a good point. Specific to the original motion, eliminating Tuesday, replacing it 
with Monday. Huhtaniemi: 6.36 says must close the entries no later and that's what it should 
say for China. To remove the entering when this is reached. 6.36 is how it's written everywhere 
else in the rules. Raymond: I just want to make sure that that's the case. I don't doubt you, but I 
want to make sure we get it right. Pauli suggested removing the after October 2nd. Why don't we 
do that as part of the cleanup? Krzanowski: I'm good with that slight change. Mastin: Jacqui, 
you agree? Bennett: Yes. Mastin: Ed is willing to come back with language that Pauli is 
recommending so it matches the other show rules.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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[from Sunday] 4. Amend Show Rules 6.35 to update the language regarding the use of 
designated entry clerks for shows in China and make the closing deadline language parallel that 
used for other areas. 

[Secretary’s Note: The following discussion originally occurred in executive session. A motion 
was made by Mrs. Bennett, seconded by Ms. DelaBar and unanimously carried to move the 
entire Sunday executive session Show Rules discussion into open session.] 

Article VI: Entering the 
Show – Amend 6.35 

International Division Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

6.35 Every China show after October 2, 2017 will 
use one of the Central Entry Clerks designated by 
CFA. 

... 

b. The entry clerk will close the show to additional 
entries when the entry limit is reached or no later 
than 11:59 p.m., China time, on the Monday before 
the show, whichever is first. Shows may close to 
entries prior to that time. 

... 

6.35 Every China show after October 2, 2017 will 
must use one of the Central Entry Clerks designated 
by CFA. 

... 

b. The entry clerk will close the show to additional 
entries when the entry limit is reached or no later 
than 11:59 p.m., China time, on the Monday before 
the opening of the show, whichever is first. Shows 
may close to entries prior to that time. 

... 

RATIONALE: Removing the start date for the use of CFA designated entry clerks in China and make the 
closing deadline language similar to that used for other areas. 

Raymond: Going back to #4, this was Pauli's request from yesterday. It amends Show 
Rule 6.35 to update the language regarding the use of the designated entry clerk for shows in 
China and makes the closing deadline language parallel to that used for other areas in CFA. 
Mastin: Carol, do you agree? Krzanowski: Yes. Mastin: And Jacqui, do you agree? Bennett: 
Yes.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

5. Amend Show Rule 7.05 to clarify that, if a club issues an electronic catalog, it must be 
sent to all exhibitors. 

Article VII: Pre-Show 
Document Preparation – 
Amend 7.05 

Show Rules Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

7.05 Show catalogs must not be smaller than 
approximately 8-1/2 x 11 inches and can be provided 
to exhibitors in a print and/or electronic format. 

7.05 Show catalogs must not be smaller than 
approximately 8-1/2 x 11 inches and can be provided 
to exhibitors in a print and/or electronic format. If an 



18 

Printed catalogs will still be required for trainees and 
judges. A club must provide a printed catalog to an 
exhibitor who requests one as set forth in 5.01q. 

electronic catalog is issued, it must be provided to all 
exhibitors. Printed catalogs will still be required for 
trainees and judges. A club must provide a printed 
catalog to an exhibitor who requests one as set forth 
in 5.01q. 

RATIONALE: If a club chooses to issue an electronic catalog, it must be sent to all exhibitors, including 
those who have ordered a printed catalog. 

NOTE FROM THE SHOW HALL TECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE: The intent of the Show Hall 
Technology Committee was to have the option of a printed catalog or an electronic catalog not both for each 
exhibitor and not for each entry as some seem to think they can request. If the concern is about advance 
notice of entries as was pointed out to the committee, then change the timing for the release to electronic 
catalog. Long before electronic catalogs exhibitors knew from making phone calls, texting, messaging, and 
looking at breed summaries where they were going and made travel plans according and that will never 
change whether they have an electronic catalog or not. The committee feels that the current prosed rule 
change is contrary to what we proposed and ask that it be considered very carefully because the real 
unintended consequence may be the timing for distribution of the electronic catalog not that exhibitors are 
requesting printed vs electronic. 

Raymond: You see a note in the rationale section from the Show Hall Technology 
Committee that they thought it was a “one or the other” situation, but since exhibitors who want 
a printed catalog are being charged extra for it, that should be an add-on rather than a choice.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

6. Amend Show Rule 11.23 to clarify that cats receiving an NA/IM or NA/Cond are 
not included in the show count and that receiving a NA/IM rating from three different 
judges results in the cat not being eligible for entry in conformation judging. 

Article XI: During The 
Show – Judging and 
Awards -- Amend 11.23 

Judging Program Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

11.23 Withholding of awards by the judge: a judge 
must withhold all awards when in his opinion ANY 
entry lacks sufficient merit; is, apparently, obviously 
pregnant, suffering from emaciation, malnutrition or 
showing evidence of neglect; or is ineligible for 
entry. 

When awards are withheld from an entry for the 
above reasons, the judge shall record on the judging 
color class sheet one or more of the following 
reasons: 

11.23 Withholding of awards by the judge: a judge 
must withhold all awards when in his opinion ANY 
entry lacks sufficient merit; is, apparently, obviously 
pregnant, suffering from emaciation, malnutrition or 
showing evidence of neglect; or is ineligible for 
entry. 

When awards are withheld from an entry for the 
above reasons, the judge shall record on the judging 
color class sheet one or more of the following 
reasons: 

a. No Award - Insufficient Merit” (NA/IM), which 
shall include overall lack of quality, deviation from 
the standard, congenital or acquired defects. The 
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a. No Award - Insufficient Merit” (NA/IM), which 
shall include overall lack of quality, deviation from 
the standard, congenital or acquired defects. 

The Central Office shall record the NA-IM judge 
opinions on each cat. When three judges have 
recorded “NA-IM” for any cat deemed to possess 
overall lack of quality, deviation from the standard, 
congenital or acquired defects (as stated in paragraph 
11.23.a above), the cat shall never be eligible for 
entry at any CFA show except in the household pet 
class or in Agility competition, or; 

b. No Award - Condition” (NA/Cond.), which shall 
include obvious pregnancy, malnutrition, evidence 
of neglect or any lack of quality that is deemed by 
the judge to be of a temporary nature, or; 

... 

class is judged in that ring as if the entry were not 
present. 

The Central Office shall record the NA-IM NA/IM 
judge opinions on each cat. When three different 
judges, whether at the same show or across multiple 
shows, have recorded “NA-IM” “NA/IM” for any cat 
deemed to possess overall lack of quality, deviation 
from the standard, congenital or acquired defects (as 
stated in paragraph 11.23.a above), the cat shall 
never be eligible for entry at any CFA show except 
in the household pet class or in Agility competition, 
or; 

b. No Award - Condition” (NA/Cond.), which shall 
include obvious pregnancy, malnutrition, evidence 
of neglect or any lack of quality that is deemed by 
the judge to be of a temporary nature. The class is 
judged in that ring as if the entry were not present, 
or; 

... 

RATIONALE: Cats marked as DISQ are already excluded from the show count. This extends the same 
consequence to cats marked as NA/IM or NA/Cond. 

Raymond: The change is at the end of the first paragraph in a., add the words, and the 
cat will not be included in the show count. Just to make it very clear that the judge doesn't hang 
on the cat and the cat is not included in the show count. We're going to suggest adding the same 
language at the end of B as well. Mastin: And Ed, that is consistent in other show rules, correct? 
Raymond: Correct. That language is already in c., which is not shown because it's not being 
amended.  

Bennett: Perhaps I'm overthinking this, but we require three NA/IMs to say ineligible. So 
are we saying one NA/IM will automatically reduce it from the show count? Raymond: That is 
what was suggested. This change came from Vicki. Nye: This is no different than the disqualify. 
In the United States or Regions 1-9, it would require everyone to NA/IM the cat for it to be 
removed from the count. Right now, if one judge disqualifies a cat for undescended testicles, it 
would have no impact on the count unless the cat was absent in every other ring or every judge 
did so. My issue with the way the rule is currently written is that in areas where we have the 70% 
requirement, if all the judges NA/IM or NA/COND the cat, it still counts in the count. There are 
no repercussions for these (alleged) stuffers that are being entered and shown in poor condition. 
They still are in the count. We're not going to stop this from happening unless we have bay 
check-in. The class is judged as if the entry were not present, only in that judge's ring. It's not 
going to have an impact if just one judge withholds, but in Regions 1-9 if all the judges agree, or 
if 70% of the judges in other parts of the world agree, then the cat is taken out of the count. 
Raymond: I thought Vicki's original request was to have some consequences for having an 
NA/IM or an NA/COND, and that such a cat would not be included in the count. I thought it was 
a one-strike rule. Nye: No, it's the same language as DISQ/UT or any other DISQ. Raymond: I 
was proposing to make it the same as the NA/IE. Mastin: So then as it's underlined currently, the 
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class is judged as if the entry were not present. Is that still valid? Raymond: For that particular 
ring, yes, but it doesn't have an impact on the show count unless it happens from all judges. 
DelaBar: We are not doing by-ring scoring. The way this has been written would require that it 
is to be removed from the count, but only for that ring. We need to write our rules so everyone, 
including those that are speaking English as a third, fourth, etc. language can get the same 
interpretation of that rule as people in the U.S. who are native English speakers. Let's try to make 
this as easy to understand as possible. The way it originally read to me and to Pauli was that if 
the cat received NA/IM in one of the rings, then it was taken from the show count altogether. 
That is what I objected to. The one thing that sets me off is the class is judged as if the entry 
were not present. Mastin: I agree with you. I read it the same way. Maybe that sentence, the 
class is judged as if the entry were not present, needs in that ring.  

Anger: I would like to propose two amendments to a., at the end, if the entry were not 
present in that ring, and b., the class is judged as if the entry were not present in that ring. 
Krzanowski: I accept the amended wording. Bennett: I accept. Raymond: I don't see an issue 
with adding those words, although my proposal would be to add them in a different place in the 
sentence, because we're really talking about what's happening for judging. So I would say the 
class is judged in that ring as if the entry were not present. Mastin: Rachel, are you OK with 
that? Anger: Yes. Mastin: Carol, do you accept? Krzanowski: Yes. Mastin: And Jacqui, do 
you accept? Bennett: Yes. Raymond: We need to make the same change to b. Nye: I agree 
wholeheartedly with those two changes. Nye: This is the same wording that we have for 
disqualify. There just weren't any repercussions to this happening multiple times at the same 
show. This effectively only applies to scoring of the show and calculating the count. Anger: 
We're overthinking it. This is the language that I'm familiar with and comfortable with. I think 
we should just leave that as amended and move on. Mastin: OK, Carol, are you sticking with 
what you have revised? Krzanowski: Yes, I will stay with the same revised motion.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. DelaBar voting no. 

7. Amend Show Rule 11.24.c. and f. to clarify that a DISQ/BITE or DISQ-UT rating 
is required from three different judges in order for a cat not to be eligible for entry in 
conformation judging. 

Article XI: During The 
Show – Judging and 
Awards -- Amend 11.24 

Central Office  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

11.24 Disqualified by the judge. 

... 

c. A judge must disqualify and dismiss from his ring 
any cat or kitten that bites, cannot be judged in the 
judging ring, or that is, in his judgment, behaving in 
a recalcitrant or threatening manner. This rule does 
not apply to cats after the completion of judging of 
color classes. When a judge makes a disqualification 

11.24 Disqualified by the judge. 

... 

c. A judge must disqualify and dismiss from his ring 
any cat or kitten that bites, cannot be judged in the 
judging ring, or that is, in his judgment, behaving in 
a recalcitrant or threatening manner. This rule does 
not apply to cats after the completion of judging of 
color classes. When a judge makes a disqualification 
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based on having been bitten, the judge shall record 
on the judging color class sheet “DISQ/BITE,” 
otherwise indicate just DISQ if the disqualification 
is based on recalcitrant or threatening behavior. (See 
paragraphs 11.19.c and 11.19.d). 

The Central Office shall record the DISQ/BITE on 
each cat. When three judges have recorded 
“DISQ/BITE” for any cat deemed to behave in a 
manner that injures the judge, the cat shall not be 
eligible for entry at any CFA show other than in 
Agility competition. 

... 

f. The Central Office shall record the “DISQ-UT” 
judges’ opinion in an appropriate manner. When 
three judges have disqualified any adult male cat for 
lack of having descended testicles, the cat shall never 
again be eligible for entry at any CFA show except 
that said cat may be entered and shown in 
Premiership (It is highly recommended that any such 
cat be examined by a veterinarian and surgical 
procedures as required for neutering be undergone) 
or in Agility competition. 

...  

based on having been bitten, the judge shall record 
on the judging color class sheet “DISQ/BITE,” 
otherwise indicate just DISQ if the disqualification is 
based on recalcitrant or threatening behavior. (See 
paragraphs 11.19.c and 11.19.d). 

The Central Office shall record the DISQ/BITE on 
each cat. When three different judges, whether at the 
same show or across multiple shows, have recorded 
“DISQ/BITE” for any cat deemed to behave in a 
manner that injures the judge, the cat shall not be 
eligible for entry at any CFA show other than in 
Agility competition. 

... 

f. The Central Office shall record the “DISQ-UT” 
judges’ opinion in an appropriate manner. When 
three different judges, whether at the same show or 
across multiple shows, have disqualified any adult 
male cat for lack of having descended testicles, the 
cat shall never again be eligible for entry at any CFA 
show except that said cat may be entered and shown 
in Premiership (It is highly recommended that any 
such cat be examined by a veterinarian and surgical 
procedures as required for neutering be undergone) 
or in Agility competition. 

... 

RATIONALE: Cats marked as DISQ/BITE or DISQ-UT by three different judges are ineligible to be 
entered in a CFA show whether those ratings are given at the same show or across multiple shows. 

Raymond: We're just clarifying that it's three different judges, and it can be at the same 
show or across multiple shows.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

8. Amend Show Rule 26.03 to require handlers to wear foot coverings. 

Article XXVI: Agility – 
Obtaining Titles & 
Scoring – Amend 26.03 

Vicki Jensen  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

26.03 Agility handlers are required to wear low 
heeled shoes. Running barefoot is acceptable. 

It is the responsibility of the handler to be sure that 
he/she and the cat are physically able to run the 
course. 

26.03 Agility handlers are required to wear low 
heeled shoes or other foot coverings. Running 
barefoot is acceptable. 
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It is the responsibility of the handler to be sure that 
he/she and the cat are physically able to run the 
course. 

RATIONALE: Update handler requirements to require foot coverings in order to protect other participants 
and their cats from diseases. 

Raymond: #8. This was brought back from an amendment passed in October that 
allowed agility participants to run barefoot. Griswold: The Agility Committee is OK with this 
because it includes things like socks.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

9. Amend Show Rule 28.04.b. to reduce the number of points required for a Grand Premier 
title in China and Hong Kong to 50. 

Article XXVIII: 
Obtaining Titles -- 
Grands – Amend 28.04b 

International Division Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

28.04 … 

b. Grand Point Requirements for the Grand 
Champion and Grand Premier title are as shown in 
the following table based on location of cat 
ownership: 

 GC GP 
 Country/Area Pts Rqd Pts Rqd 

Regions 1-9 except as noted, China 200 75 

Maritime Provinces of Canada, United 
 Kingdom, Ireland, Malta, Hawaii, 
 Mexico, Russia east of the Ural  
 Mountains, International Division  
 (except Hong Kong, China, Malaysia, 
 Thailand, Taiwan, Vietnam &  
 Indonesia)  75 25 

Hong Kong 125 75 

Thailand, Indonesia 125 25 

Malaysia  125 50 

Ukraine  200 25 

Taiwan and Vietnam 90 40 

.... 

28.04 ... 

b. Grand Point Requirements for the Grand 
Champion and Grand Premier title are as shown in 
the following table based on location of cat 
ownership: 

 GC GP 
 Country/Area Pts Rqd Pts Rqd 

Regions 1-9 except as noted, China 200 75 

Maritime Provinces of Canada, United 
 Kingdom, Ireland, Malta, Hawaii, 
 Mexico, Russia east of the Ural  
 Mountains, International Division  
 (except Hong Kong, China, Malaysia, 
 Thailand, Taiwan, Vietnam &  
 Indonesia)  75 25 

China  200 50 

Hong Kong 125 75 

Thailand, Indonesia 125 25 

Hong Kong and Malaysia 125 50 

Ukraine  200 25 

Taiwan and Vietnam 90 40 

.... 

RATIONALE: We want to encourage of premiership exhibitors to continue to support our CFA shows in 
Hong Kong and China. There are not enough entries in Premiership to justify a 75 point requirement at this 
time. This can be monitored and changed if needed in the future. 
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Raymond: Let me point out that for the first time in many years, we will not have an 
addendum for grand points. We're going back to the permanent show rule. The change here is 
simply to require 50 points for grand premiers in China and Hong Kong. Folks in Hong Kong 
would like lower numbers. Griswold: We have several areas that have very, very few premiers 
being shown. Some of the clubs that are involved with this were worried about it. The ID Chair 
wants to make sure Hong Kong has grand premier points at 50, instead of 75. Raymond: That 
was Darrell's original request and that's what this show rule does. Mastin: Marilee, based on the 
way it's written, is this what the ID Committee recommended? Griswold: It is. In previous 
discussions, this was 75 before in Hong Kong and we reduced it to 50. Mastin: Based on 
Darrell's request, that's what's written here in the report. Hong Kong and Malaysia are both set at 
50. Raymond: If I can provide a little context. The addendum that has been in place for the last 
couple of years had Hong Kong along with most of the ID at 75 points for grand champions and 
25 points for grand premiers. While this is a reduction from the old permanent show rule, which 
was 150 and 75, it is an increase for premiership from what they've had for the last couple of 
years in the addendum version of this show rule. Nye: Though I do support this, I'm looking at a 
show this weekend in Hong Kong and their premiership count is 41. This may be a one-off, but 
sometimes we reduce these points and we probably need to take a look at historically what kind 
of count they really are typically getting because a show that's got 41, they're very capable of 
getting enough points to grand. I just don't want to make it too easy, like it was when it was 25. 
Altschul: I feel like we've made a lot of addendum changes for post-COVID or wars and I think 
other areas are taking advantage of that. Without seeing the data from these areas that are asking 
for additional exceptions, we can't vote on this, in good faith. We need to see the data. What 
Vicki said tells me that they're getting premiership counts just as good as we are here in the 
States. I can't support this without the data to back it up. Krzanowski: I would like to table this 
until we do get some entry number data. I think that would be valuable. I'm trying to determine 
what the number should be. DelaBar: What data do you need from what areas? Krzanowski: 
We definitely need Hong Kong and maybe we should look at all of them. DelaBar: I have data, 
which I have provided to the board in a different matter which we will discuss tomorrow. I am 
happy with what we have right now for Regions 1-9. Currle: We should go ahead and vote on 
this just the way it's written. We know the trends. It's a very important aspect as far as the growth 
of this association. I'd like us to act upon this and take a vote. Raymond: Time is of the essence 
here. Once this meeting ends, I'll be working with Central Office to incorporate all of the 
changes into the show rule document that will need to go to the printers and be ready in time for 
the new season. We don't have a lot of time left. Huhtaniemi: I agree with what Carissa said 
earlier. I looked at the numbers from eCat and there is more shows in Hong Kong than we have 
in Europe, and the premiership counts are much higher, much better than what we have in 
Europe. They should go back to normal numbers, no exceptions anymore. Griswold: The 
biggest concerns from Hong Kong was that grand premier was going to go up to 75. A modest 
increase up to 50 from what it was at 25 was tolerable for them, but the 75 was not going to be 
palatable.  

Mastin called the motion [to table]. Motion Carried. Webb, Griswold and Currle voting 
no. 

Mastin: Allene and James, can you get any information on the Hong Kong premiership 
count for this year's shows. Tartaglia: I'm sure we can get what you need – just the premiership 
count for Hong Kong shows. That's available. Mastin: The show rule that's in question right now 
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is, Hong Kong is currently set based on the addendum is 25. The proposal from the ID was to 
raise it to 50. It got tabled because there was a comment that at this weekend’s show, there was 
41 entered in premiership and it brought a discussion. Carissa wanted more data. Carol then 
agreed to table to obtain more data. So we're going to need help from Central Office to get the 
data. Between you and James, if we can get it for this weekend, good. Raymond: It's not just the 
total premiership count you need. You need to also divide between grands and opens and 
premiers. The addendum is at 25 right now. That addendum automatically ends at the end of this 
year. We're not raising it, because that addendum was a one year thing. We're actually lowering 
it from 75 to 50. It just depends on how you look at it.  

* * * * * 

[from Sunday] 9. Amend Show Rule 28.04.b. to reduce the number of points required for a 
Grand Premier title in China and Hong Kong to 50. 

[Secretary’s Note: The following discussion originally occurred in executive session. A motion 
was made by Mrs. Bennett, seconded by Ms. DelaBar and unanimously carried to move the 
entire Sunday executive session Show Rules discussion into open session.] 

Article XXVIII: 
Obtaining Titles -- 
Grands – Amend 28.04b 

International Division Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

28.04  ... 

b. Grand Point Requirements for the Grand 
Champion and Grand Premier title are as shown in 
the following table based on location of cat 
ownership: 

                                                GC          GP 
Country/Area                       Pts Rqd     Pts Rqd 

Regions 1-9 except as noted, 
China                                       200            75 

Maritime Provinces of  
Canada, United Kingdom, 
Ireland, Malta, Hawaii, Mexico, 
Russia east of the Ural Mountains, 
International Division (except 
Hong Kong, China, Malaysia, 
Thailand, Taiwan, Vietnam, & 
Indonesia)                                 75             25 

Hong Kong                              125            75 

28.04  ... 

b. Grand Point Requirements for the Grand 
Champion and Grand Premier title are as shown in 
the following table based on location of cat 
ownership: 

                                                GC          GP 
Country/Area                       Pts Rqd     Pts Rqd 

Regions 1-9 except as noted, 
China                                       200            75 

Maritime Provinces of  
Canada, United Kingdom, 
Ireland, Malta, Hawaii, Mexico, 
Russia east of the Ural Mountains, 
International Division (except 
Hong Kong, China, Malaysia, 
Thailand, Taiwan, Vietnam, & 
Indonesia)                                 75             25 

China                                       200             50 
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Thailand, Indonesia                 125            25 

Malaysia                                  125            50 

Ukraine                                    200            25 

Taiwan and Vietnam                 90             40 

.... 

Hong Kong                              125            75 

Thailand, Indonesia                 125            25 

Hong Kong and Malaysia        125            50 

Ukraine                                    200            25 

Taiwan and Vietnam                 90            40 

.... 

RATIONALE: We want to encourage of premiership exhibitors to continue to support our CFA shows in 
Hong Kong and China. There are not enough entries in Premiership to justify a 75 point requirement at this 
time. This can be monitored and changed if needed in the future. 

 
 

Raymond: OK, we're bringing back right now what was #9 yesterday, that's the 
amendment of Show Rule 28.04.b. to reduce the number of grand points required for grand 
premier title in China and Hong Kong to 50. We've added to the end of this document some 
show counts that James Simbro and Dick Kallmeyer prepared so you can see what the number of 
premiers entered across shows in Hong Kong and Taiwan this season. There are just a little over 
4 premiers per show average in Hong Kong. So far this year in Hong Kong there have been 33 
grand premiers, of which 13 were one show grands. That's on a 25 point basis. According to my 
calculations, with these numbers at 50 points, a cat could theoretically grand in just over 10 rings 
in Hong Kong. In Taiwan, the numbers are higher, but the number of shows is less. They're 
averaging 16 premiers or opens per show. There have been 14 grand premiers so far this season, 
11 of which were one show grands. That again was at 25. I do not see the proposed numbers as 
being too high. Mastin: OK thanks for that feedback, Ed.  

Altschul: These numbers that they're giving at their shows are very comparable to what 
we're getting here in Regions 1-7, so I think raising the grand points to 75 for premiership and 
200 for championship is appropriate. They have comparable shows to what we have here and it's 
time to let these changes go away and everybody's on the same field again. Currle: I'd like to 
hear from Darrell and Matt as to why they would prefer it to be moved to 50. Newkirk: I'm 
going to defer to Matt since Matt is the one who did the polling with the clubs. So, if you don't 
mind, he has better input than I do. Wong: We're looking for a more gradual change. While the 
show size, especially in February, March and April, are comparable with some of the shows in 
Regions 1-9, but the number of shows that people can go to are definitely less. Both Hong Kong 
and Taiwan are not really feasible to travel to other shows. We heard all the stats and it's true. 
Some of the cats manage one show grand, but there are also many others that have to try multiple 
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shows, which is fair. I understand grand is a very prestigious title, so people should work hard 
for it, but considering that the number of shows in Hong Kong is relatively limited and the 
number of participants that we're trying to encourage people to participate, we're hoping for a 
more gradual change, rather than from 25 to 75. People think it's three times harder, so a lot of 
people just wouldn't try. So it may be a gradual change to 50. We were hoping for 40 and 90 (90 
for grand champion, 40 for grand premier), but I hear you, 50 is what we can potentially 
negotiate here. I think the clubs can understand. Of course, if you ask the clubs, we're at the 
opposite side of the table. Most people want it slightly easier, so I hear that, but the 
overwhelming response from the region, I hope the board will take into consideration. 
Raymond: I want to point out that for Hong Kong, the proposal is to move them to 50 for Grand 
Premier, not to 75. I'd also note that there were 45 opens or premiers entered in shows this 
season in Hong Kong. 33 of those cats have already granded, so they're no longer in the 
Premiership numbers. I think one reason the Premiership numbers may be lower is, cats are 
granding and not coming back for a second or third show as premiers. I don't know whether 
they're being shown as grands or not, but they're certainly not being shown as premiers. 
Newkirk: I went back and looked at my files for the Hong Kong Black Cat show that was held 
last weekend. There were 6 premiers and a total of 33 or 36. I went back to Exotic Fans at the 
beginning of January, and there was only 4. There's not a lot of premiers. If you took it to 75, 
like Carissa is suggesting, it's going to take forever for these cats to grand premier. So, like Matt 
said, a modest increase. We're actually doubling it. I think people will accept that, but anything 
higher than that, I believe, will negatively impact us.  

Griswold: I was hoping to get some feedback from Matthew on Taiwan, as well, because 
this proposal is increasing it to 90/40 from the 75/25. Wong: For Taiwan, I really hope we could 
just keep it at 75/25 for a couple more seasons, because we only start to have some momentum 
going in Taiwan at CFA this season and last season. The number of organizers are practically 
just really two clubs. They are putting on multiple shows, we are doing a lot of education there. 
There are a lot of participants who are already in the pet industry, but a lot of them are for those 
who have seen the standard are not quite CFA and they're really working hard and willing to go 
for CFA standard. So, I think for the kind of education and welcome them to the CFA family. If 
we can keep Taiwan for 75/25 for one more season, and see if they could still get these a few 
shows – as I said, it's only a handful of shows going – then maybe we could correct it. For 
Taiwan, I really think 75/25 is more suitable since there are only a handful of shows and 
basically two clubs organizing it. If one club decided that it's too much effort, I give up, then we 
will end up being like Korea, where we have no show now. I'm hoping that for Taiwan, we can 
keep it 75/25. Mastin: Are you also hoping that China will be 200/50? Wong: China is a very 
different ballgame. I think for China, they are going for kitten and championship. Premier, they 
have very few entries. So I think for China, of course, if the premiership proposal is 50, I think 
that's pretty fair. They will be same as Hong Kong. As for champion, looking at the scoreboard 
of the top 25, the number of entries there is just huge right now. Mastin: So you're comfortable 
with China 200 for championship and 50 for premiership? Wong: They will still think I haven’t 
done my job, but I find it hard to defend when they have 100 champions in one single show. 
Mastin: The reason for the question is, we’ve got two proposals for Taiwan and Vietnam. 
Raymond: It's right. Mastin: So the proposal for Taiwan is 90/40, correct? Raymond: Yes. 
Mastin: And the proposal for China is 200/50. Correct? Raymond: That is correct. I want to 
point out that the addendum for the last couple of years has had China at 150/50. Darrell did not 
want to change the premiership requirement, but he was OK with bringing the grand 
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championship requirement up to what it used to be. I wanted to point out that for Taiwan, they 
only have two shows. They had a total of 32 opens and premiers entered across those two shows. 
I don't know how many of them are unique cats and how many of them the same cat was entered 
in both shows, but of those, you had 14 grand premiers, 11 of which were one show grands. The 
current average premiers per show in Taiwan is 16. In Regions 1-7, 12.58. Regions 1-7 require 
75 points. Here, it's only a requirement of 40 points. So, it seems fair, in my opinion. Anger: I 
have two questions. One is the recent situation where we had to do an exception for the ID 
awards banquet for the exhibitors from Taiwan brought to my attention that they're a separate 
entity. Is that correct? So if you're an exhibitor in Taiwan, only your points earned in Taiwan will 
count. Is that correct? Raymond: Yes. That is what the current show rules provide. You passed a 
change of that yesterday that allows points across the ID to count everywhere with exceptions for 
the AWA area. Anger: Perfect, but that does make the point that Taiwan is kind of a separate 
entity. You can't just drive and go to a show in another country. So they have a little difficulty 
getting out and about to earn those points. Their two shows in Taiwan are what they're counting 
on, so I'm supporting Matt's proposal to keep it where it is. My question is Vietnam. We're 
talking about Taiwan. For some reason, they were lumped together in the beginning. Is there a 
reason that we would separate them out if we only kept the scoring in Taiwan the way it is now 
and not change Vietnam? Raymond: This is what the permanent show rules have provided for 
before the exceptions during the COVID era. For the last few years, Taiwan and Vietnam have 
both benefited from the addendum exception that made the requirement 75/25. Newkirk: I 
would like to keep Taiwan and Vietnam together. Anger: Good. Newkirk: Both of these are 
emerging markets for us. Taiwan was active, but after COVID, they weren't. They're even 
expressing interest of hosting the ID banquet. I didn't want to award them that privilege this year 
because they're a new club. Thailand stepped up, but I have indicated that Taiwan would be in 
the running to host the banquet the following year. We don't want to discourage these people. 
They may have a few more one-show grands, but that just piques their interest and hopefully 
we'll get more people in and supporting, and then we can gradually raise these numbers next year 
or the year after. Wong: Taiwan definitely is a lot harder to travel. They could go to one or two 
places, but the cost is pretty expensive. Vietnam, they could supposedly go to Southeast Asia, 
like Thailand or maybe Malaysia. But again, as you said it right, we only have like one or two or 
five shows in a new country, which really we're grooming and incubating that market. So I 
totally get it. We want to bring up the standard, but I think during this incubation stage, I hope 
for a bit more generous and maintain this 75/25 for Vietnam and Taiwan. Once you get three or 
four clubs willing to do shows and compete, and then you see that they have a stabilized 
registration and gene pool, then we can gradually move up. Taiwan right now, the registration 
number is looking pretty decent and healthy within ID. We definitely want to be a bit more 
commercial with them. We can keep 75/25 with Vietnam and also  Taiwan, because we're 
growing them. The participants will be very keen. Mastin: Darrell, are you in agreement with 
Matthew on Taiwan and Vietnam at 75/25? Newkirk: I am. Krzanowski: I agree to amend the 
motion. DelaBar: Central and South America does come under the 75/25, correct? The other 
question I have is the minimum points required for a divisional win in Central and South 
America. Do you know what it is? Raymond: They would be 75/25. On the DW chart, all of the 
ID have the same DW point minimums, except Africa and West Asia and Singapore. DelaBar: 
So, where we have no clubs and no shows, we're requiring how many points? Raymond: For 
kittens, a hundred points and the counting 25 placements. Championship is 200 and 25 places. 
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Premiership is a hundred points and household pet is 50. DelaBar: We have action now in South 
America.  

Griswold: I wanted to bring up something with regards to these numbers in Taiwan. 
When we have a brand new market, like Taiwan and to some extent, Vietnam, when you first 
have cats showing in premiership, they're all premiers, so we have larger premier counts versus 
the total counts. They grand quickly, and then the premier count goes down. To me, it seems like 
when you first open a market, you do get this bump because you have a lot of champions, you 
have a lot of premiers. They've never been shown before, and so as time goes by, that equalizes 
quite a bit more. I'm agreeing with Matt and Darrell that we need to support these brand new 
markets and I hope you will consider that. Altschul: I really struggle. I cannot support 25 in 
premiership when they're going to be able to grand their cats in a ring and a half. It's just not 
reasonable when they granted 75% of the cats that they showed. That doesn't even happen in 
Regions 1-7. That's not supporting a market, that's giving away titles. It's making the titles not 
something they're really having to work for. People like easy titles, but they respect things they 
have to work harder for. I don't think Taiwan is necessarily a new market. We've been there for 
many years. They've had many shows. They even had some national winners last year in 
championship. If anybody feels the same way I do, we can vote this down because I do support 
the changes in China and I'm fine with the changes for Hong Kong, but I do not support dropping 
Taiwan and Vietnam down. It cheapens the titles.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Altschul and Moyer voting no.  

Newkirk: I would like to thank the board for supporting this. I also want to mention that 
I judged with Anne Mathis. She's my subcommittee chair for South America, and she told me 
that there's interest in starting a new club there. So hopefully we'll have something at an 
upcoming meeting. I will continue to monitor the counts for these shows in Taiwan, Vietnam, 
which I monitor all the clubs and keep a file on each show. I will again offer an invitation for any 
board member, if you wish to see a brief summary, a show count, a show flyer, marked catalog 
even, Cathy Dunham sends those over. I keep a file on every ID show that we have.  

10. Amend SR Article XXXVI to clarify where points may be earned for regional and 
divisional awards. 

Article XXXVI 
National/Regional/Divisional 
Awards Program 

Amend: Regional Awards and 
National/Regional/Divisional 
Assignment 

International Committee/Central Office 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

Regional Awards 

1. All regional awards given in regions 1–7 and 
region 9 are based only on points earned in regions 
1–7 and region 9 by exhibitors residing in regions 1–

Regional Awards 

1. All regional awards given in regions 1–7 and 
region 9 are based only on points earned in regions 
1–7 and region 9 by exhibitors residing in regions 1–
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7 and region 9. Cats/kittens/household pets may be 
shown in more than one of these regions and the 
points earned in shows outside the owner’s region of 
residence will be included in the scoring process. No 
cat/kitten/household pet may receive awards in more 
than one of these regions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show may also be used toward these 
awards. 

2. All regional awards given in region 8 are based on 
points earned in region 8 or at the CFA International 
show. 

3. All awards given in Hawaii are based only on 
points earned in Hawaii by exhibitors residing in this 
area. Points at the CFA International show may also 
be used toward these awards. 

4. Awards given in the International Division are 
based only on points earned in the International 
Division with the following exceptions: a) 
cats/kittens/household pets from outside of the China 
DW Award geographical area may NOT earn points 
at shows in the China DW Award geographical area, 
b) only points earned at Singapore shows will be 
accrued towards Singapore DW awards, c) only 
points earned at Taiwan shows will be accrued 
towards Taiwan DW awards, d) only points earned 
at Africa/Western Asia shows will be accrued 
toward Africa/Western Asia DW awards, e) only 
points earned at Central/South America shows will 
be accrued toward Central/South America DW 
awards, and f) only points earned at shows in Israel 
will be accrued toward Israel DW awards. In 
addition, points earned at the CFA International 
show may be used toward this award. 

5. A cat/kitten/household pet whose owner changes 
residence or whose ownership changes and is 
otherwise eligible, may receive awards in a region 
within regions 1–7, region 8, region 9, and/or 
Hawaii, and/or the International division. These 
multiple awards are not prohibited. However, no 
more than one NW will be issued to the same cat in 
the same category in one show season, e.g., a cat may 
earn a title in kitten and championship/premiership 
during the same season, but not two awards in any 
category. 

6. Points earned at any licensed CFA show outside 
of the China DW award geographical area may be 
used toward the receipt of any National award. Only 
cats residing in the China DW award geographical 

7 and region 9. Cats/kittens/household pets may be 
shown in more than one of these regions and the 
points earned in shows outside the owner’s region of 
residence will be included in the scoring process. No 
cat/kitten/household pet may receive awards in more 
than one of these regions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA corporate, 
may also be used toward these awards. 

2. All regional awards given in region 8 are based on 
points earned in region 8 or at the CFA International 
show, produced by CFA corporate. 

3. All awards given in Hawaii are based only on 
points earned in Hawaii by exhibitors residing in this 
area. Points at the CFA International show, produced 
by CFA corporate, may also be used toward these 
awards. 

4. All divisional awards given in the International 
Division are based only on points earned in 
International Division by exhibitors residing in 
International Division. Cats/kittens/household pets 
may be shown in more than one of these divisions 
and the points earned in shows outside the owner’s 
division of residence will be included in the scoring 
process, except that only points earned in the 
Africa/Asia West geographic area will be counted 
toward awards in that division. No cat/kitten/ 
household pet may receive awards in more than one 
of these divisions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA corporate, 
may also be used toward these awards. 

Awards given in the International Division are based 
only on points earned in the International Division 
with the following exceptions: a) cats/kittens/ 
household pets from outside of the China DW Award 
geographical area may NOT earn points at shows in 
the China DW Award geographical area, b) only 
points earned at Singapore shows will be accrued 
towards Singapore DW awards, c) only points earned 
at Taiwan shows will be accrued towards Taiwan 
DW awards, d) only points earned at Africa/Western 
Asia shows will be accrued toward Africa/Western 
Asia DW awards, e) only points earned at 
Central/South America shows will be accrued 
toward Central/South America DW awards, and f) 
only points earned at shows in Israel will be accrued 
toward Israel DW awards. In addition, points earned 
at the CFA International show may be used toward 
this award. 
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area may use points earned in the China DW award 
geographical area toward any National award. 

National/Regional/Divisional Assignment 

…  

4. To be eligible for a regional award, including a 
regional breed award, a cat/kitten/household pet 
must be shown at least once in the competitive 
category in the region of final assignment. To be 
eligible for a national award, including a national 
breed award, a cat/kitten/household pet must be 
shown at least once in the competitive category in 
the national area of final assignment. Exhibiting at 
the CFA International Cat Show does not satisfy this 
requirement (see 4.1) 

… 

5. A cat/kitten/household pet whose owner changes 
residence or whose ownership changes and is 
otherwise eligible, may receive awards in a region 
within regions 1–7, region 8, region 9, and/or 
Hawaii, and/or the International division. These 
multiple awards are not prohibited. However, no 
more than one of the same national award title (NW, 
RW, DW, BW) NW will be issued to the same cat in 
the same category in one show season, e.g., a cat may 
earn a title in kitten and championship/premiership 
during the same season, but not two awards in any 
category. 

6. Points earned at any licensed CFA show outside 
of the China DW award geographical area may be 
used toward the receipt of any National award. Only 
cats residing in the China DW award geographical 
area may use points earned in the China DW award 
geographical area toward any National award. 

National/Regional/Divisional Assignment 

…  

4. To be eligible for a regional/divisional award, 
including a regional/divisional breed award, a 
cat/kitten/household pet must be shown at least once 
in the competitive category in the region/division of 
final assignment. To be eligible for a national award, 
including a national breed award, a cat/kitten/ 
household pet must be shown at least once in the 
competitive category in the national area of final 
assignment. Exhibiting at the CFA International Cat 
Show, produced by CFA corporate, does not satisfy 
this requirement (see 4.1) 

… 

RATIONALE: An exception to this SR was made for exhibitors attending their divisional awards banquet 
outside their division of residence. This SR change makes the exception permanent. Cost to accommodate 
the programming change would be $600.00 

Raymond: Previously, there was some confusion in the International Division. Points for 
certain divisional awards could only be earned in that division. This opens it up so it's like 
Regions 1-9 where the points can be earned anywhere, with the exception of Africa/West Asia. 
This was supported by the ID Committee. DelaBar: My only problem is with the verbiage 
produced by CFA corporate, which outside the U.S. means very little. Raymond: The language 
was added because we're finding that shows put on, particularly in Asia, like to have CFA 
international in their name and we're trying to distinguish that it's only the CFA International 
Show that CFA itself puts on – not put on by a region, not put on by a club. It's the one that's put 
on by CFA, the corporate organization. That's why that language is there. DelaBar: I think 
you're adding confusing language over basically one instance. If we required the clubs in the 
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International Division to use CFA International Division, that makes a lot more sense than CFA 
corporate. When you use corporate, depending upon many countries, they're looking at more 
taxable type things. Mastin: Ed, is the rationale for the added language due to the CFA 
International Show that's produced by corporate, because it's a blackout weekend and the only 
show in the year? Raymond: That is the only show that is an exception to the rules where points 
are counted. From the CFA International Show, points are in the count for all of the awards. 
Mastin: So you're specifically trying to identify the difference between the CFA International 
Show versus overseas calling it a CFA international show? Raymond: Correct. Tamura: Why is 
Region 8 is out from that? Raymond: That's how the show rule has always been. Previously 
Region 9 had the same limitations as Region 8. One of their clubs brought a motion to the annual 
a few years ago to have them treated the same way as Regions 1-7, and that passed. There was 
no request for that change in Region 8. Nye: The current rule is that for our October show, which 
we call “CFA International Show”, exhibitors that come from China or Thailand can count 
points earned there for their divisional awards. This last season, we had a joint China and ID 
award show, which occurred in Malaysia. People travel from other areas of the ID to go to a 
show like that. Someone from Taiwan came to the show, and they don't get to keep their points 
for their division. They would like to have the same basis that we have here for our International 
Show in October, for their once-a-year international show. They decided to name it CFA 
Corporate to distinguish that from any other show that they put on, because many of them use 
“CFA international show” in the name of their show. Tartaglia: There’s a reason for this 
change. People are getting confused. They think if it's called “CFA international show”, the 
points count anywhere and that's not accurate. Just because you name your show “CFA 
international show” doesn't necessarily mean points count everywhere. DelaBar: I have no 
problem with the concept of all this. My only concern was on the use of the term “corporate.” 
Mastin: Do you have a better word than corporate? Krzanowski: I do not wish to change it, 
mainly because I really cannot think of a better word to use other than corporate. So, I would 
rather keep it this way. Bennett: I agree with Carol.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Huhtaniemi and DelaBar voting no. 

[From Sunday] 10. Amend SR Article XXXVI to replace “CFA Corporate” with “CFA Central 
Office”. 

Article XXXVI 
National/Regional/Divisional 
Awards Program 

Amend: Regional Awards 
and 
National/Regional/Divisional 
Assignment 

International Committee/Central Office 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

Regional Awards Regional Awards 
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1. All regional awards given in regions 1–7 and 
region 9 are based only on points earned in regions 
1–7 and region 9 by exhibitors residing in regions 1–
7 and region 9. Cats/kittens/household pets may be 
shown in more than one of these regions and the 
points earned in shows outside the owner’s region of 
residence will be included in the scoring process. No 
cat/kitten/household pet may receive awards in more 
than one of these regions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA corporate, 
may also be used toward these awards. 

2. All regional awards given in region 8 are based on 
points earned in region 8 or at the CFA International 
show, produced by CFA corporate. 

3. All awards given in Hawaii are based only on 
points earned in Hawaii by exhibitors residing in this 
area. Points at the CFA International show, produced 
by CFA corporate, may also be used toward these 
awards. 

4. All divisional awards given in the International 
Division are based only on points earned in 
International Division by exhibitors residing in 
International Division. Cats/kittens/household pets 
may be shown in more than one of these divisions 
and the points earned in shows outside the owner’s 
division of residence will be included in the scoring 
process, except that only points earned in the 
Africa/Asia West geographic area will be counted 
toward awards in that division. No cat/kitten/ 
household pet may receive awards in more than one 
of these divisions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA corporate, 
may also be used toward these awards. 

5. A cat/kitten/household pet whose owner changes 
residence or whose ownership changes and is 
otherwise eligible, may receive awards in a region 
within regions 1–7, region 8, region 9, and/or 
Hawaii, and/or the International division. These 
multiple awards are not prohibited. However, no 
more than one of the same national award title (NW, 
RW, DW, BW) will be issued to the same cat in the 
same category in one show season, e.g., a cat may 
earn a title in kitten and championship/premiership 
during the same season, but not two awards in any 
category. 

National/Regional/Divisional Assignment 

…  

1. All regional awards given in regions 1–7 and 
region 9 are based only on points earned in regions 
1–7 and region 9 by exhibitors residing in regions 1–
7 and region 9. Cats/kittens/household pets may be 
shown in more than one of these regions and the 
points earned in shows outside the owner’s region of 
residence will be included in the scoring process. No 
cat/kitten/household pet may receive awards in more 
than one of these regions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA Central Office 
corporate, may also be used toward these awards. 

2. All regional awards given in region 8 are based on 
points earned in region 8 or at the CFA International 
show, produced by CFA Central Office corporate. 

3. All awards given in Hawaii are based only on 
points earned in Hawaii by exhibitors residing in this 
area. Points at the CFA International show, produced 
by CFA Central Office corporate, may also be used 
toward these awards. 

4. All divisional awards given in the International 
Division are based only on points earned in 
International Division by exhibitors residing in 
International Division. Cats/kittens/household pets 
may be shown in more than one of these divisions 
and the points earned in shows outside the owner’s 
division of residence will be included in the scoring 
process, except that only points earned in the 
Africa/Asia West geographic area will be counted 
toward awards in that division. No cat/kitten/ 
household pet may receive awards in more than one 
of these divisions. Points earned at the CFA 
International show, produced by CFA Central Office 
corporate, may also be used toward these awards. 

5. A cat/kitten/household pet whose owner changes 
residence or whose ownership changes and is 
otherwise eligible, may receive awards in a region 
within regions 1–7, region 8, region 9, and/or 
Hawaii, and/or the International division. These 
multiple awards are not prohibited. However, no 
more than one of the same national award title (NW, 
RW, DW, BW) will be issued to the same cat in the 
same category in one show season, e.g., a cat may 
earn a title in kitten and championship/premiership 
during the same season, but not two awards in any 
category. 

National/Regional/Divisional Assignment 

…  
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4. To be eligible for a regional/divisional award, 
including a regional/divisional breed award, a 
cat/kitten/household pet must be shown at least once 
in the competitive category in the region/division of 
final assignment. To be eligible for a national award, 
including a national breed award, a cat/kitten/ 
household pet must be shown at least once in the 
competitive category in the national area of final 
assignment. Exhibiting at the CFA International Cat 
Show, produced by CFA corporate, does not satisfy 
this requirement (see 4.1) 

… 

 

4. To be eligible for a regional/divisional award, 
including a regional/divisional breed award, a 
cat/kitten/household pet must be shown at least once 
in the competitive category in the region/division of 
final assignment. To be eligible for a national award, 
including a national breed award, a cat/kitten/ 
household pet must be shown at least once in the 
competitive category in the national area of final 
assignment. Exhibiting at the CFA International Cat 
Show show, produced by CFA Central Office 
corporate, does not satisfy this requirement (see 4.1) 

RATIONALE: References to “the CFA International show, produced by CFA corporate” have been 
changed to “the CFA International Show, produced by CFA Central Office.”  The term “Central Office” is 
used throughout the show rules and is a known entity.  The other suggested term – headquarters – is not used 
in the show rules and would likely create questions. 

Raymond: This was an attempt to clean up the changes to Article XXXVI to replace 
“CFA corporate” with “CFA Central Office.” The term “Central Office” is all over the show 
rules. I think it's a pretty well-known, accepted and understood term. That is the only change. 
You passed all the other changes in this yesterday. Krzanowski: I just noticed something. In the 
beginning paragraphs, it says, Points earned at the CFA International show, produced by CFA 
Central Office, but if you go to the very last paragraph, it says, Exhibiting at the CFA 
International Cat Show, produced by CFA Central Office. Should we have that consistently 
named throughout? Mastin: Yes. And then “show” is capitalized here, but not in the other 
paragraphs. Raymond: OK. We can strike the word cat and lowercase the word show. 
Krzanowski: That works. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

C. 2026-2027 Show Rule Addendum Entries 

11. Extend the allowance of up to 50% guest judges in Region 9 and the International 
Division for the 2026-2027 show season. 

Addendum #1 Pam DelaBar 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

None. Notwithstanding the requirements of Show Rule 
3.13, for the 2026-2027 show season, a show held in 
Region 9 or the International Division may have up 
to 50% of its rings judged by guest judges. 

RATIONALE: Extends the current exception to Show Rule 3.13. 
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Raymond: Now we’re going to talk about the Show Rule addendums for the upcoming 
season. There are 6 of them. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

12. Extend the exception to the show license late fee found in SR 4.04 for Regions 8 and 9 for 
the 2026-2027 show season. 

Addendum  Pam DelaBar & International Division Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

 The show license late fee exception for Regions 8 
and 9, which allows shows to be licensed up to 30 
days before the opening day of the show without any 
penalty fee, is extended for the 2026-2027 show 
season. Additionally, shows in the International 
Division can be licensed up to 60 days prior to the 
opening day of the show without any penalty fee; 
shows licensed 59-30 days before the opening date 
of the show will incur the penalty fee listed in the 
current Price List. 

RATIONALE: Extends the current exception for Regions 8 and 9. While, at the request of the International 
Division Committee, the Board passed a change to SR 4.04 in October making China, Hong Kong, and 
Macau subject to the requirement that a show be licensed 90 days in advance in order to avoid a penalty, the 
International Division Committee now requests that all ID shows be allowed to be licensed without penalty 
up to 60 days before the opening day of the show in light of the fact that sponsorships are not always secured 
90 days in advance.  

Raymond: This rule has been in place for a while, so we may want to consider making it 
part of the permanent show rules when we come to this point next year. For Regions 8 and 9, the 
exception is 30 days. Show licenses for the ID can be licensed up to 60 days prior to the opening 
of the show without any penalty fee. Shows licensed 59 through 30 days will incur the penalty 
fee that's in the price list. This was a recent change from Darrell, even though the ID Committee 
had asked for, and the board had passed in October, a change to Show Rule 4.04, making China, 
Hong Kong, and Macau subject to the requirements that a show be licensed 90 days in advance. 
Mastin: OK, so the ID came back with 60. Griswold: The feedback we got was with obtaining 
the venue. Some clubs can't get their venue within that timeframe. The ID wanted to support 60 
days. Mastin: Aki, do you still want to keep Region 8 with 30 days? Tamura: Yes, we'll 
support this. Mastin: Pam, I know you supported it because you're listed as the submitter. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

13. Set the point minimums and maximum number of rings to be scored for National Awards 
for the 2026-2027 season as follows. 
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Addendum Show Rules Committee 

Proposed Wording 

Point minimums and the maximum number of rings to be scored for National Awards for the 2026-2027 
show season shall be as follows. 

REGIONS 1-9 

 

2024-2025 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2025-2026 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2026-2027 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

Kitten 500 (40) 1300 (40) 1300 (40) 
Championship 1000 (100) 3200 (100) 3200 (100) 
Premiership 500 (100) 1500 (100) 1500 (100) 
HHP 250 (75) 750 (100) 750 (100) 

     

     

CHINA (excluding Hong Kong & Macau) 

 

2024-2025 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2025-2026 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2026-2027 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

Kitten 500 (40) 1300 (40) 1300 (40) 
Championship 1000 (100) 3200 (100) 3200 (100) 
Premiership 500 (100) 500 (100) 500 (100) 
HHP 250 (75) 250 (50) 250 (50) 

     

INTERNATIONAL (including Hong Kong & Macau) 

 

2024-2025 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2025-2026 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

2026-2027 
Min Pts 
(Rings 
scored) 

Kitten 500 (20) 500 (20) 500 (20) 
Championship 1000 (50) 1000 (50) 1000 (50) 
Premiership 500 (50) 500 (50) 500 (50) 
HHP 250 (50) 250 (50) 250 (50) 
    

 

RATIONALE: The 2026-2027 point minimums are set at the same levels and with the same number of rings scored 
as the 2025-2026 season.  

Raymond: The point minimums and maximum number of rings to be scored for national 
awards for the 2026-2027 season are exactly the same as they are for the current season. 
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The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

14. Extend the waiver of the requirement that cats be shown in their region of residence in 
order to earn a DW in China for the 2026-2027 show season. 

Addendum International Division Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

None. Cats in China do not have to show in their specific 
area of residence (North China, East China, West 
China) to receive a DW in those areas and only need 
to exhibit in China. 

RATIONALE: Extends the current exception for one more year in recognition of the lack of shows in North 
China. 

Raymond: This has been in place for the past few years. My question to the ID Division 
will be, should we make this permanent? Is there still a reason next year to distinguish between 
three areas in China? Mastin: Marilee, why don't you take it back to the committee? Griswold: 
Sounds good.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

15. Extend for 2026-2027 show season the reduction in the minimum points required for an 
International Division Award in kitten, championship, premiership, and HHP in the AWS 
geographical area. 

Addendum to Article 
XXXVI – 
National/Regional/Divisi
onal Awards Program 

International Division Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

None.  To be eligible for an International Division Award in 
the Africa and western Asia (including the Middle 
East [minus Israel], Turkey, Iran, India, Maldives, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, 
etc.) geographical area of the International Division 
for the 2026-2027 Show Season, cats must earn a 
minimum of the following: 100 points in 
championship, 25 points in kitten, 20 points in 
premiership, and 25 points in household pet 
competition. 

RATIONALE: Extends the requirements in place for the current show season. 
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Raymond: This extends the requirements that are currently in place.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

16. Extend for 2026-2027 show season the reduction in the minimum points required for an 
International Division Award in the Singapore geographical area. 

Addendum to Article 
XXXVI – National/ 
Regional/Divisional 
Awards Program 

International Division Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

 To be eligible for an International Division Award in 
the Singapore geographical area of the International 
Division for the 2026-2027 Show Season, cats must 
earn a minimum of the following: 50 points in 
championship, 25 points in kitten, 50 points in 
premiership, and 25 points in household pet 
competition with no ring minimums. 

RATIONALE: Extends the requirements in place for the current show season. 

Raymond: This extends the reduction in minimum points for awards in the Singapore 
geographical area.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Future Projections for Committee: 

Unless an emergency arises, the Committee does not plan to bring forward any additional show 
rule changes for the 2026-2027 show season. The Committee will be working with Central Office 
to integrate all approved changes into the 2026-2027 Show Rules booklet and Addendum. That 
includes updating cross-references found within the show rules and updating the Index as 
necessary. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Ed Raymond, Chair 

Raymond: Next is working with Central Office to incorporate the record number of 
show rule changes that have been passed by the board this year into the show rules documents 

BREAK. 
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4. CENTRAL OFFICE OPERATIONS. 

 Submitted by: Allene Tartaglia, Executive Director 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Central Office – General 

There are no items pending for board review at this time.  

Respectfully submitted, 
s/Allene Tartaglia, Executive Director 

Central Office – IT Systems 

Microchip recording: As of 1/29/2026 we have had a little over 220 microchip records 
submitted to CFA. Microchips numbers are now included on cat registration certificates and 
pedigrees (only for the cat the pedigree is run on). 

CFA Logo Registered Trademark: We have begun the process of updating the cat and litter 
certificates, pedigrees, and other certificates with the CFA registered trademark logo. 

Color Validation Effectiveness: A process to track the effectiveness of the color validation logic 
has been developed. Staff is being trained in capturing this data, which will give us feedback on 
its effectiveness. We will provide the results of this at either the April or June board meeting. 

Completed/Pending Projects: 

CatTrack follow-up: Completed and in use. Automation to send reminders to individuals and 
breeders to complete un-submitted CatTrack cat applications and unpaid shopping cart items. 

DelaBar: Many years ago, after judging in China in 2003, I came back and we got started 
with a program to help develop pedigrees. Did we not call that Cat Track? I did not want 
confusion with the name. Simbro: To clarify on the name, the system was called CATS – Cat 
Ancestral Tracking System, not Cat Track.  

My Files: Pushed to a 2026-2027 budget. An enhancement to the current eCat system that will 
allow users to store pictures and files for each cat. There will be a base (free) service included in 
eCat with limited storage and then paid tier levels that offer additional storage. This model 
closely follows many of the “cloud” storage types of services. 

Calhoun: Have you included this cost in your budget? Simbro: Yes. We originally 
budgeted that in the 25-26 cycle, but we ended up using the money we spent on the new 
pedigrees with the QR code, and putting that online on eCat.  

Subscription Service: Operational soon pending new credit card processor. This program will 
be applied to recurring services and will allow eCat users to opt-in to automatic renewals. This 
will be immediately applied to ePoints subscriptions and later applied to any other similar 
services developed such as My Files. 
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Calhoun: You said “operational soon.” Do you have any definition around soon? 
Simbro: That we're working with a new credit card processor, and we're going through all the 
steps of that. Calhoun: What is soon? Are we talking about 30 days? Are we talking about a 
year? Tartaglia: 30 days is realistic.  

Breeder of Excellence: An estimate for programming to implement the Breeder of Excellence 
program was requested at December's board meeting. Allene and I first met with Marilee to 
gather necessary details before speaking with the programmer. After a couple discussions with 
the programmer, it’s been determined it will take 140-180 hours of programming time for the 
Breeder of Excellence initiative, depending on the complexity. For instance, adding someone as 
a Breeder of Excellence with a beginning and expiration date is relatively easy. However, 
determining when the Breeder of Excellence logo/icon can or can’t be printed on a litter 
certificate starts getting complicated. Adding something such as “register 5 cats, get one free” 
further complicates programming. 140-180 hours of programming time equates to 
approximately $27,000-35,000. 

Respectfully submitted, 
s/James Simbro 

  



40 

5. TREASURER’S SUMMARY. 

Treasurer Kathy Calhoun gave the following report: 

May 1, 2025 through December 31, 2025 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Balance Sheet Summary as of 12/31/2025 

Overview of Assets, Liabilities, and Equity 

Assets 

The organization holds total assets of $3,456,079.13. Current assets amount to $2,493,568.81, 
primarily consisting of bank accounts ($2,427,732.40), with Wells Fargo and Wells Fargo - 
0042 representing the largest balances. Other current assets include prepaid expenses 
($65,610.21), inventory ($226.20), and various prepaid annual and show expenses. Fixed assets 
total $962,510.32 and include office furniture, equipment, building assets, computer software 
projects, and accumulated depreciation. 

Liabilities 

Total liabilities are $104,205.27. Current liabilities of $104,205.27 consist of accounts payable 
($10,772.07), accruals ($44,675.18), and deferred income ($39,425.25). There are no long-term 
liabilities reported for this period. 

Equity 

Equity stands at $3,351,873.86, comprised of unrestricted net assets ($3,060,877.11), net income 
($290,976.75), and minor funds such as the Sy Howard Legislative Fund ($20.00). There is no 
prior year surplus or other restricted funds reported. 

Key Highlights 

 Strong cash position with over $2.4 million in bank accounts. 

 Prepaid expenses and annual event allocations contribute to current asset value. 

 Minimal liabilities, with no long-term debt recorded. 

 Healthy equity, reflecting a robust financial standing. 

Financial Summary as of 12/31/2026 

This financial summary provides an overview of the organization's income, expenses, and net 
results for the reporting period. 
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Income 

Total income amounted to $1,731,863.06. Major sources included: 

 Ordinary Income: $1,141,924.53, primarily from registrations (litter and individual), 
cattery fees, show-related fees, and other services. 

 Publications Income: $20,909.37, including ePoints and yearbook sales. 

 Marketing Income: $245.11 from branding activities. 

 Merchandise Income: $1,180.00 from product sales. 

 Annual Income: $94,942.42 from events such as the annual banquet, delegate fees, and 
regional hospitality. 

 CFACS Income: $472,661.63, including exhibitor fees, vendor booths, ticket sales, and 
sponsorships. 

Expenses 

Total expenses were $1,640,990.44. Key categories included: 

 Publications Expense: $1,134.36 

 Marketing Expense: $28,550.12 

 Central Office Expense: $754,442.94, with significant costs in compensation, contract 
labor, utilities, supplies, and insurance. 

 Computer Expense: $77,656.06 

 CFA Programs Schedule: $39,021.86 

 CFACS Expense: $424,431.52, covering administration, entertainment, show operations, 
and advertising. 

 Annual Event Expenses: $170,266.73 

 Corporate Expense: $96,960.65 which includes corporate, legal counsel, and board 
meeting expenses. 

 Legislative Expenses: $31,368.00 Net Results 

Net Operating Income: $90,872.62 

Other Expenses: $85,761.82, primarily depreciation and software costs. 

Net Income: $290,976.75 
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Highlights 

 Cat/Kitten Registration fees are the largest contributors to ordinary income. As of 
December 31, 2025, total registrations were $531,684 compared to prior year which was 
$457,600. This represents a 16.19% increase which is a $74,084 increase in revenue. 

 Cattery Registration including renewals have increased $5,110 increase in revenue. 

 Central Office professional fees expense has increased $8,157 which represents a 
44.33% increase. This is primarily due to continued costs support costs from Uehlinger, 
Taback accounting services. 

 Printing supplies have decreased $8,244. 

 Professional Fees Legal are 75% lower than prior year. 

 Computer Expenses specifically programming, is 405% more that prior year - $34,798 
vs $6,889. 

Net Operating Income: $90,873 compared to -$172,072 

Net Income: $290,977 compared to -$96,404 

Respectfully submitted 
Kathy Calhoun, CFA Treasurer 

Calhoun: I've submitted the Treasurer's Report for your review. There's a lot of detailed 
information there, but it also winds up with a summary of highlights. To summarize, our net 
operating income is $90,873 compared to a negative position in prior year and $299.77 in net 
income.  
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6. BUDGET COMMITTEE.  

 Committee Chair: Kathy Calhoun 
 List of Committee Members:  Rich Mastin, Matthew Wong, and Allene Tartaglia 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The committee has focused on indexing documents for the 2026/2027 budget development. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

The committee is focused on preparing the 2026/2027 CFA Budget. 

Communication Schedule: 

12/02/2025 – Budget submission, review, and approval communication timeline. 
12/02/2025 – Committee spending reports available (May 1, 2025 – Oct 31, 2025. The Treasurer 

will email reports to the Board Liaison upon request. 

Input Due Dates for the 2026/2027 Budget: 

01/02/2026 – All Committee Budget Requests from Board Liaisons unless otherwise listed. 
01/02/2026 –  Syracuse Annual Meeting 2026 Budget. 
01/19/2026 –  International Show 2026 Budget. 
01/19/2026 – Capital Requests. 
01/19/2026 – Asset depreciation schedule 
01/26/2026 –  Corporate Sponsorship estimates 
01/26/2026 – Depreciation and Amortization schedules 

Development Meetings: Budget Planning Sessions: 

• 02/04/2026, 7:00 AM (CT): Committee Budget Review Meeting (Zoom) 
• 02/11/2026, 7:00 AM (CT): Committee Budget Review Meeting (Zoom) 

Approval Schedule: 

• 03/04/2026 - Circulation of draft budget to Board for review 
• 03/11/2026 - Board Q&A and feedback  
• 04/02/2026 - Budget Report to CFA Secretary 
• 04/07/2026 - April Telephonic Board Meeting - Budget Approval. 
• 04/28/2026 - CFA Emergency Only Board Meeting to Finalize Budget if needed. 

Board Action: 

None. 

Respectfully Submitted  
Kathy Calhoun, Chair  
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7. MARKETING COMMITTEE. 

 Committee Chair: Melanie Morgan and Mark Hannon  
 Liaison to Board: Carol Krzanowski  
 List of Committee Members: Carol Krzanowski, Allene Tartaglia  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Breed Promotion  

Breed articles appearing in the Cat Talk blog and breed pages on the CFA website continue to 
receive the highest number of "hits". We are pleased to announce a new initiative for the website 
to supplement the breed information: an abbreviated version of the breed page that provides a 
quick overview of a breed to help someone determine which breed(s) will best fit their household 
and lifestyle. The information is designed to fit on 8 1/2 x 11 paper in a printable PDF format. 
This initiative is planned to roll out within the next few months. 

A reduced size, draft example is provided below. This is not the final version, the design is still 
being tweaked. 

DRAFT - Not final or true to scale 
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Cat Talk Blog 

Readership continues to increase for the blog version of Cat Talk with a substantially larger 
circulation than the printed and digital magazine versions. There are close to 2,000 subscribers 
and 1,000 additional views by non-subscribers. Ideas for new articles are always welcome.  

CFA Facebook Discussion Group 

The discussion group continues to be popular. Clubs make good use of the group to post show 
announcements with approximately a dozen featured every Sunday. Teresa Keiger, Cat Talk 
editor, shares posts from the main CFA Facebook page and promotes Cat Talk Articles. Board 
members are encouraged to start timely and relevant "discussions" within the group, or let us 
know what topics you'd like to have discussed on the discussion group. 

Top 10 Breeds 

A news release will be issued soon announcing CFA's top 10 breeds based on registrations. This 
is always a popular article.  

CFA Promotion  

The committee is discussing the promotion of what CFA does other than registration - education, 
animal welfare, responsible cat ownership, disaster relief, support shelter adoptions, support 
EveryCat, etc. These are all important aspects and add to CFA's positive image. 

Board Action Items 

None 

Respectfully Submitted, 
CFA Marketing Committee 

Krzanowski: This is an information-only report to bring everyone up to speed on what 
the Marketing Committee has been working on recently. We really like the breed promotion. It's 
a quick reference guide to our breeds. All of us are familiar with what manufacturers are doing 
these days. Anytime you buy a product, there's a huge user manual, but most of them include a 
quick reference guide so you can set up your item quickly. That's what these sheets will do. 
They'll provide a method to introduce the fine points of the breed without having a lot of 
verbiage for the person to have to read. If they want further information, they can go to the breed 
section of the CFA website. Calhoun: I love the looks of this handout or this breed promotion 
piece that you've developed. It looks great. My question is, to move forward with this part of the 
project, are there any incremental costs that need to be budgeted, or is it all being absorbed 
internally? Tartaglia: It's all being done internally.  
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8. CFA LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE. 

  Committee Chair: Alene Shafnisky 
  Liaison to Board: Marilee Griswold 
  CFA Legislative Group: Alene Shafnisky, Sharon Coleman & Kelly Crouch 
 List of Committee Members: George Eigenhauser, Group Members  
  Regional Liaisons: Leann and Mike Karinick (R2), Holly Mueller (R6),  
  Mireille Gobel (R9), Nadia Jaffar (ID) 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee and Group Activities: 

The new legislative session seems to already be in full swing, with new legislation proposed 
in Hawaii, Missouri and other states that would create fundamental changes in the rights of 
hobby breeders. In Hawaii, a proposal is circulating to impose mandatory spay/neuter on 
every animal imported into the state, which genetically would be a functional end to all 
breeding, including hobby breeding. In Missouri, they are seeking to remove the exemption 
of hobby breeders in House Bill 2567, which would classify anyone with more than three 
intact female animals as a commercial breeder subject to licensure and inspection. In 
Pennsylvania and Illinois, we are reviewing the potential impact of a legal definition that 
would redefine pets as “family members” for the purpose of marital dissolution settlements. 
Needless to say, such a “creep” in the change in legal status for animals could create 
enormous financial hardships on all veterinarians and pet owners, to say nothing of 
breeders, in potential liability. 

In 2025, we monitored well over 750 ordinances at the state and federal level, as well as 
many more local ordinances. Although the fight against pet store bans appears to be one that 
few are winning, we continue to partner with groups like the Pet Advocacy Network to gather 
information and encourage local fanciers to lend their voices. 

We continue to monitor a large number of local government regulations, which is both good 
(because we’re finding out about it) and bad (because it all seems to be based on the idea 
that hobby breeders are filling city shelters). Recently, each Region has been asked to 
designate one legislative liaison for urgent alerts to be circulated when topical legislation 
arises. We have asked each Regional Director to include their legislative liaison or 
legislative topics at each Regional meeting to emphasize the importance of grassroots 
monitoring. We continue to await some regions appointing a liaison. 

The CFA Legislative Group communicates with fanciers about legislation through email, the 
CFA newsletter, online mailing groups, its Facebook page, and its blog. The Facebook page 
is the first thing fanciers should be monitoring, as local legislative discussion alerts are 
posted there. This is most useful for places that are in the initial stages of drafting 
legislation, which is the time of most influence. The Legislative webpage at 
legislative.cfa.org is another good place for fanciers to keep an eye on particularly hot issues 
that need immediate action. 
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What many breeders and fanciers may not know is the additional wealth of information this 
site, and even its previous iteration, that we commonly receive questions about. Under our 
Resources tab, one can find out how to very simply write letters in opposition or support of 
legislation, position statements, including those in opposition to the recent movement to ban 
all brachycephalic breeds beginning in 2024 with New Hampshire HB 1102, and rationales 
for opposing things like cat licensing.  

Current Happenings of Committee and Group: 

Highlights of a few selected issues: (Not by any means complete - just a few examples.)  

Federal 

HR 2253: “Puppy Protection Act of 2025”. Would amend the Animal Welfare Act to add care 
requirements for dog dealers. Referred to the Subcommittee on Livestock, Dairy, and Poultry. 

HR 349: “Goldie’s Act”. Would expand enforcement provisions of the Animal Welfare Act, 
including requiring the USDA to provide a copy of all records documenting violations to state, 
local, and municipal animal control or law enforcement officials within 24 hours of such 
inspections or investigations. Referred to the Subcommittee on Livestock, Dairy, and Poultry. 

SB 1538: “Better Care for Animals Act of 2025.” Would amend the Animal Welfare Act to 
expand and improve the enforcement capabilities of the Attorney General, and for other 
purposes. Referred to the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

State 

FL SB 1356: Creates a list of “best management practices” for dog breeders in the state; 
applies to any breeder who possesses intact female dogs and offers more than two litters for 
sale per calendar year. 

FL HB 1521: Would create “best management practices” for the breeding of dogs, 
preempting local oversight to the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services; 
creating a whistleblower program that will allow any individual to alert the Department 
about a dog breeder not in full compliance with vague rules (i.e. “safe, temperature 
controlled housing;” “diet appropriate for the …dog”) and limiting a dog to being bred 
twice per year. 

FL SB 1004: Would terminate any financing agreements upon return of the animal and 
associated record keeping requirements.  

HI HB 1594, 1736/SB 3012: Require proof of sterilization prior to import of any dog or cat 
as a condition of import; would create and manage a breeder registry with a minimum 
collection of name, address and species and breed maintained; would further require proof 
that a cat is approved by and registered with a breed registry including documentation of 
breed, date of birth, sire and dam, information on the breeder and “other information” 
related to breeding, and requiring that the cat has competed in at least one show under a 
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national organization (barring minimum age requirements). OF NOTE this would not apply 
to cats entering the State for the sole purpose of entering/competing in a cat show or 
exhibition. 

IL HB 4540: Expands Companion Animal Custody Equity Act beyond dissolution of 
marriage cases to apply regardless of marital status of parties. 

MN HB 1296: Would modify the classification of commercial dog and cat breeder data 
collected and maintained by the Board of Animal Health; modify kennel and dealer 
advertising requirements; and require the Board of Animal Health to post certain kennel, 
dealer, and commercial breeder information. Similar to SF 1029. The 2025 session has 
ended, but bills may carry over from odd-numbered years to even-numbered years. 

MN HB 2541: Would add a new Section 35.025 to state statutes abolishing the Board of 
Animal Health, transferring its duties to the Department of Agriculture, and establishing the 
Animal Health Advisory Council to advise on animal health matters. The 2025 session has 
ended, but bills may carry over from odd-numbered years to even-numbered years. 

MN HB 2733: Provides that a person who injures another person’s pet is liable to the owner 
of the pet for the cost of the injury, including medical bills, actual damages, emotional 
damages, and punitive damages. The 2025 session has ended, but bills may carry over from 
odd-numbered years to even-numbered years. 

NY SB 8927: Directs Domestic Relations Courts to consider the best interest of companion 
animals when awarding possession. 

NY AB 8653: Would redefine “pet dealer;” and add a definition for “broker,”. If enacted, it 
would redefine a pet dealer to mean any person who breeds animals and sells or offers to 
sell more than nine animals that are born and raised on such a person’s residential premises 
directly to a consumer. The proposed threshold is a lifetime threshold for licensing as a pet 
dealer. The current definition of pet dealer is any person who sells or offers to sell more than 
nine animals per year for profit to the public. But the bills would remove the current 
exception for any breeder selling or offering to sell fewer than 25 animals per year born and 
raised on their residential premise. Brokers would be added to the retail pet store sale 
prohibition for dogs, cats, and rabbits. Referred to the Assembly Agriculture Committee. 
Senate Bill 8252A was the same as AB 8653 but has since been amended to add back in the 
one calendar year period and has been committed to the Senate Rules Committee.  

NJ SB 1406: Would prohibit declawing of cats and other animals. Same as AB 1180. 
Referred to the Senate Budget and Appropriations Committee and the Assembly Commerce, 
Economic Development, and Agriculture Committee, respectively. 

OH SB 232: Revise the law governing high volume dog breeders to anyone housing 6 or 
more breeding dogs. Does not mention cats at this time. 1st hearing, Agricultural and 
Natural Resources. 
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OK HB 3393: Would establish a new yearly licensing fee of $200 for any person with from 
one to ten intact female animals without changing the definition of “noncommercial” or 
“commercial” breeder or further clarity on inspection requirements. HB 4055: Would 
establish new tiers of license fees from 1-3 intact females ($225), 4 – 20 intact females 
($300) and so on; would redefine a “commercial” breeder as anyone with four or more 
(down from 11 or more) intact female animals, and redefine “noncommercial” breeders as 
those with three or fewer (down from 10) intact female animals. 

RI SB 340: Imposes a sales tax on the purchase of animals for breeders. Referred to Senate 
Finance. 

SC SB 0720: Introduces definitions related to humane dog breeding, including licensing and 
duties of care including limiting crating to no more than 8 consecutive hours in a 24 hour 
period, and restricting breeding of females until they are 12 months of age and not allow 
more than 2 litters in any 18 month period. 

Local 

American Fork, UT: Considering pet limits to three dogs or cats over four months of age. 
Still under consideration. 

Bay City, TX: Considering breeder permits, pet limits, and mandatory microchipping. Under 
consideration January 27, 2026. 

Boulder City, NV: Ordinance that would restrict breeding without permits, costs for 
inspections and permits and a business license, includes zoning restrictions on breeders, 
restricts the number of breeding animals to 3 and allows litters only after age 2 and once 
every 2 years. Under consideration. 

Cooper Charter Township, MI: Discussing the possibility of a pet limit ordinance. 

Highlands County, FL: Considering an ordinance regulating hobby breeders with animal 
limits; calls hobby breeders “unlicensed animal collectors.” Under consideration. 

Milwaukee, WI: Considering proposal of strict pet ordinance due to critical stray capacity, 
including limiting breeding and requiring microchipping. Includes consideration for 
mandatory spay/neuter. Under consideration. 

Philadelphia, PA – considering the imposition of a 36 month moratorium of the breeding and 
sale or transfer of any dog under the age of 7 months within city limits.  

Union City, NC: Requests for the Board of Commissioners to update existing animal 
ordinance. 

Walton County, GA: Board of Commissioners considering changes to animal control 
ordinances including breeding restrictions. 
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International 

Netherlands – adopted “torture breeding” legislation effectively outlawing the breeding of 
certain breeds such as Scottish Folds and all hairless mutations. 

Litigation 

The CFA Board has allowed CFA to join with the Animal Health Institute (AHI) coalition on 
amicus curiae (friend of the court) briefs opposing non-economic damages (i.e. "pain and 
suffering") for injuries to animals. They are monitoring lower court litigation and will keep 
us informed if an appropriate situation develops. There is nothing new to report this time 
period. 

Publications 

The CFA e-Newsletter provides space for a "What's Hot" legislative column used to provide 
brief information on new and urgent matters of interest to the cat fancy. These began for 
inclusion as Cat Talk Almanac articles but continue in the e-Newsletter in order to produce 
information on less time-sensitive matters with a focus on advocacy guidance. Articles since 
the October 2025 Board meeting: 

* CFA e-Newsletter, January, 2026, “Hobby Breeders Targeted in Missouri Bill …. 
and, in other news, Florida Pet Dealer Requirements may be Subject to Change” 
by Kelly Crouch, CFA Legislative Information Liaison.  

 Missouri: If enacted, the commercial breeder definition would no longer exclude 
hobby or show breeders. Hobby breeders would no longer be limited to 
noncommercial breeders. The critical change for hobby breeders would be the repeal 
of §273.342 (2). This section of AFCA requires that hobby or show breeders register 
annually, but are exempt from the licensure and inspection requirements of §§ 
273.325 – 373.357. Should HB 2567 be enacted, the only breeders exempt from the 
AFCA licensing requirements are those who harbor three or less intact females. 

 Florida: Fanciers, wherever located, who place pets in Florida will want to monitor 
Florida Senate Bill 1356 and the related bill, SB 1004. Not only would SB 1356 affect 
dog breeders if this latest attempt for more restrictive legislation is enacted, but both 
bills would also change the record-keeping and financing requirements for pet 
dealers. In Florida, a pet dealer “means any person, firm, partnership, corporation, 
or other association which, in the ordinary course of business, engages in the sale of 
more than two litters, or 20 dogs or cats, per year, whichever is greater, to the 
public. This definition includes breeders of animals who sell such animals directly to 
a consumer.” 

* CFA e-Newsletter, December 2025, “California 2025 Session Laws: The State 
Enacts Laws Affecting Breeders Selling to California Purchasers and a Cat Declaw 
Prohibition" by Kelly Crouch, CFA Legislative Information Liaison.  
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 These session laws focused on transport requirements now in place for anyone 
seeking to sell into California, requiring that any such animal would have 
information as to all sources and veterinary records of the animal that a seller would 
be aware of. As of January 1, 2026, contracts including any nonrefundable deposit 
would be void as a matter of public policy. Additionally, brokers were prohibited 
from listing an animal under one year of age for adoption or sale; that importation of 
dogs for resale or change of ownership requires a health certificated to the 
California Department of Food and Agriculture; and that only therapeutic 
onychectomy, tendonectomy, surgical claw removal or declaw be allowed in the state. 

Future Projections for Committee and Legislative Group:  

Upcoming conferences related to legislation –committed or pending: 

Humane World for Animals (formerly HSUS); Animal Care Expo 2026, April 7-10, 2026, 
David L. Lawrence Convention Center, Pittsburgh, PA. This conference provides positive 
networking with a variety of animal groups and leaders who are often unaware of our 
devotion to the welfare of cats and our common love of animals. Our continuing CFA 
presence at the Expos each year gives us an opportunity to reinforce CFA’s goal of 
promoting respect for all cats with an emphasis on public education. This conference 
provides positive networking with a variety of animal groups and leaders who are often 
unaware of our devotion to the welfare of cats and our common love of animals. While the 
Expo is often used to highlight upcoming HWA (HSUS) legislation, some of which is harmful 
to cat breeders, this year no new legislative initiatives were announced.  

Pet Industry Leadership Summit: Phoenix, AZ. This is the largest conference for pet industry 
executives including hundreds of the pet industry’s leaders. The conference is open exclusively to 
members of the trade organizations. Participating are the leaders and owners of the pet industry 
including suppliers, wholesalers, retailers, and others. As a long-standing participant, CFA 
benefits from networking opportunities and partnerships that reinforce our commitment to pet 
ownership and welfare. This Summit also provides an excellent point of contact for potential 
marketing agreements.  

Association for Advancement of Animal Welfare Annual Conference: Chattanooga, TN. 
Members are leading animal control and shelter directors, with whom CFA worked for years to 
develop a positive and respectful relationship. They offer seminars in legislation, strategic 
planning, fundraising, as well as pet retention programs. 

Cat Writers Association Conference: TBA. It remains obviously important to maintain as much 
media contact as we can, and the Cat Writers Conference allows us to reach writers, editors and 
online resources and stakeholders for sharing CFA’s mission statement. 

Ongoing goals - 

• Working on offensive strategies to share CFA’s mission and positive work with 
respect to TRN, spay neuter campaigns, and positive, healthy breeding practices. 
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• Increasing use of social media to expand our reach to fanciers and the public and 
increase awareness of legislative issues on pet ownership.  

• Networking with the sheltering community, aligned organizations, veterinarians and 
lawmakers so we better understand the problems and trends that cause homeless 
animals to be in shelters and develop ways to address the issues that motivate 
legislation detrimental to our interests.  

• Continuing to find new methods for presenting perspective on the cat fancy views to 
those in animal related fields and government.  

• Working with national and local cat fancy teams to defeat legislation/regulation 
detrimental to pedigreed cats, feral/unowned cats, CFA’s mission and cat ownership. 

• Enlisting professional help with strategic public relations and communication to build 
greater public awareness and gain more support for our opposition to mandated 
sterilization laws across the country.  

• Increasing efforts to raise funds for the Sy Howard Legislative Fund and to help clubs 
present projects suitable for funding.  

Action Items: 

None at this time. 

Time Frame: 

Ongoing. 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting:  

Updates and pending legislative matters.  

Alene Shafnisky, Chair 

Shafnisky: We have an update on the situation in Hawaii. A mandatory spay/neuter is 
trying to block any intact cats from coming into Hawaii. We need to keep an exception for 
breeders to get their cats into Hawaii or it's going to end breeding there. We have a fancier who 
is working very hard there and our team has been working hard, but we have another hearing 
coming up. We are hoping to keep that exception. That situation looks favorable. 

Moyer: Alene, in terms of recruiting people from the fancy to assist efforts like this 
Missouri situation, could you share a pre-written letter that would be appropriate for everybody 
to write, and tell them who to send it to, such as lobbying groups? You might get a bigger effort 
because people don't know what to say or where to send these things. Shafnisky: We hear that a 
lot. The problem is that we come into a situation called astroturfing, where the letters tend to be 
ignored when they're all exactly the same. What we like to do is give ideas, and I'll put 
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something together for Missouri so that we'll have general ideas and then people can send those 
letters in. Phone calls and showing up personally are always better. You get taken a lot more 
seriously than just sending an email. We're happy that people want to help, but I want to put it 
out there that a phone call is going to have a little more weight. Moyer: An action list that you 
could send out that we could share everywhere might get a lot more response if people knew 
who to call, what to say – general guidelines would be great. Shafnisky: We're going to be doing 
a rotating Zoom call in different regions, designed to help people learn how to better track their 
legislation locally because so many things are online now.  
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9. PROTEST COMMITTEE. 

 Committee Chair: Richard Kallmeyer  
 Liaison to Board: Marilee Griswold 
 Committee Members: Betsy Arnold, Lucy Drury,  
  Michael Shelton, Howard Webster, Traci Whittenberg  
  Animal Welfare: Charlene Campbell 
  Europe Region liaison: Pauli Huhtaniemi  
  Japan liaison: TBD 
  ID liaison: Kathy Calhoun 
  Judging liaison: Victoria Nye  
  Legal Counsel: Ed Raymond  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Protest Committee Chair Richard Kallmeyer gave the Protest Committee report 
containing recommendations for disposition of pending matters (see Agenda Item #_____). 
Motion Carried [vote sealed]. 

Mastin: OK, our next item is Protests. Rachel, is that just a placeholder? Anger: That is 
just a placeholder so that we can update it at the end of the protest process. Mastin: OK, so we 
don't need to bring Dick in for that then, right? Anger: That's correct. 
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10. AWARDS. 

 Committee Chair: Cathy Dunham 
 Liaison to Board: Janet Moyer 
 List of Committee Members: Martha Auspitz, Ginger Meeker, Beth Polstra 
 Sub-Committee Fundraiser: Beth Grant-Field 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Beth Grant Field worked with Central Office and the Awards Committee to develop a fund-
raising program for the national awards. While we did consider many options and the board’s 
feedback about individual sponsorship we were all concerned about the negative effect on the 
national awards if we did not have 100% participation. We were also very concerned about the 
massive job of tracking individual sponsorship as several of us have been part of individual 
sponsorship programs at the regional level and we know that amount of work involved as well as 
the hurt feelings of less than 100% sponsorship. 

Instead, we decided to focus on a general fund for the rosettes which would allow individuals, 
clubs, breed councils, and regions to participate at a level they feel most comfortable.  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Beth Grant-Field developed the concepts for the attached flyer and letter and Central Office 
helped refine them to stay on brand and messaging for CFA. The letter and flyer are currently 
being translated to Japanese and Chinese and will be sent out to clubs, breed councils, and 
regions very soon, the English versions have already been posted on social media. The flyer is 
currently being passed out in show halls. If you have not received the letter or flyer, it is coming 
via email very soon. The fund-raising effort was kicked off in January 2026 with a targeted end 
date of April 30, 2026. This will allow Beth and her team to finalize the national fund-raising 
campaign prior to the regional awards fund-raising programs starting. The program focuses on 
four levels of participation. Three of those levels will receive a small token of our appreciation in 
the form of a small rosette pin. The cost of the pins and any mailing expenses will be taken out of 
the funds raised. We will also include the names of the donors in the delegate book and the 
national awards booklet as well as the names being featured during the national awards slide 
show. We are very pleased to report $3,025.00 $3,825.00 has been raised to date. We are also 
asking you to support this project by announcing it in your region by using the flyer and letter 
attached to the report. Thank you in advance for your help in spreading the word about the 
fundraiser. 

Dunham: The updated amount that has been collected for the fundraising event is now 
$3,825. The pin should be going out this next week. DelaBar: This is far too close to the judge's 
pin. The judges also have a rosette pin. Dunham: Unfortunately, the pins have already been 
ordered and we have them in-house. We can look at changing them for next year, but we have to 
go with what we have for this year. DelaBar: Did the board get a chance to weigh in on these 
pins? Dunham: The flyer and the proposal was presented at the last board meeting. DelaBar: I 
do not remember seeing the pins in that presentation. Anger: Cathy, do you recall what meeting 
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that was? I'm looking at our last meeting, which was December, and there was just a very brief 
Awards Committee report there – no flyer or proposal. Dunham: I thought it was in the 
December meeting. Anger: I don't see it in November either. The board did not have an 
opportunity to review this. I designed the Judging Program pendant, and this pirates the design. 
Tartaglia: I thought I had sent it out to the board as an FYI. Anger: It was only sent to the CFA 
List, not the board list. Dunham: I don't remember the judges' pins. The pins are very small, the 
colors are very specific. Next year we can certainly look at something else. Anger: I'm 
disappointed the board was not included in this process. That's just not acceptable. I appreciate 
the effort that went into this, but the courtesy of sharing the proposal with the board would have 
taken very little effort. 

Currle: I wanted to quickly thank Cathy and her committee for running with this. The 
exhibitors loved the fact that the rosettes were provided last year, and I hope we can continue to 
do this in the future. Huhtaniemi: I like the idea that you are not sponsoring a specific cat. I 
think it was a great idea just to collect the money for the sponsoring the rosettes.  

Nominations for the 2026 Star and Diamond Star Awards will be posted on February 9, 2026, 
and nominations will be taken through March 6, 2026.  

Future Projections for Committee: 

Update on fund-raising efforts. 

Presentation of Star and Diamond Star Award nominee for the board’s ratification. 

Board Action Items: 

None 

Time Frame: 

Ongoing 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Update on ongoing projects. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Cathy Dunham, Chair 
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This Donation Opportunity Brought to You by the  
CFA National Award Rosette Fundraiser Team 

Beth Grant-Field, Chair 
 

Please consider donating for this year's, and potentially future years, CFA National Award 
Rosettes (Top 25 Championship/Kittens/Premiership & HHP, all areas). 
 
As with many companies, CFA has been aƯected financially, and expenses have been 
reduced in various areas. The CFA Board realizes the importance of these awards and is 
aware of the many requests to continue awarding the rosettes. To ensure CFA can financially 
support these awards this season and in future years, we are seeking donations to the "NW 
Rosette Fund". 
 
In appreciation of your donation, all donations will be recognized in the CFA National Awards 
booklet, during the awards banquet and on CFA's website. Donations of $100 plus will 
receive a donor appreciation rosette pin designating donation level. 
 
$1,000 and up - Gold Rosette Pin 
$500-$999 - Silver Rosette Pin  
$100-$499 - Copper Rosette Pin  
$25-$99 (no pin) 
 
To make your contribution scan the QR code and fill in your information or follow this link:  
 
Please consider donating to ensure National Win rosettes, a truly cherished keepsake, will 
be given out for years to come.  
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11. JUDGING PROGRAM. 

Executive Committee 

 Co-Chair: Vicki Nye 
 Co-Chair and Board Liaison: Russell Webb 
 Advisor/Coordinator: Rachel Anger 

List of Committee Members: 

 Rachel Anger: Associate Program Applications Administrator 
 Anne Mathis: Associate Program Training Administrator, Education – 

Judges’ Training/Tests and Continuing Education 
 Nancy Dodds: File Administrator  
 Marilee Griswold: File Administrator 
 Leslie Carr: Application Administrator – Regions 1-9 
 Jodell Raymond: Application Administrator – International Division 
 Teresa Keiger: Education – Breed Awareness & Orientation 
 Neil Quigley: Guest Judge Administrator 
 Teresa Sweeney: Recruitment, Development and Mentoring Administrator  
 Carla Bizzell: Ombudsperson 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

There are currently 21 individuals working their way through the CFA Judge training and 
advancing program, 9 of which are trainees. I would like to thank the clubs, show management, 
our two CFA File Administrators and our Training Judges for their cooperation, and the amount 
of time and talent it takes to train our judges.  

Current Happenings Of Committee: 

Plans are underway for the Breed Awareness and Orientation School to be held in Hong Kong, 
March 19-22, 2025. Anne Mathis, Continuing Education Coordinator, is working with Cheryl 
Coleman for a Zoom breed presentation on the Korat, with one more Zoom Breed Presentation 
2025-2026 to schedule. Teresa Keiger to updating the BAOS Pre-Tests and answer sheets in her 
role of BAOS Coordinator, and is following up with Central Office with the registrations. 

The Judging Program Committee met on January 27, 2026 to discuss advancements and other 
business to bring before the board.  

Judging Program Rule Changes 

Action Item: Adopt the following Judging Program rule changes, effective immediately.  
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Section 2.19 Judging Program Committee  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

2.19 Marking the Judges Book: The First 
Specialty Pre-Applicant must mark a judge’s book in 
the ring of a CFA Allbreed Judge. This includes all 
color class sheets, breed summary sheets, and finals 
sheets. Absentees and transfers are to be included and 
marked correctly.  

1. Approximately six (6) months prior to 
submission of the application, the Pre-Applicant 
will work with their Mentor to select a show and 
Allbreed Judge to complete this assignment. 

2. Once agreed, the Pre-Applicant will reach out to 
the Judge and the Show Manager of the club 
holding the show to obtain permission and 
approval. The Pre-Applicant should obtain the 
Permission form on the CFA website, complete 
the form, and email it to the Show Manager for 
approval. The Pre-Applicant will ask the Show 
Manager to provide judges’ class sheets, breed 
sheets and finals sheets. Once all approvals have 
been completed, the Pre-Applicant will provide 
the Permission Form to their Mentor, the 
Allbreed Judge and appropriate Application 
Administrator. The Pre-Applicant should also 
obtain the Judge’s Guide from the website, 
“Marking a Judges’ Book Judges’ Guide” and 
forward it to the Judge prior to the show. 

3. At the show, the Pre-Applicant will obtain the 
Judge’s book, meet with the Judge and arrange 
to sit at the Judge’s table on the opposite side 
from the ring clerk, making sure there is 
adequate access to and from the ring and room 
for the Judge to work. 

4. The Judge or clerk must provide the Pre-
Applicant with the absentee and transfer list, and 
provide information on additional absentees, 
transfers by color class number only, or 
disqualifications during the course of judging. 

5. As the Judge hangs their ribbons in class judging 
and in the finals, the Pre-Applicant will mark the 
sheets appropriately. This must be done without 
any assistance from the Judge or clerk, except 
for absentees, transfers, and any 
disqualifications. 

2.19 Marking the Judges Book: The First 
Specialty Pre-Applicant must mark a judge’s book in 
the ring of a CFA Allbreed Judge. This includes all 
color class sheets, breed summary sheets, and finals 
sheets. Absentees and transfers are to be included and 
marked correctly.  

1. Approximately six (6) months prior to 
submission of the application, the Pre-Applicant 
will work with their Mentor to select a show and 
Allbreed Judge to complete this assignment. 

2. Once agreed, the Pre-Applicant will reach out to 
the Judge and the Show Manager of the club 
holding the show to obtain permission and 
approval. The Pre-Applicant should obtain the 
Permission form on the CFA website, complete 
the form, and email it to the Show Manager for 
approval. The Pre-Applicant will ask the Show 
Manager to provide judges’ class sheets, breed 
sheets and finals sheets. Once all approvals have 
been completed, the Pre-Applicant will provide 
the Permission Form to their Mentor, the 
Allbreed Judge and appropriate Application 
Administrator. The Pre-Applicant should also 
obtain the Judge’s Guide from the website, 
“Marking a Judges’ Book Judges’ Guide” and 
forward it to the Judge prior to the show. 

3. At the show, the Pre-Applicant will obtain the 
Judge’s book, meet with the Judge and arrange 
to sit at the Judge’s table on the opposite side 
from the ring clerk, making sure there is 
adequate access to and from the ring and room 
for the Judge to work. 

4. The Judge or clerk must provide the Pre-
Applicant with the absentee and transfer list, and 
provide information on additional absentees, 
transfers by color class number only, or 
disqualifications during the course of judging. 

5. As the Judge hangs their ribbons in class judging 
and in the finals, the Pre-Applicant will mark the 
sheets appropriately. This must be done without 
any assistance from the Judge or clerk, except 
for absentees, transfers, and any 
disqualifications. 
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6. At the completion of judging, the Pre-Applicant 
will check the paperwork and then provide it to 
the Judge. 

7. The Judge will compare their paperwork to that 
of the Pre-Applicant. If errors are found, the 
Judge will mark the incorrect paperwork and 
will advise the Pre-Applicant that the exercise is 
not correct and will mark the last page about the 
error. If the paperwork is correct, the Judge will 
sign the last page and will include the following 
statement: “I have reviewed the paperwork and 
found it to be identical to mine and error free”. 

8. The Judge will keep the yellow copy of the color 
class sheets, the pink copy of the breed and 
final(s) sheets and return the other copies to the 
Pre-Applicant. 

9. Within five (5) days following the show, the Pre-
Applicant will scan and send the paperwork to 
their Mentor and to the Application 
Administrator for review by a member of the 
JPC.  

10. The Application Administrator will advise the 
Pre-Applicant whether their paperwork is 
correct or not. If error-free, the paperwork will 
be recorded in the files. If not, the exercise must 
be repeated until the paperwork is determined to 
be error-free. 

6. At the completion of judging, the Pre-Applicant 
will check the paperwork and then provide it to 
the Judge. 

7. The Judge will compare their paperwork to that 
of the Pre-Applicant. If errors are found, the 
Judge will mark the incorrect paperwork and 
will advise the Pre-Applicant that the exercise is 
not correct and will mark the last page about the 
error. If the paperwork is correct, the Judge will 
sign the last page and will include the following 
statement: “I have reviewed the paperwork and 
found it to be identical to mine and error free”. 

8. The Judge will keep the yellow copy of the color 
class sheets, the pink copy of the breed and 
final(s) sheets and return the other copies to the 
Pre-Applicant. 

6.9. Within five (5) days following the show, the 
Pre-Applicant will scan and send the paperwork 
to their Mentor and to the Application 
Administrator for review by a member of the 
JPC.  

7. 10. The Application Administrator will advise 
the Pre-Applicant whether their paperwork is 
correct or not. If error-free, the paperwork will 
be recorded in the files. If not, the exercise must 
be repeated until the paperwork is determined to 
be error-free. 

RATIONALE: Re-write of Marking A Judge’s Book process due to the elimination of 2 part color class, 
breed summary and final sheets. If passed, this will be communicated to our Judging Program Panel via 
CFAJudgeslist@groups.io. 

Board Action Item: Accept changes to Judging Program Rule 2.19. 

Nye: This is the description and the process for a pre-applicant to mark their judge's book 
before they apply to the Judging Program. Because of the change to the one-part judging forms 
for color classes, we've had to change the process by which this is all completed. Most of the 
time, the committee actually orders and gets the paperwork. The applicant will just scan their 
paperwork into us and we're going to take the judge that's marking the judge's book out of the 
equation for having to check the work. We can always check it against that judge's work so they 
won't have to do that at the show. DelaBar: We have them doing the judge's sheets. Nye: Yes. 
DelaBar: That's where I thought we should be headed with the Program.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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Leave of Absence: 

Hilary Helmrich – Leave of Absence extended until 6/30/2026. 

Retirements/Resignations: 

Mary Auth CFA Allbreed Judge. 1991-6/27/2026 

Vicki 

I hope you are embracing the new year and all that it has to offer and hopefully lots of smiles. 
In my case – I plan to retire this year – officially on June 27 – a date chosen to assure that I get 
announced at the annual meeting. 

Thirty-five years ago, my first judging assignment was the Illini Cat Club show in Urbana, Ill. 
in 1991. My last judging assignment will be the Illini Cat Club show in Bloomington, Illinois on 
March 7. I thought it fitting to retire at the same show that I started. And among my dearest 
friends in the cat fancy.  

CFA has been very good to me – opening doors to friendships, opportunities to see the 
international cat world and to contribute to the success of the greatest cat organization in the 
world. What else can someone do that they enjoy and reap so much in return? I’ll still be 
around, just not behind the judge’s stand. 

Thirty-five years is enough. 

Sincerely, 
Mary Auth 

January 9, 2026: Accepted with regret by Vicki Nye, CFA Judging Program Co-Chair. 

Jo Ann Miksa Blackwell, CFA Allbreed Judge 1999-12/27/2025 

December 29, 2025: Accepted with regret by Vicki Nye, CFA Judging Program Co-Chair. 

Andy Yeung, CFA Shorthair Associate Judge 2023-12/31/2025 

Dear Vicki, 

I am writing to formally resign from my position as Shorthair Associate Judge (Hong Kong) at 
CFA, effective immediately. 

This decision was not made lightly. Serving as an Associate Judge has been a truly rewarding 
experience, allowing me to contribute to cat fancy and engage with many remarkable 
individuals. I am grateful for the support of my colleagues and the opportunities I have had to 
grow both personally and professionally during my tenure. 

I wish CFA continued success and hope to stay in touch in the future. 

Thank you for everything. 



63 

Sincerely, 
Andy 

January 1, 2026: Accepted with regret by Vicki Nye, CFA Judging Program Co-Chair. 

Brian Moser CFA Allbreed Judge 2/1/1992-3/21/2026 

Hi Vicki, 

I’m sending this, as an official letter of retirement. 

I have spent over 50 years in the cat fancy and 34 of those years have been behind the 
table. My last show will be the McKenzie River CC, on March 21, 2026. Although I 
have had a wonderful time being a CFA judge, I feel it is time for me to retire. 

The cat fancy has afforded me the opportunity to handle beautiful cats and to see the 
world while doing so. This has been a wonderful ride and I will always have fond 
memories of it. 

While I no longer will be judging, I will still be helping with putting on shows and of 
course helping with the annual in 2026 in Tacoma, Wa. 

I thank CFA for all the great years and will see all of you somewhere down the road. 

Sincerely, 
Brian Moser 

January 19, 2026: Accepted with regret by Vicki Nye, CFA Judging Program Co-Chair. 

Death of previously retired CFA Judge 

Norm Auspitz--CFA Allbreed Judge. 1991-4/30/2021. May 6th 1946-January 25th, 2026 

Dear Colleagues, 

I am saddened to deliver the message that CFA retired Allbreed Judge Norman Auspitz passed 
away peacefully Sunday morning, January 25, 2026, with his wife of 43 years, Martha Auspitz 
by his side. Many of you probably did not know that Norm was Canadian, and started his 
Abyssinian breeding/showing and judging career in Ontario Canada. In the early 70s Norm 
joined a Canadian Cat Association club. In 1975 he became a shorthair judge for CCA, 
ultimately becoming an Allbreed Judge for that association in 1976. Like many of us, our 
personal and cat fancy lives are tightly intertwined, and while seeking out cats for his 
Abyssinian breeding program, he met Martha Skidmore. Norm and Martha were married in 
July 1982, Norm relocated to Louisville, Kentucky, and they kept her Abizaq cattery name. In 
addition to Abyssinians, Norm and Martha also bred Maine Coon cats.  

Norm applied to, and was accepted as a CFA shorthair judge in 1991. Throughout his career 
with CFA, Norm was a worker and a giver. In 1996 the Judging Program expanded into a 
committee and Norm was elected as a file administrator. In his service to the Judging Program, 
Norm was invited to become the Judging Program liaison to the Protest Committee, and 



64 

eventually a full member of the committee where he served for 28 years. Norm also served as a 
member of the Credentials Committee starting in 1996, and was on the IT Committee, in 
addition to being a past Abyssinian Breed Council Secretary. Norm was honored with a CFA 
star award in June 2019, and retired from the CFA Judging Program after 30 years on April 
30, 2021. 

Cards and letters of condolences and sympathy can be sent to Martha Auspitz at: 

1110 Lodge Hill Rd, Louisville KY 40223-5510 

//Vicki Nye CFA Judging Program Co-Chair 

Applications and Advancements: 

APPLICATIONS: 

First Specialty Applications received by October 7, 2025 deadline for February 7, 2026 Board 
Meeting.  

 Patrick Au, Longhair Associate Judge, First Specialty Longhair, International Division – 
Hong Kong. 

 Chrissie Chan, Shorthair Associate Judge, First Specialty Shorthair, International 
Division – Hong Kong. 

Second Specialty Application received by October 7, 2025 deadline for February 7, 2026 
Board Meeting.  

 Agnes Sun, Second Specialty Shorthair—Shanghai, China 

Applicant – from Associate Judge Program: 

Accept as Trainee – 1st Specialty: 

Patrick Au (Hong Kong – ID-Other)    17 yes 
Longhair 1st Specialty 

Chrissie Chan (Hong Kong – ID-Other)   17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Applicant – Regular Judging Program:  

Accept as Trainee – 2nd Specialty: 

Agnes Sun (Shanghai, China – ID-China)   17 yes 
Shorthair 2nd Specialty 
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ADVANCEMENTS: 

Nine (9) advancements to be presented in closed session 

 Yu (Leonie) Zhang -- From Trainee LH to Apprentice LH 
 Charlene Jin- From Trainee SH to Apprentice SH 
 Stella Liu - From Trainee SH to Apprentice SH 
 Phebe Low – From Trainee SH to Apprentice SH 
 Makoto Wakamatsu – From Trainee SH to Apprentice SH 
 Laura Gregory – From Apprentice SH to Approval Pending SH 
 Agnes Sun- From Approval Pending LH to Approved LH 
 Allen Shi – From Approval Pending SH to Approved SH 
 Alex Luk Chun Lap- Approval Pending SH to Approved SH-Approval Pending AB 

Advancements – Regular Judging Program:  

Advance from Trainee to Apprentice Specialty: 

Charlene Jin (Shanghai, China – ID- China)  17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Stella Liu (Shanghai, China – ID-China)  17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Phebe Low (Hong Kong – ID-Other)   17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Makoto Wakamatsu (Japan – Region 8)  17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Yu (Leonie) Zhang (Chengdu, China – ID-China) 17 yes 
Longhair 1st Specialty 

Advance from Apprentice to Approval Pending Specialty: 

Laura Gregory (Lutz, Florida – Region 7)  17 yes 
Shorthair 2nd Specialty 

Advance from Approval Pending to Approved Specialty: 

Agnes Sun (Shanghai, China – ID-China)  17 yes 
Longhair 1st Specialty 

Allen Shi (Shanghai, China – ID-China)  17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 
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Advance from Approval Pending to Approved Specialty/Approval Pending Allbreed: 

Alex Luk Chun Lap (Hong Kong – ID-Other) 17 yes 
Shorthair 2nd Specialty 

Relicense: 

Relicense Judges: All Associate, Approved and Approval Pending judges are presented to the 
Board for relicensing, which requires the affirmative vote of a majority of board members 
present.  

Action Item: Approve the annual relicensing of all Judges who are in good standing. 

In an executive session action, all judges in good standing were relicensed. 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Applications: 

• First Specialty Applications received by the February 25th, 2026 deadline, to be 
considered at the June 25th, 2026 Board Meeting. 

• Advancements 

Breed Awareness and Orientation School Subcommittee 

 Subcommittee Chair: Teresa Keiger  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Registration links for the March 19-22 2026 BAOS have been posted to the CFA website and 
open for registration. So far there are 3 registrations. With the location assistance of Grace 
Cheung and Thomas Yiu, they have secured a show hall venue and hotel. The show hall will 
serve as the classroom location in Hong Kong. The associated show is licensed by New Era 
Feline Alliance and Glamorous Int’l Ambassador (GIA). 

Instructors for the school will be Vicki Nye, Nancy Dodds and Kit Fung. Classroom instruction 
will be on Thursday and Friday at the show hall: 

SHOW HALL and Sunday Handling School location 

New World Town Hall, 83 King Lam Street, Cheung Sha Wan, Kowloon  
HOTEL 

Nina Hotel Tsuen Wan West  
8 Yeung Uk Rd, Tsuen Wan, Hong Kong  
Room Rate (March 18 to 23, 5 nights):  
Average US$130 per night (includes breakfast) 
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Teresa Keiger, BAOS chair, reports that she has been updating the BAOS presentations with 
clearer images and additional information. A large part of this update is the revision to the pre-
tests that the attendees take prior to the class. Rather than having to print tests, fill out, scan, and 
return, the tests are now pdfs which can be electronically filled out and then emailed to the 
chair. 

Ongoing projects include continuing to update class materials. 

NOTE: This facility is not typically open to the public, however an Instagram Page will be 
created so anyone who likes the page can enter the show hall. This information will be posted so 
that the Hong Kong cat fancy has access to the show hall. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Report on the next BAOS to be held in the United States. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Vicki Nye, Interim BAOS Coordinator 

Nye: The Breed Awareness School is going to be occurring in Hong Kong mid-March. 
We already have four paid attendees and the feet on the ground.  

Guest Judging Report 

 Guest Judging Administrator: Neil Quigley  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

In addition to approving CFA Club requests to contract Guest Judges from Approved 
Associations, the Guest Judge Administrator also approves requests for CFA Judges to officiate 
for other approved Associations.  

CFA Judges to Judge non-CFA Assignments or present seminars: 

Judge Assn Sponsor/Club City/Country Date 
Raymond, Allan WCF Feline Union Registry Assoc Koh Chang, Thailand 12/23/25 
DelaBar, Pam FIFe  AFeF Webinar  01/04/26 
Rattanaweerawong, I Fun Show Independent Thai Cat Ayutthaya, Thailand 01/11/26 
Sariff, Amir Fun Show National Meow Championship Kuala Lumpur, MLY 01/11/26 
Raymond, Allan Fun Show Crown New Year Show Bangkok, Thailand 01/24/26 
DeGolyer, Pam ENFI ENFI - CFA show in conjunction Padova, Italy 01/25/26 
Silva-Sanchez, Oscar ENFI Felino Roma Rome, Italy 02/28/26 
Vargas, Teo ENFI Club Felino Pistoia Rome, Italy 02/28/26 
Cheung, Grace Seminar Pacific Cat's Meow Taichung, Taiwan 03/08/26 
Hamayasu, Etsuko ACF Armidale & New England Cat Club Armidale, Australia 03/28/26 
DelaBar, Pam GCCF World Cat Congress  Liverpool, UK 04/26/26 
Korotonozhkina, Olga CCCA National Cat Show Canberra, Australia 06/05/27 
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CFA Club Requests to use a Guest Judge: 

Judge Assn Sponsor/Club City/Country Date Approved 

Judge Assoc CFA Club City/Country 
Show 
Date JPC Approval 

Balciuniene, Inga WCF Orange CC/Universal Orange, France 1/4/26 app GJ 
Balciuniene, Inga WCF Universal Cat Club Padova, Italy 1/25/26 app GJ 
Davies, Allan CCCA China Kiwi Fanciers CC Shanghai, China 1/31/26 app GJ 
Ling, Christine CCA China Kiwi Fanciers CC Shanghai, China 2/1/26 app GJ 
Ingor, Alina WCF Royal Cat Club Kyiv, Ukraine 2/14/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Khomutovska, Daria RUI Royal Cat Club Kyiv, Ukraine 2/14/26 app 12/18/25 NQ 
Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI Royal Cat Club Kyiv, Ukraine 2/14/26 app GJ 
De Luca, Chiara ENFI UK Cat Fanciers Orange, France 2/21/26 app 12/12/25 NQ 
Trautmann, Jurgen WCF UK Cat Fanciers Orange, France 2/21/26 app 12/04/25 NQ 
Balciuniene, Inga WCF Dolce Vita Cat Club Milan, Italy 3/7/26 app GJ 
Gubenko, Dmitriy RUI Universal Feline Fanciers Hong Kong 3/14/26 app 01/13/26 NQ 
Dyachenko, Anna RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 3/21/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Khomutovska, Daria RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 3/21/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Matskevych, Natalia RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 3/21/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 3/21/26 app GJ 
Billing, Jorgen FIFe Orange CC, UK Cat Club Orange, France 3/28/26 app 01/10/26 NQ 
De Luca, Chiara ENFI Orange CC, UK Cat Club Orange, France 3/28/26 app 01/10/26 NQ 
Trautmann, Jurgen WCF Orange CC, UK Cat Club Orange, France 3/28/26 app 01/10/26 NQ 
Dyachenko, Anna RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 4/11/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Ingor, Alina WCF Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 4/11/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Khomutovska, Daria RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 4/11/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Matskevych, Natalia RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 4/11/26 app 12/09/25 NQ 
Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI Cat Club Sherry Kyiv, Ukraine 4/11/26 app GJ 

2025-2026 Season compiled guest judge listing 

Guest Judge Name # Shows 
Abramova, Olga 2 

Balciunene, Inga 6 

Bielova, Natalia 1 

Billing, Jurgen 3 

Calmes, Fabrice 1 

Comorio, Luigi 1 

Davies, Allan 2 

De Luca, Chiara 2 

Dmitrieva, Ekaterina 1 

Dyachenko, Anna 5 

Gleason, Elaine 1 

Gleason, Robert 2 

Gnatkevlych, Olena 5 
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Gubenko, Dmitriy 5 

Gudkova, Alla 1 

Hamalainen, Satu 2 

Harrison, Vicki Jo 1 

Ingor, Alina 3 

Izmalkova, Anna 1 

Khomutovska, Daria 3 

Kuznetsova, Olga 1 

Lebedeva, Natalia 1 

Ling, Christine 5 

Mantovani, Gianfranco 1 

Matskevych, Natalia 5 

Merrill, Vicky 1 

Nazarova, Anna 1 

Neukircher, Brenda 1 

Noskova, Elena 1 

Nyman, Pia 1 

Pohvalina, Victoria 3 

Slizhevska, Tetiana 7 

Tarnovskaya, Olga 1 

Trautmann, Jurgen 5 

Van Rooyen, Jan 1 

Vorobyev, Ivan 1 

Williams, Troy 1 

Judging Program Reports 
Respectfully Submitted 
Vicki Nye, Co-Chair  
CFA Judging Program 
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12. NEW CLUB APPLICATIONS. 

 Committee Chair: Carol Krzanowski 
 List of Committee Members: Pauli Huhtaniemi 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Assistance and guidance were provided to clubs with questions and issues regarding 
membership and applications. 

No new club applications were submitted for consideration at this meeting. 

Club Resignations (See Attached) 

Nine clubs have indicated to Central Office that they are resigning from CFA membership. 

Action Item: Accept with regret the resignation of the following clubs: 

1. American Manx Club, Region 6, effective January 8, 2026 

2. Bonita Cat Fanciers, Region 2, effective December 15, 2025 

3. Cascade Cat Fanciers, Region 7, effective January 9, 2026 

4. Cats Exclusive, Region 7, effective January 9, 2026 

5. Domesti-Katz Cat Club, Region 7, effective January 8, 2026 

6. Gasparilla Feline Friends, Region 7, effective January 8, 2026 

7. Keystone Kats, Region 7, effective January 8, 2026 

8. West Shore Shorthair Club, Region 2, effective December 15, 2025 

Krzanowski: My motion is to accept with regret the resignation of the following eight 
clubs and I list them in my report along with the effective dates for each. Huhtaniemi: I second.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

The following club resignation will be considered in Executive Session: 

9. Midwest Persian Tabby Fanciers, Region 4, effective December 12, 2025 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Process and submit new club applications for consideration by the Board. 

Time Frame: 

February 2026 to June 2026 CFA Board meeting. 
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What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

All new clubs that have applied for membership and satisfactorily completed their 
documentation, as well as any additional club membership requests. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Carol Krzanowski, Chair 
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13. EXPERIMENTAL FORMAT REPORT. 

 Committee Chair: Rachel Anger  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

(a) Summit Request – Great Lakes Great Maines, September 5/6, 2026 

A request for a “Maine Coon Challenge” breed summit has been submitted by Bethany Colilla 
for the Great Lakes Great Maines show to be held September 5/6, 2026 in Columbus, Ohio 
(Region 4). A similar request was unanimously approved for each of the club’s 2024 and 2025 
shows, which were successfully executed. The format is 10 rings. The allbreed judges do the 
breed summit. Top 5 in each class (kitten, championship, premiership) then overall top breed 
awards would be based on the total number of Maine Coon entries in the show: 0-15 Maine 
Coon Cat entries, Top three Best of the Best; 16-24 Maine Coon Cat entries, Top four Best of the 
Best; 25 Maine Coon Cat entries or more, Top five Best of the Best. 

The proposal is as follows: 

 All Maine Coon Cats will be brought up to the separate rings at the same time 
throughout the day. The Maine Coon Cat kittens will be judged with breed awards hung. 
The Maine Coon Cats in Championship will be judged with breed awards hung. The 
Maine Coon Cats in Premiership will be judged with breed awards hung. 

 After that is completed, each judge will award their Best of the Best across all the 
classes. The number of awards given will be based on the following: 0-15 Maine Coon 
Cat entries: Top three Best of the Best, 16-24 Maine Coon Cat entries: Top four Best of 
the Best, 25 Maine Coon Cat entries or more: Top five Best of the Best 

 At the end of the show, top three in each category will be awarded based on class judging 
(ties broken by finals) and, over all BEST Maine Coon Cat will be awarded based on the 
Best of the Best scoring (ties broken by finals). 

The policy for summit shows was adopted in October 2018 and appears in Show Rule 7.01. 

Motion: Grant an exception to Show Rule 7.01 to allow Great Lakes Great Maines to hold a 
Maine Coon breed summit officiated by the allbreed judges in a separate ring at its 8 AB/2 SP 
September 5/6, 2026 show in Columbus, Ohio (Region 4), as presented. The additional awards 
will not be scored. 

Anger: This request is identical to the Maine Coon challenge that we've approved several 
times in the past. Krzanowski: Second. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

(b) Post-Show Analysis – Poppy State 8 Ring, 1 Day Show 

From the Show Manager: I am grateful to the board for Poppy State Cat Club had for this 1 day 
8 ring experimental show. 
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1. I feel the format was correct 4rings in the morning from 8am to 1pm. We where 
able to start the afternoon judges immediately after the morning judges were done. I was able to 
get the afternoon judges fed early so they could start and we did have substitute clerks so the 4 
main clerks could have lunch and or a break if needed. 

2. We realize that there should be 16 cages instead of 12 to help progress finals and 
help with timing. 

3. I feel a 140 count is perfect amount for this format. Our morning judges where 
able to finish by 12:30. With a count if 131 with only 9 absentees. 

4. I have heard from exhibitors and some if our older exhibitors they felt it was 
easier to show multiple cats on this split format then a 1 day 6 ring. 

5. From what I have heard from most exhibitors they loved the concept and would 
like it used again. Our show only ran 20 mins late till 6:50.  

6. I know this concept will be a game changer just not for clubs to save money. But 
more important to help retain younger exhibitors, which is detrimental for the rebuilding of CFA. 

7. I Feel that when clubs use this format they have to be conscious of the judges they 
choose and clerks. This is not for every judge or clerk. 

8. I also want the board to know we filled 1 week early with over 20 people on a 
wait list. So again how eager exhibitors are for this format  

I would hope the board will allow more clubs to use this format. 

Heidi Murphy & Poppy State Cat Club 

From the Judging Program Committee: 

The Judging Program Committee wanted to provide input to the Board regarding the December 
20, 2025 Poppy State Cat Club show using an experimental format of ring sharing for Allbreed 
Judges. There were 3 Judging Program Committee Members officiating at this show; Vicki Nye, 
Nancy Dodds and Marilee Griswold.  

Nancy Dodds 

Dear Vicki: You asked me to write about my experience judging the 8 ring split format. 

It was not the best format for a 1 day show.  

I was one of the afternoon judges, and we arrived at the show hall in time for lunch. We were 
separated from the regular show hall by a screen - there was a table for lunch, and we ate lunch 
before we went to our ring. 

We did not have enough cages in each ring to make it efficient. 
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Once the AM judge was done, we were taken to our ring to begin almost immediately. 

My ring clerk did not have time for a break, to eat lunch and to organize the cage cards again. 

Mike Shelton came to the rescue and helped organize the cage cards to relieve my clerk so she 
could have lunch and a restroom break. 

Ring clerks worked both AM and PM rings. It was like they clerked 2 shows, while we judges had 
just 1 to manage. 

There wasn't as much pressure for the timing in the PM as there had been in the AM, but it 
seemed as if the timing was more important than the handling of the cats. There was virtually no 
time to speak about the virtues of the cats being judged to any visitors and there was just time to 
bring a cat to the table, judge it quickly and back to its cage again. Exhibitors should feel 
cheated that we did not spend much time with their cats. I'd also never expose a kitten to its first 
show for a show of this type. 

Because of this split format, there was a limit of 140 cats and the show did fill.  

Frankly, I did not enjoy judging this show. Too little time to spend with each cat was my biggest 
issue. All in all, I think the cats managed it quite well. But I think it was hard on the judges and 
ring staff. 

It should be required to have16 cages in each judging ring. 

There must be a hard stop following the AM judging and before the PM judging for all rings.  

I am not sure I would do this again. It felt too rushed with too little time for each cat for me. I 
judge cats because I enjoy handling them. This show took all the enjoyment from me because of 
the time constraint. 

Vicki Nye 

I accepted this judging assignment not because I thought it was a great idea, but because I 
wanted to have first-hand knowledge of how it would actually work. Frankly, I do think 8 
handlings of the entries in a one day show, including additional handling/grooming for finals is 
too much for the cats. I was a morning judge, starting at 8:00am and expected to finish by 
1:00pm. Five hours to judge the cats and do 4 allbreed finals. This show did fill with 140 entries, 
a week early, so that exhibitors were allowed to pull cats and substitute. Consequently, the 
absentees were very low. The judges were not taking the cats out for finals, except for their best, 
so the celebration of the win was missing. There was little time to judge and extra time most 
judges usually spend playing with kittens was not possible. Each ring had just 12 cages, so 
Championship and Premiership finals needed 2 parts to complete. The clerks had a heavy work 
load as many times they were going to another ring to request a cat, so a final could be 
completed. Assuming the following times for finals. 

20 minutes for kitten finals, including calling the kittens up, naming of placements, getting cats 
down 
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10 minutes for Household Pets 

30 minutes for a 2 part championship final 

30 minutes for a 2 part premiership final. 

This left the judges a time frame of 37 entries an hour to call the cats, get them up in the ring, 
judge the entries, have the owners take the cats down, wash cages and refill the cages with more 
entries. Roughly 1 minute per entry to judge. The morning slate of judges had enthusiastic 
exhibitors and cats came to the ring promptly. The 4 judging rings finished at 12:20 p.m., 2 x 
12:30 p.m. and the last at 12:40 p.m. The other judges were already in the hall and were directed 
to their ring to start immediately, not wait until 1:00pm, so the clerks had no break between 
morning and afternoon sessions. The afternoon judges needed more time to finish as the cats 
were much slower coming up to the rings. Judges starting at 12:45pm mostly finished by 6:30pm. 
5:45 minutes judging for the afternoon session. The Master Clerk indicated she was done by 
7:00pm which included checking the 4 afternoon judges out, and compiling the package to scan 
for central office. Overall opinion, is this format positive for CFA and the cats? I do not think so, 
it was too rushed and I think too hard on the cats. Imagine being a newbee at this show?  

Though the Judging Program does not support this format as one that can be used to license a 
show, we are supportive of this format being used in an emergency situation such as the January 
24-25, 2026 Star City show. Star City CC in Roanoke, VA. faced a weather emergency needing to 
compress a 2 day show into a one day show, so that the judges and exhibitors can return home 
on Saturday after the show. 

Anger: We have a post-show analysis on the Poppy State show from both the club side 
and a couple of the judges on the Judging Program Committee who were officiating at the show.  

(c) Update on Small Local Show Format 

1. Sherwood Manx Club held a small local show format on January 17, 2026 in 
Kerava, Finland. The format was 2AB+1SP. Judges were Dennis Ganoe (AB), Wendy Heidt 
(AB), Marika Lahti (LH associate) and Pia Nyman (SH FIFe guest judge). Final entry was 83 
(49 longhairs, 32 shorthairs and 2 household pets). 17 TRN entries and all TRNs will be 
registered. One received a registration number before the show as originally, one will be 
registered with regular litter registration process and 15 cats are under via pedigree process.  

Pauli feels the TRN numbers are impressive and worth sharing. Normally we might not receive 
such information about TRNs, but since he was the show secretary, he has the information about 
all cats. 

2. The Cat Fanciers of Finland just licensed a small local show format to be held 
February 28, 2026 in Kerava, Finland. It will be three rings with a 100 entry limit. Judges will 
be Anne Mathis (AB/HHP), Michael Schleissner (AB/HHP), Marika Lahti (LH Associate) and 
Ulrike Knueppel (SH Associate/HHP). This format does not require special board approval.  

Motion 1 made by Mr. Huhtaniemi: The local small show concept is to be accepted as an 
experimental show format for show seasons 2025-2026 and 2026-2027, and clubs do not need 
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to request permission for any of the mentioned (1-4) Show Rule exceptions from the CFA 
Executive Board. Seconded by Ms. DelaBar. The motion is ratified by unanimous consent. 

Anger: Last, I have an update on the small local show format with a summary of the 
Sherwood Manx Club, which held a successful small local show and the Cat Fanciers of Finland, 
which is holding a show.  

Respectfully submitted, 
Rachel Anger, Chair 
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14. NEW EXHIBITOR REPORT. 

 Committee Chair: Janet Moyer 
 Committee Members: Janet Moyer, Martha Auspitz, Howard Rowley 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summary of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The New Exhibitor Committee continued Maine Coon Symposium – Part Two at the Show Me 
Cat Fanciers December show. This educational session focused on mentorship for a significant 
number of new Maine Coon exhibitors and breeders. 

The program was again led by Martha Auspitz and emphasized foundational education, 
including: 

• Establishing and managing a cattery 

• Developing a responsible and sustainable breeding program 

Feedback and engagement from attendees indicated strong interest and a clear need for 
structured, practical guidance for new exhibitors. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Building on the success of the Maine Coon–specific symposium, the committee is discussing 
expansion of these educational topics into a more generalized format applicable to new 
exhibitors across multiple breeds. 

Board Action Items: 

None at this time. This report is submitted for informational purposes only. 

Time Frame: 

Ongoing through 2026, with anticipated pilot presentations at upcoming shows. 

What Will Be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

An update on progress toward creating a generalized, duplicatable educational program for new 
exhibitors, including early feedback from planned pilot efforts. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Janet Moyer, Chair 
New Exhibitor Committee 

Moyer: We had our second Maine Coon Symposium geared towards helping to establish 
and manage a cattery, develop a breeding program, and we're working on implementing a generic 
one for all breeds. We're going to be rolling that out very soon. Carissa has worked on this 
extensively, so we're going to bring her on board and roll it out as a round table at a coming show 
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soon. Nye: There is a Facebook site for new exhibitors that seems very well received. We 
oftentimes see people posting a picture of a cat or kitten that they've purchased and are planning 
on going to a show. They're looking for someone to be there and most of the time, these are 
definitely pet versions of our pedigreed cats. Is there any outreach done from your committee to 
that group on Facebook? Moyer: We try to monitor the Facebook group. Our program picks up 
every person that enters a show and marks “new exhibitor” on their entry form. We pick them up 
at that point. They receive a wonderful information packet and welcome letter. They have an 
introduction at the show on how to show a cat and then they have a show helper assigned, The 
people that are talking about maybe showing, it's a little harder to find them, but we try to 
monitor that. We're going to make a flyer that says what we do as a committee, and we're going 
to be sharing it all over that group. Then maybe the people can reach out to us when they have an 
interest in becoming engaged.  
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15. SHOW SCHEDULING. 

 Committee Chair: Pamela Moser 
 Liaison to Board: Vicki Jensen 
 List of Committee Members: Mary Auth  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

1. Since November 25, 2025 3 requests for Regions 1 – 7 shows have been announced and 
approved.  

2. Recorded more than 25 email correspondences.  

3. Reconciled posted traditional calendar with planned and licensed shows. Corresponded 
with clubs to confirm their show planning status. 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Deconflict show dates 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Continue to respond to requests for show dates. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Continue to respond to requests for show dates. 

Board Action Items: 

None 

Time Frame: 

Ongoing 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Updated number of requests 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Pamela Moser, Chair 

Moser: Mary and I have divided up the regions. I take care of Regions 2, 3, 4 and 5, and 
Mary takes care of the other three – 1, 6, and 7. Moyer: We were concerned about the traditional 
show calendar and how up-to-date it might be. There are shows on the traditional show calendar 
with a traditional date that never happened and never will happen. Moser: We do not go through 
and check every single show to see if they've put one on. That is not what we were assigned to 
do. We just put in new show dates. We will look into it and if they haven't put on a show for a 
couple of years, then we will notify the club that they no longer have that date. That's all you 
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have to do. Altschul: I do not find that that is adequate to handle the situation we had with 
Lincoln State. Anybody else who was on the third weekend of February had no idea that Lincoln 
State was going to be moving from the fourth to the third weekend. Basically, we have to take 
away the ability for any club to say they are the last weekend. They're going to have to either be 
first, second, third, or fourth weekend. If there happens to be five weekends in a particular month 
for a particular year, they'll have to go to the show scheduling committee and ask for a weekend 
change if they want to move from the fourth to the fifth. It doesn't happen that often, but I don't 
think anyone would have really understood, even with the four asterisks. The amount of asterisks 
we're seeing on the traditional show schedule now is very confusing, but with the four asterisks, I 
don't think anybody would have thought about Lincoln State moving, and then it heavily 
impacted another region's show, which is my region, the Little Rock Show. We need to address 
this. The way we've always done things isn't working. Going to the show scheduling committee 
may not be the right way to handle it, which is why we had originally asked them to be here. I 
understand that there are traditions, but we do have to update the way we do things. Moser: 
February is a month that is not like any other month. It's because of the shortened days in that 
month. It’s a one-off situation. Auth: I specifically reached out to Lincoln State when this was 
first brought to our attention last September, to confirm that they do in fact think about the last 
full weekend of the month rather than the fourth weekend. That's how they have planned it every 
year. The last time was in 2009 when they ended up on the third weekend, because it was the last 
full weekend of the month. It has happened before. To address Diamond State, they requested a 
traditional date beginning in 2026. Mastin: My understanding based on the show rules, in order 
to receive a traditional date, you have to have a show on the same weekend, two years in a row. 
Auth: Correct. Mastin: If they didn't have a show in 2025, they can request it to be a traditional 
date, but it won't become a traditional date until they have two shows, one year after the other. 
Auth: Correct.  

Mastin: Ed, can you confirm when all the clubs in Regions 1-7 no longer have their 
traditional show date protected due to COVID? We extended that year after year after year, and 
then it fell off if you didn't put on a show. Raymond: The last year there was an exception to the 
requirement of having shows two years in a row or every other year was the 2023-2024 show 
season. Beginning in 2024-2025 was the first year of starting up the two-year window. Mastin: 
So if you didn't put on a show in the 2024-2025 season or the 2025-2026 season, it is no longer a 
traditional show date. Raymond: Yes.  

Mastin: Can you confirm that a full weekend is a Saturday and a Sunday in the same 
month? Raymond: I call your attention to show rule 2.38. The only time we care that it's 
Saturday/Sunday is for determining the start and end of the show season – the first weekend of 
the show season, last weekend of the show season. Any weekends in between, we don't care. The 
show rules don't define it. Mastin: OK, is there anything in there regarding traditional show 
dates from a third weekend to a fourth weekend? Raymond: Traditional dates come in two 
types, a specific weekend, except for the fifth weekend. That's the fixed type or floating, which is 
tied to an event such as Easter, a national holiday, the last weekend in the show season, etc. We 
amended that a couple of years ago to allow for pet expos. Mastin: Does anywhere in a show 
rule identify what a first weekend is, what a second weekend is, what a third weekend and a 
fourth? Raymond: Not in months other than April and May. We define the last weekend of the 
show season and we define the first weekend of the show season. Huhtaniemi: Show Rule 2.38 
defines what a weekend is. Mastin: Going back to the Lincoln State situation, if the first 
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weekend is identified as the first Saturday and Sunday of the month, then that would help to 
identify what is the second weekend, the third weekend and the fourth weekend. There might be 
some issues that are confusing, such as the month of February because there's only 28 days. 
Moser: I've been in this for over 50 years and it's always an assumption that it's the first full 
weekend or the last full weekend of a month is when your date will fall. In the case of Lincoln 
State, even though it fell on the third weekend, it was the last full weekend of the month. Like I 
said, it's only the month of February. This is the way that it has always been. Altschul: I have a 
multifactorial concern. One, that the show was licensed by Central Office without anybody 
checking the show schedule. And two, that Lincoln State members I contacted didn't know that 
they were supposed to be on the last full weekend. They had never heard of that. I researched all 
the Februaries for the last couple of decades. With the exception of one year when Lincoln State 
didn't have a show, Lincoln State has been on the last full weekend. Nobody outside of the Show 
Scheduling Committee knows anything about a last full weekend allowing a show to flip from 
fourth to third in February. We need to address eliminating floating weekends moving forward. 
If a show wants to move to a particular date for a weekend for a particular year, we have a 
process that goes to the Show Scheduling Committee. That way, everybody knows what is going 
on and can plan accordingly. If the club in my region had had enough notice that Lincoln State 
was moving, they might've been able to change their weekend, but they didn't get that notice and 
by the time they found out it was too late. I just want to stop this from moving forward so that we 
don't have other clubs that could be hurt in similar situations. Auth: There's more than 500 miles 
between those two locations, so they both could happen simultaneously, according to the show 
rules.  

Mastin: I want to go back to Lincoln State. Based on the current show rule, the first day 
of February is on a Sunday. The last day of the month is on the 28th. If Lincoln State has the 
fourth weekend, in my opinion, it would be the 28th and the first. Do I have that wrong? Moser: 
Yes, it's not a full weekend. That's a split weekend, not a fourth weekend. Mastin: If I'm going 
by the show rule, Saturday the 7th and Sunday the 8th is the first full weekend. Moser: That is 
correct. Raymond: The show rule is silent as to what the last weekend of the month is, except 
for the last weekend in April. The first weekend is the first weekend where there is a Saturday 
and Sunday together within the month. So, right now, for this current year, March 7th and 8th are 
the first weekend in March. If we say that the 28th and the 1st is not the last weekend in 
February, then it's a weekend that nobody has a traditional date on. The show rules are silent as 
to how to treat the 28th of February and the 1st of March. I would call it the fourth weekend 
because the show rules do provide that the first weekend in March is the 7th and 8th.  

Mastin: Carissa, you're not pleased because you weren't notified of moving from a fourth 
weekend to what I believe is a third weekend, and you've got a concern because it may or may 
not have impacted a club in your region. Maybe it's something for the Show Rules Committee to 
come up with a solution. Altschul: Right, because even though the shows were just barely over 
500 miles apart, the Little Rock Club did an analysis of their entries and they had a significant 
chunk of their entries that came from Region 6, which is why they elected to not have their show. 
So, if they had known through an announcement that Lincoln State was looking at moving, they 
could have had the opportunity to move themselves and pick a different weekend. We need to 
address this through the Show Rules Committee, because adding more asterisks to the traditional 
show schedule is very confusing. We just to clarify the rule that we don't have any moving dates. 
Mastin: I agree with you. We need to clarify the rule. I don't think anything was done 
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maliciously or intentionally to hurt another club. It was their interpretation of what they believed 
to be in place from years ago. It needs to be fixed. Ed and Carol, will you take this up over the 
next couple of weeks, see if we can get something drafted in front of the board so we can get this 
addressed before the show rules are printed next year? Altschul: No more floating dates. There's 
only one type of date, the first, second, third, fourth. Raymond: OK, so you don't want last 
weekend of the month. How about last weekend of the season? Mastin: That one has to stay 
because it's based on the last full weekend of the year. If the board wants to change it, I don't see 
that being the issue. Raymond: I'm just trying to understand what we want to do on those rare 
occasions when there are five weekends in April. Does a club who's normally the fourth 
weekend, but they say they're the last weekend of the show season get to move out to the fifth 
without permission, or how do we want to handle that? Huhtaniemi: I just want to point out that 
we have an approved traditional date for a pet fair in Hong Kong, based on the pet fair’s date. 
We actually have an Easter show, and Easter can vary 40 days. We need to be flexible. I'm 
actually happy with the current rules, and I agree with Rich's thinking about the rules. Altschul: 
Any club that wants to move off their weekend, we should make a standard policy where they 
request it – whether it's a pet fair or on a particular holiday, you just have to put the request in so 
that it is out there that everyone knows and everybody's on the same playing field. So, your 
traditional date will either be the first, second, third, or fourth weekend, and if you need a change 
for whatever reason, then you request it. We have a Show Scheduling Committee. They are very 
prompt at responding. They send the notifications out. It's very easy. Mastin: Pam Moser, when 
a club requests a change of show date, what is the requirement in terms of timing for you to 
receive that request? Moser: We don’t have a time limit, but because of the ruling of the six 
months in advance if you're not going to have a show, maybe that should be the case of 
changing. Mastin: You and Mary should give it some thought, and get your recommendation to 
the Show Committee. 
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16. AGILITY. 

 Committee Chair: Niki Feniak / Marilee Griswold Co-Chair 
 Liaison to Board: Marilee Griswold 
 List of Committee Members: Bethany Tod, Michele Ott, Pete Deal, Rhonda Smith, 

Dawn Pettyjohn, Jill Archibald 
_____________________________________________________________________________  

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The Agility Committee has updated 29 show rules, including more detailed instructions for the 
Ringmaster and obstacle specifications. 

The Agility Committee established a preliminary budget. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

The Agility Committee is exploring ideas to broaden Agility participation and continues to 
introduce spectators to this aspect of the sport. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

The Agility Committee will continue exploring ideas to broaden Agility participation and 
continues to introduce spectators to this aspect of the sport. 

The Agility Committee will explore ways to collaborate with other clubs in order to support 
Agility growth, participation, and spectator engagement (especially in regional 5, 2, and 3). 

Board Action Items: 

Currently, we do not have any specific requests or issues to present. 

Time Frame: 

Not Applicable 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

To be determined 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Niki Feniak, Chair 
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17. HOUSEHOLD PET COMMITTEE. 

 Committee Chair: Jenny Wickle 
 Liaison to Board: Jacqui Bennett 
 List of Committee Members: Robin Rommel, Brenda Wilde, Brandy Slack, Pamela 
  Robison, Julie Benzer, Pearlyn Maru, Jill Gehrmann,  
  Andrea Cobb, Amir Sariff 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

The Committee has been continuing the discussion surrounding the potential for allowing intact 
HHPs in International Division-Other nations where the procedure of spay/neuter is anything 
from frowned upon to against the law. 

Background of the discussion: 

1. Household Pets are the largest pool of potential registration in the cat world. No major 
global cat organization has made any serious attempt to pursue the incorporation of this 
pool of cats into their registration system. 

2. Desexing of HHP cats is a Western society issue that is not necessarily accepted in every 
nation, particularly in the ID-Other. 

Allan Raymond provided us with these assertions: 

1. The Feline Club of India in Asia, which began in 2018, has currently 700,000 registered 
and fully microchipped. This number continues to grow every year. They run shows with 
entries ranging from 100 to 450 Household Pet counts with shows held every weekend 
except during the monsoon season. 

2. 95% of the cats on earth are HHP/domestic cats and are largely whole cats. 

3. In other areas of Asia there is a very strong fun show circuit with entries averaging 150 
per show. 

4. We need to develop a strategy to capture these registrations. 

5. Many parts of the international population consists of countries where desexing of 
animals is culturally and religiously unacceptable. We need the board to agree in 
principle to allow whole HHP cats to be registered and shown in countries where this is 
proven to be an issue. 

6. CFA should consider exploring an agreement in principle to examine the participation of 
HHP at non-CFA ID shows to determine a strategy to capture these participants. 

Amir Sariff checked with the Mufti Federal Territory Office of Malaysia about neutering/spaying 
cats in Islam. The general ruling is that sterilizing animals that are not permissible to eat is 
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haram, which means forbidden, but if a necessity arises, such as preventing definite harm, then it 
is permissible—as long as it’s truly needed and done without hurting the animal. 

We continue to research the current legalities around desexing in predominantly Muslim 
countries. 

We also believe that allowing exhibitors in these countries to participate will also allow CFA 
judges and CFA publications to inform and educate owners about the positive health benefits to 
spaying/neutering, encouraging understanding and convincing pet owners that further research 
into their own countries’ rules often allows for desexing when done for the health and positive 
welfare of the animals. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

We intend to do more research into the veracity and success of these other organizations. 

Board Action Items: 

In conjunction with the Rules Committee and Experimental Format Committee, create a pilot 
program for exhibitors in countries that limit desexing due to legal or religious limitations, to 
apply for a season-by-season, country-specific exemption from the spay/neuter requirement for 
HHP and submit for board approval or consideration by the Annual Meeting. 

Wickle: We're just asking that the board members try to think about growing CFA 
globally, considering other countries’ cultural and religious beliefs. I like the idea of having an 
application that can be submitted to the board for a year-by-year approval. DelaBar: I hope that 
the direction we take on this is for the board to allow the non-sterilized cats by country, 
depending upon the situation. If we get into trying to change, especially when we're dealing with 
religious limitations, we're getting into a very dicey diplomatic area. I hope that we can educate 
people on the pro’s and con’s and the health benefits of spay/neuter by allowing in these specific 
areas the non-spayed and neutered cats to participate in CFA shows. I hope we take this track 
instead of anything that might be non-diplomatic in the future. Bennett: I believe the direction 
that the Household Pet Committee is looking at, with the input of the International Division, is 
very similar to what Pam is saying. We're still working on the program, but by allowing a 
season-by-season exemption of de-sexing where it is appropriate based on regulations, etc., gives 
us the opportunity to educate those people and communicate in a diplomatic manner without 
being disrespectful to anybody's religious beliefs. From a pure monetary standpoint, the Feline 
Club of India currently has 700,000 registered and fully microchipped members, with shows of 
100 to 450 household pets. The Multi-Federal Territory Office of Malaysia says sterilization of 
animals is not permissible. So, we have areas in the world where we are losing exhibitors, we are 
losing the option to educate about health and welfare and preservation breeding, and our goal to 
support cats. We're also putting the judges who are judging in those areas in an uncomfortable 
position of either disqualifying large portions of a class or violating existing show rules. What 
we absolutely are not going to do is any kind of blanket program of getting rid of desexing of all 
household pets. That is not the intent of the Committee. It is an application that the board would 
consider on a case-by-case basis, season-by-season only, and not automatically renewed. By 
bringing in the International Division members of the Household Pet Committee, they've got a 
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great idea to help us expand CFA and increase our influence, as well as our profit margin. 
Mastin: Pam, thank you. Ed, are you comfortable with what we're voting on? Raymond: You're 
looking for a proposal, but from a legal side, I see nothing wrong with it. From a Show Rules 
side, this is something to add in the addendum, as opposed to the show rules. Mastin: There's 
going to be some work for Show Rules and Experimental Formats. Your timing on this is by the 
annual meeting, you'll have a proposal in front of the board in the next 4 months? Wickle: Yes, 
that would be the goal. Anger: I don't know if Experimental Format Committee is the right fit or 
that it hits the bullseye, but at least it's close and we can work with Show Rules and Ed and 
maybe expand what we do for the Experimental Committee to cover this and make it happen. 
Mastin: We need to keep in mind that we're going to need to communicate with the Judging 
Program Committee, so you may want to get feedback from them as well. Raymond: Would 
these intact cats be judged with the altered cats in a single household pet category? Are you 
anticipating two separate household pet categories, one for altered cats, one for intact cats? It's 
something to think about. Bennett: Assuming that the board agrees with this, the next step 
would be Rachel's Experimental Format Committee, the JPC and the ID Committee to make sure 
that we've got input from all stakeholders. Then Jenny and the team and I can work together on 
getting the proposal together for the annual. Mastin: Include everybody you need to. I'm 
supportive of that direction. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Time Frame: 

July 2026 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Proposal for HHPs as described in above motion if approved by Committee 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Jenny Wickle, Committee Chair 

Nye: We are experiencing issues with Toygers being shown in the Household Pet class. 
Show Rule 2.23 does not allow them. If they enter those cats as some sort of brown tabby, they 
entry clerk is not going to know. When we have a Toyger, the Show Rules specifically say that 
the only wildcat hybrids that are allowed are the Bengals and they must be registered. How are 
we supposed to handle Toygers? Exhibitors and Household Pet people are complaining that 
those are Toygers and they're not supposed to be there. Why aren't the judges disqualifying them 
or NA/IM? This is solved partly by the show rule change that will go into effect next year, but 
for the remaining months of this show season, what is the feeling of the Household Pet 
Committee on how this should be handled? Jensen: My understanding is that Toygers have less 
wild blood than the Bengals. I don't think that they really fall into that class. Maybe they're not 
wild blood. Nye: I actually disagree with that. They either are or they're not. The cats definitely 
look like Toygers and have that same very soft coat that we find in Bengals. I can't go along with 
saying they're not really wild blood because they do have wild blood behind them. Bennett: 
These cats are entered as brown mackerel tabby Household Pets. We don't have a genetic tester 
under our table. We can't prove they're Toygers. I'm not asking if they're Toygers. It's a bit of a 
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misnomer. We have lookalikes in a number of breeds. If you go back enough generations, a 
Persian had wild cat too. We've got a show rule to correct this issue starting May 1st. If you look 
at the history of Toygers, they did use Bengals very early on, but they actually have statistically 
less wild blood than our five-generation requirement. If you go by the spirit of the rule, this is 
probably not something the board needs to get involved in unless a formal protest comes up. 
DelaBar: Leslie Lyons recently stated that the current Bengal might have 6% wild blood, but 
until this organization requires microchipping, we can't prove to a certainty that a cat entered is 
the cat entered. We have no way to enforce anything dealing with the Toygers because we can't 
prove the DNA and we can't prove the cat until such time as we have identification of our cats in 
our entries in our shows. Wickle: I've seen them on the East Coast before 2020, so it's not a new  
issue to me.  
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18. BREEDS AND STANDARDS. 

 Committee Chair: Annette Wilson 
 Liaison to Board: Carissa Altschul  
 List of Committee Members: Carla Bizzell, Melanie Morgan, Krista Schmitt 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Ms. Altschul made a standing motion on all items, with a standing second by Ms. 
Anger.  

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Worked with BC Secretaries and Central Office staff on ballot proposals. Reviewed and 
disseminated results of breed council ballots. Requested updated report on registered/exhibited 
Khao Manee and Longhaired Bengals. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Updating Khao Manee Breed Summary. The Toyger breed is interested in applying to CFA; 
Dennis Ganoe is assisting them with the application process, along with Central Office. 

Future Projections for Committee:  

Work on an agenda for the June BCS meeting with the CFA Board (board member suggestions 
are welcome!). Meet with Allene and Rachel to discuss best workflow for future balloting 
process and results.  

Board Action Items:  

1 Breed Council Elections and Ballot Proposals (per compiled report and spreadsheet 
summary). ALL proposals passed their breed councils! Several BCS/BCC have indicated 
they will join the meeting via ZOOM to be available to discuss and/or answer questions 
about the proposals that passed the BC. 

(The Breeds & Standards Committee is objecting to one proposal on the Lykoi ballot 
(advancing Longhairs to Championship). We thank all BC Secretaries for getting their 
proposals completed within the timeline and for being responsive and understanding. 

2. The Khao Manee Breed Committee chair has asked that the board consider advancing 
the breed to Provisional. There have been 25 individual Khao Manee registered in CY 
2025, from 7 litters. However, there have been no Khao Manee shown at CFA shows 
since March, 2025. The B-S Committee would support moving to Provisional at this time 
considering the interest in registration and the Khao Manee BC secretary’s 
encouragement of exhibition. 

Motion: Advance the Khao Manee to Provisional Status effective May 1, 2026. 
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Wilson: Just as a reminder, we haven’t have a breed committee chair for some time, and 
no members on a breed committee. We now have one breed committee member who is doing a 
great job of cheerleading for the breed. They have registered 25 individual cats in calendar year 
2025 from seven different breeders. They're going to get them out and show them. DelaBar: In 
December when I was in Bangkok, the King of Thailand made the Siamese, the Khao Manee, the 
Korat and the Suphalak as national treasures. So we have the chance to promote a national 
treasure from Miscellaneous to Provisional. I'll support it. Bennett: I'm glad they've registered 
25, but they're not exhibiting them. That's the whole point of advancing Miscellaneous and 
Provisional. I'm not sure I can support this advancement. Show me the cats next year, I'll support 
it. Anger: I'm fully in support of this. This breed has been sitting on the cusp of ready to go with 
nobody to push it across the finish line. Now we have somebody. I still have videos of the five 
wonderful Khao Manee that were in Thailand. They were fantastic cats. The exhibitor has the 
same frustration for his breed as we do. They show in another association, but would love to 
come to CFA if we can give some reason to show these cats in championship. There are others 
who feel the same. The U.S. exhibitors have gotten fatigued waiting for this day to happen. I 
certainly would love to give them this carrot. DelaBar: The Khao Manee was actually starting to 
gain some appreciation, especially in Europe, until the person that was promoting the breed so 
much was killed in an automobile accident. I'm glad to see somebody else is picking up the 
banner for the Khao Manee. Let's give them a boost.  

[Secretary’s Note: Following an executive session discussion, the motion was ratified 
by unanimous consent.] 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: A report if there is any updated or outstanding 
information. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Annette Wilson, Chair 

  



90 

ADDENDA: 

Longhair Bengal data: 

27 Longhaired Bengals registered since 2018 

15 Longhaired Bengals shown in 6 regions/areas in past 2 ½ years 

Khao Manee data: 

25 cats registered in calendar year 2025, from 7 different breeders (US, Thailand, China, 
Europe) 

9 Khao Manee shown in calendar year 2025, none since March 2025, all in Thailand shows.  

Breed Council Ballots 

Breed Members Ballots Returned 
Balinese 16 12 
Colorpoint Shorthair 23 19 
Oriental Shorthair 45 28 
Siamese 57 50 
Bengal 39 22 
British Shorthair 37 15 
Burmese 27 21 
Exotic 53 30 
Lykoi 5 5 
Manx 16 15 
Norwegian Forest Cat 25 17 
Ragamuffin 9 8 
Ragdoll 13 8 

The Cat Fanciers’ Association, Inc. 
2025 BREED COUNCIL POLL 

NOTE: “No action taken” indicates that a breed standard proposal did not meet or exceed a 60% 
(standard change) or 50% (registration issue) favorable vote from the voting members (i.e., no 
rounding down). Deleted text is shown with a strikethrough and new text is underscored. 

SIAMESE 

Breed Council Secretary: Betsy Arnold (Rochester, NY) 
Total Members:  

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 49 
60% of Voting: 30 



91 

Yes No Abstain 
38 11 1 

1. PROPOSED: Use consistent wording to describe the wedge in both the HEAD and EARS section.  

HEAD: long tapering wedge. Medium in size in good proportion to body. The total wedge starts at the 
nose and flares out continues in straight lines to the tips of the ears forming a triangle, with no break 
at the whiskers. No less than the width of an eye between the eyes. When the whiskers are smoothed 
back, the underlying bone structure is apparent. Allowance must be made for jowls in the stud cat.  

EARS: strikingly large, pointed, wide at base; continuing the straight lines of the wedge. 

RATIONALE: This change makes both the HEAD and EARS sections consistent in the words used 
to describe the wedge shape of the head. The words “flares out” and “straight” do not appear in the 
EARS section, so this proposal makes the two sections consistent. If the wording is different in two 
sections about the same part of the anatomy, judges will apply the standard inconsistently. Using the 
same wording in both sections is a positive change that will help the judges understand our intent. 

Wilson: There is one proposal, which was also on the Balinese, Colorpoint and Oriental 
ballot. This updates the Head and Ear section of the standard to describe the wedge.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

BALINESE 

Breed Council Secretary: Howard Webster (Phoenix, AZ) 
Total Members: 16 

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 12 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
12 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: Use consistent wording to describe the wedge in both the HEAD and EARS section. 
This proposal is only to be considered if the Siamese Breed Council passes the same on their ballot 
and the board approves their change. 

HEAD: long tapering wedge. Medium in size in good proportion to body. The total wedge starts at 
the nose and flares out continues in straight lines to the tips of the ears forming a triangle, with no 
break at the whiskers. No less than the width of an eye between the eyes. When the whiskers are 
smoothed back, the underlying bone structure is apparent. Allowance must be made for jowls in the 
stud cat.  

EARS: strikingly large, pointed, wide at base, continuing the straight lines of the wedge. 

RATIONALE: This change makes both the HEAD and EARS sections consistent in the words used 
to describe the wedge shape of the head. The words “flares out” and “straight” do not appear in the 
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EARS section, so this proposal makes the two sections consistent. If the wording is different in two 
sections about the same part of the anatomy, judges will apply the standard inconsistently. Using the 
same wording in both sections is a positive change that will help the judges understand our intent. 

Wilson: The first proposal is to update the Head and Ear section to describe the wedge. 
It’s the same wording as in the Siamese standard.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 12 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
12 0 0 

2. PROPOSED: Change the Balinese Registration Rules to extend the outcross to Oriental Longhairs 
from litters born through 12/31/2030 to litters born through 12/31/2035. 

ALLOWABLE OUTCROSS BREEDS:  

Balinese Colorpoint Shorthair 

Siamese 
Pointed Oriental LH or OLH carriers 4### 
series on litters born on or before 12/31/2030 
12/31/2035 (excluding Pointed and white) 

Javanese 
Pointed Oriental 4### series with DOB on or 
before 12/31/2030 12/31/2035 (excluding 
Pointed and white) 

RATIONALE: Although the Balinese breeders have long had access to and made use of the Siamese 
and Colorpoint Shorthair breeds as outcrosses, the breedings result in shorthair offspring that may 
result in multiple generations away from the show ring. Pointed Oriental longhairs and longhair 
carriers were selected as an additional outcross as they are closest to our own cats in regards to both 
structure and phenotype and breedings may result in showable offspring in the first generation thus 
benefitting our gene pool as well as the CFA clubs and shows. 

Wilson: This extends the outcross to the Oriental Longhair to litters born through 
December 31st, 2035 another five years.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 3 – INFORMATION ONLY (passes) 

Votes: 12 
50% of Voting: 6 
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Yes No Abstain 
11 1 0 

3. PROPOSED: Please vote on whether you agree with the Colorpoint Shorthair Breed Council’s 
proposal to revise the Colorpoint Shorthair Rules for Registration (ROR) to allow CFA 
Balinese/Javanese kittens that have a DNA test proving they are not and do not carry Longhair, 
Silver, Smoke, Cinnamon or Fawn to do an Inter-Registry transfer to 52xx Colorpoint Shorthairs 
when the parents are CFA-registered Balinese/Javanese variants. This is to be an Inter-Registry 
Transfer with DNA proof, not an outcross to the Balinese/Javanese. 

In the PEDIGREE REQUIREMENTS section of the Colorpoint Shorthair ROR, add: 

Date: (2/26) allow an Inter-Registry Transfer from Balinese or Javanese to Colorpoint Shorthair, see 
** below. 

Under the single asterisk, add a double asterisk as follows: 

** Cats that have one or both CFA-registered parents that would otherwise be registered as Balinese 
or Javanese longhair carriers (variants) may be transferred to the Colorpoint Shorthair 52xx prefix 
registration if the registration application includes documentation of DNA testing proving the cat is 
not itself longhair or an unaccepted color and does not carry longhair or an unaccepted color. 
Unaccepted colors are silver, smoke, cinnamon and fawn. In the future, other colors may be included 
at the breed council’s request as testing becomes available. All such cats will be assigned the regular 
BCS code for the cat’s color. A notation will be made in the cat’s record that DNA testing 
documentation has been received confirming the cat meets these DNA testing requirements. 

RATIONALE: Currently, the CPSH registration-by-pedigree requirement allows cats to come into 
the breed from other associations with two-generation pedigrees. These pedigrees must be clear of 
unacceptable colors, and the cats receive a 52xx number. Last year, the CPSH breed council clarified 
that cats from other registries with Longhair Carrier designations can only be registered by pedigree 
as CPSH if they have a DNA test to prove they are shorthair and do not carry longhair. However, the 
ROR do not allow CFA Balinese/Javanese that are DNA tested shorthair to transfer from the Bali/Javi 
breed when they meet the same requirements.  

Breeders with such cats could easily “launder” the pedigrees through another association. A rough 
estimate of the cost to launder a pedigree in another association would be around $200 and can be less 
if some of the ancestors are already dual registered. Of that, a small amount goes to CFA but the rest 
to the other association. Why give that money to another association? These cats can be registered via 
pedigree as CPSH regardless of whether this proposal passes, so why require breeders to throw so 
much money away to keep these cats for breeding in CFA programs? Most important, this would 
increase the pool of available breeding cats for both Bali/Javi and CPSH breeders. These cats will be 
transferred within CFA with 52xx numbers so other breeders can easily avoid using them if they 
choose. Variant Bali/Javi cats would remain as Bali/Javi and would still be unshowable.  

NOTE: This will have no effect on the Inter-Registry Transfer of OLH to Bali which does not require 
DNA testing; nothing about that OLH transfer will change because of this proposal. This proposal 
applies solely to the Colorpoint Shorthair ROR.  

Wilson: #3 revises the Registration Rules to allow Balinese and Javanese kittens with 
appropriate DNA tests to be registered as 52XX Colorpoint Shorthairs. 
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The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

COLORPOINT SHORTHAIR 

Breed Council Secretary: Mary Kolencik (Kissimmee, FL) 
Total Members: 23 

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 18 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
16 2 1 

1. PROPOSED: Use consistent wording to describe the wedge in both the HEAD and EARS section. 
This proposal is only to be considered if the Siamese Breed Council passes the same on their ballot 
and the board approves their change. 

HEAD: long tapering wedge. Medium in size in good proportion to body. The total wedge starts at the 
nose and flares out continues in straight lines to the tips of the ears forming a triangle, with no break 
at the whiskers. No less than the width of an eye between the eyes. When the whiskers are smoothed 
back, the underlying bone structure is apparent. Allowance must be made for jowls in the stud cat.  

EARS: strikingly large, pointed, wide at base, continuing the straight lines of the wedge.  

RATIONALE: This change makes both the HEAD and EARS sections consistent in the words used 
to describe the wedge shape of the head. The words “flares out” and “straight” do not appear in the 
EARS section, so this proposal makes the two sections consistent. If the wording is different in two 
sections about the same part of the anatomy, judges will apply the standard inconsistently. Using the 
same wording in both sections is a positive change that will help the judges understand our intent. 

Wilson: The first proposal updates the Head and Ear section to describe the wedge. 
Again, the same wording as the Siamese and the Balinese.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 18 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
16 2 1 

2. PROPOSED: Revise the Colorpoint Shorthair Rules for Registration (ROR) to require all cats from 
other associations being registered-by-pedigree as CPSH to provide a DNA test proving they are not 
and do not carry Longhair, Silver, Smoke, Cinnamon or Fawn. The cats will still be registered as 
52xx Colorpoint Shorthairs. 
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In the PEDIGREE REQUIREMENTS section, add: 

Date: (2/24) register 52## cats with 2 generations certified pedigree until 12/31/2033, then 3 
generation certified pedigree. Register 22# cats with 5 generation certified pedigree. If 1 less 
generation than required, register as breeding only. 

Date: (2/26) require DNA testing for all cats registered by certified pedigree proving no longhair or 
unaccepted colors, see * below. 

At the asterisk under the DO NOT ACCEPT table, change as follows: 

* Any cat submitted for Registration Via Pedigree that contains longhair or longhair carrier within the 
number of generations required for registration with a 52xx prefix must include documentation of 
DNA testing to prove the cat is not itself longhair and does not carry longhair in order to be registered 
via pedigree.  

Any cat submitted for Registration Via Pedigree within the number of generations required for 
registration with a 52xx prefix must include documentation of DNA testing to prove the cat is not 
itself longhair or an unaccepted color and does not carry longhair or an unaccepted color. Unaccepted 
colors are silver, smoke, cinnamon and fawn. In the future, other colors may be included at the breed 
council’s request as testing becomes available.  

All such cats will be assigned the regular BCS code for the cat's color. A notation will be made in the 
cat's record that DNA testing documentation has been received confirming the cat is not a longhair 
and does not carry longhair. meets these DNA testing requirements. 

RATIONALE: Currently, our registration-by-pedigree requirement allows cats to come into the 
breed from other associations with two-generation pedigrees. These pedigrees must be clear of 
unacceptable colors, and the cats receive a 52xx number. Last year we added a requirement to DNA 
test for Longhair and Longhair carrier if cats have registration numbers indicating they could be or 
carry longhair in their two-generation pedigree.  

We do not have such a requirement for unaccepted colors which can be carried and not indicated by 
registration numbers. This proposal changes the DNA testing requirement to apply to all cats 
registered by pedigree for CPSH, regardless of what appears on the pedigree. 

Since our requirement is currently just two-generations, it would not be impossible for unwanted 
recessives or silver to come into our breed via registration by pedigree. DNA testing can detect these 
traits. The imported cats will have the 52xx numbers and breeders can avoid these lines if they 
choose. While DNA testing does add a small expense, it also adds many health benefits for importing 
breeding cats. 

Wilson: Proposal #2 revises the registration rules to allow cats from other associations 
(registration by pedigree) that aren't carrying longhair and certain colors to be registered as 
52XX Colorpoint Shorthairs.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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# 3 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 17 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
11 6 2 

3. PROPOSED: Revise the Colorpoint Shorthair Rules for Registration (ROR) to allow CFA 
Balinese/Javanese kittens that have a DNA test proving they are not and do not carry Longhair, Silver, 
Smoke, Cinnamon or Fawn to do an Inter-Registry transfer to 52xx Colorpoint Shorthairs even when 
one or both parents are CFA-registered Balinese/Javanese variants. This is to be an Inter-Registry 
Transfer with DNA proof, not an outcross to the Balinese/Javanese. 

In the PEDIGREE REQUIREMENTS section, add: 

Date: (2/26) allow an Inter-Registry Transfer from Balinese or Javanese to Colorpoint Shorthair, see 
** below. 

Under the single asterisk, add a double asterisk as follows: 

** Cats that have one or both CFA-registered parents that would otherwise be registered as Balinese 
or Javanese longhair carriers (variants) may be transferred to the Colorpoint Shorthair 52xx prefix 
registration if the registration application includes documentation of DNA testing proving the cat is 
not itself longhair or an unaccepted color and does not carry longhair or an unaccepted color. 
Unaccepted colors are silver, smoke, cinnamon and fawn. In the future, other colors may be included 
at the breed council’s request as testing becomes available. All such cats will be assigned the regular 
BCS code for the cat’s color. A notation will be made in the cat’s record that DNA testing 
documentation has been received confirming the cat meets these DNA testing requirements. 

RATIONALE: Currently, the CPSH registration-by-pedigree requirement allows cats to come into 
the breed from other associations with two-generation pedigrees. These pedigrees must be clear of 
unacceptable colors, and the cats receive a 52xx number. Last year, the CPSH breed council clarified 
that cats from other registries with Longhair Carrier designations can only be registered by pedigree 
as CPSH if they have a DNA test to prove they are shorthair and do not carry longhair. However, the 
ROR do not allow CFA Balinese/Javanese that are DNA tested shorthair to transfer from the Bali/Javi 
breed when they meet the same requirements. 

Breeders with such cats could easily “launder” the pedigrees through another association. A rough 
estimate of the cost to launder a pedigree in another association would be around $200 and can be less 
if some of the ancestors are already dual registered. Of that, a small amount goes to CFA but the rest 
to the other association. Why give that money to another association? These cats can be registered via 
pedigree as CPSH regardless of whether this proposal passes, so why require breeders to throw so 
much money away to keep these cats for breeding in CFA programs? Most important, this would 
increase the pool of available breeding cats for both Bali/Javi and CPSH breeders.  

These cats will be transferred within CFA with 52xx numbers so other breeders can easily avoid using 
them if they choose. Variant Bali/Javi cats would remain as Bali/Javi and would still be unshowable. 
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Wilson: This revises the Registration Rules to allow Bali or Javi kittens with an 
appropriate DNA test that they're not carrying longhair to be registered as 52XX Colorpoint 
Shorthairs.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

ORIENTAL 

Breed Council Secretary: Dotti Olsen (Tucson, AZ) 
Total Members: 45 

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 28 
60% of Voting: 17 

Yes No Abstain 
19 9 0 

1. PROPOSED: Change the DISQUALIFY section of the standard regarding color and pattern to add 
additional color and pattern disqualifications.  

DISQUALIFY: any evidence of illness or poor health. Weak hind legs. Mouth breathing due to nasal 
obstruction or poor occlusion. Emaciation. Visible kink in tail. Miniaturization. Lockets and buttons. 
Incorrect number of toes. The color charcoal or the rosetted pattern. Longhair Division: definite 
double coat (i.e. downy undercoat). The following 8 colors: seal point, seal smoke point, chocolate 
point, chocolate smoke point, blue point, blue smoke point, lilac point, lilac smoke point. 

RATIONALE: Both the color charcoal and the rosette pattern are indications of a cross to a non 
allowable outcross, either Bengal or African Leopard Cat. This color and pattern are being seen on 
social media and at non CFA shows that would support the fact that breeders are introducing other 
breeds not allowed into the CFA Oriental gene pool. 

Wilson: Proposal #1 changes the Disqualify section to disqualify for charcoal or the 
rosetted pattern.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 27 
60% of Voting: 17 

Yes No Abstain 
24 3 1 

2. PROPOSED: Use consistent wording to describe the wedge in both the HEAD and EARS section. 
This proposal is only to be considered if the Siamese Breed Council passes the same on their ballot 
and the board approves their change. 
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HEAD: long tapering wedge. Medium in size in good proportion to body. The total wedge starts at the 
nose and flares out continues in straight lines to the tips of the ears forming a triangle, with no break 
at the whiskers. No less than the width of an eye between the eyes. When the whiskers are smoothed 
back, the underlying bone structure is apparent. Allowance must be made for jowls in the stud cat.  

EARS: strikingly large, pointed, wide at base, continuing the straight lines of the wedge.  

RATIONALE: This change makes both the HEAD and EARS sections consistent in the words used 
to describe the wedge shape of the head. The words “flares out” and “straight” do not appear in the 
EARS section, so this proposal makes the two sections consistent. If the wording is different in two 
sections about the same part of the anatomy, judges will apply the standard inconsistently. Using the 
same wording in both sections is a positive change that will help the judges understand our intent. 

Wilson: #2 updates the Head and Ears section to describe the wedge. Again, this is the 
same wording as the Siamese, Colorpoint and Balinese ballots.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 3 – INFORMATION ONLY (passes) 

Votes: 26 
50% of Voting: 13 

Yes No Abstain 
25 1 2 

3. PROPOSED: Do you support an extension to the Balinese breed’s outcross to Oriental Longhair 
through litters born 12/31/2030? (this proposal does not affect the Oriental breed’s continued ability 
to outcross to the Balinese breed) 

Here is the proposal that is appearing on the Balinese BC ballot: 

Balinese BC PROPOSAL: Change the Balinese Registration Rules to extend the outcross to 
Oriental Longhairs from litters born through 12/31/2030 to litters born through 12/31/2035. 

ALLOWABLE OUTCROSS BREEDS:  

Balinese Colorpoint Shorthair 

Siamese 
Pointed Oriental LH or OLH carriers 4### 
series on litters born on or before 12/31/2030 
12/31/2035 (excluding Pointed and white) 

Javanese 
Pointed Oriental 4### series with DOB on or 
before 12/31/2030 12/31/2035 (excluding 
Pointed and white) 

Balinese BC RATIONALE: Although the Balinese breeders have long had access to and made use 
of the Siamese and Colorpoint Shorthair breeds as outcrosses, the breedings result in shorthair 
offspring that may result in multiple generations away from the show ring. Pointed Oriental longhairs 
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and longhair carriers were selected as an additional outcross as they are closest to our own cats in 
regards to both structure and phenotype and breedings may result in showable offspring in the first 
generation thus benefitting our gene pool as well as the CFA clubs and shows. 

Wilson: The third proposal is a comment that they agree with the Balinese outcross to the 
Oriental Longhair for litters born through 2035. We put that on most of the ballots, so if there 
was an objection, they had an opportunity to weigh in. They agree.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

BENGAL 

Breed Council Secretary: Pau Badia Grimalt (Sukothai, Thailand) 
Total Members: 50 

# 1 – SHOW RULE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
50% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
22 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: A housekeeping proposal to clarify the color and pattern descriptors in the Color 
Classes and remove redundancies. 

The following information is for reference purposes only 
and not an official part of the CFA Show Standard. 

Bengal Color Class Numbers 

Shorthair Division 
Brown (Black) R/S & Marble Tabby ...................... 9202 9203 
Snow R/S & Marble Tabby  .................................... 9260 9261 

(Lynx Point, Mink or Sepia in R/S, Marble & 
Charcoal Tabby Patterns [includes all colors] 
Mink R/S, Marble & Charcoal Tabby 
[includes all colors], Sepia R/S, Marble & 
Charcoal Tabby [includes all colors] 

Other Bengal Colors & Patterns  ............................ 9210 9211 
(Remaining accepted colors in R/S, Marble 
Tabby & Charcoal Tabby Patterns Charcoal 
R/S & Marble Tabby) 
All other accepted Colors & Patterns not 
listed above. 

AOV ........................................................................... 9298 9299 
(Melanistic & Smoke patterns, AOV colors 
and Longhairs) 
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RATIONALE: The snow color class repeated the patterns multiple times which was confusing. This 
clarifies that color class; slightly rearranging the wording in the OBC class makes that consistent. (Note: 
there is no change to which colors and patterns are judged in each class. This is for clarification only.) 

Wilson: Proposal #1 better clarifies the color class, colors and pattern descriptions.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 - ADVANCE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
60% of Voting: 14 

Yes No Abstain 
18 4 0 

2. PROPOSED: Add a separate division to show Longhaired Bengals (currently shown in the AOV 
class) 

The following information is for reference purposes only 
and not an official part of the CFA Show Standard. 

Bengal Color Class Numbers 

Shorthair Division 
Brown (Black) R/S & Marble Tabby ...................... 9202 9203 
Snow R/S & Marble Tabby  .................................... 9260 9261 

(Lynx Point R/S, Marble & Charcoal Tabby 
[includes all colors] Mink R/S, Marble & 
Charcoal Tabby [includes all colors] Sepia 
R/S, Marble & Charcoal Tabby [includes all 
colors]) 

Other Bengal Colors & Patterns  ............................ 9210 9211 
(Remaining Charcoal R/S & Marble Tabby) 
All other accepted Colors & Patterns not 
listed above. 

AOV ........................................................................... 9298 9299 
(Melanistic & Smoke patterns, AOV colors 
and Longhairs) 

Longhair Division: 
Brown (Black) R/S & Marble Tabby ...................... xxxx xxxx 
Snow R/S & Marble Tabby  .................................... xxxx xxxx 

(Lynx Point R/S, Marble & Charcoal Tabby 
[includes all colors] Mink R/S, Marble & 
Charcoal Tabby [includes all colors] Sepia 
R/S, Marble & Charcoal Tabby [includes all 
colors])  

Other Bengal Colors & Patterns  ............................ xxxx xxxx 
(Remaining Charcoal R/S & Marble Tabby) 
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All other accepted Colors & Patterns not 
listed above. 

RATIONALE: Although Bengal Longhairs are not eligible for Championship status in CFA, they 
have been steadily gaining popularity and visibility in the show hall. Currently, Longhaired Bengals 
have been exhibited in CFA shows with a total of 26 unique cats across all regions, including the 
International Division. 

Longhaired Bengals are pure Bengals that carry two copies of a naturally occurring recessive longhair 
gene that has been present in the breed since its early development, and is not the result of any 
outcrossing. Many appear naturally in Bengal litters from two shorthair parents. Other CFA breeds 
with coat-length variation, such as Manx, Selkirk Rex, Oriental and Scottish Folds/Straight-eared 
have been successfully divided or grouped by coat length without altering the essential breed type. 
Following this precedent, recognizing Longhair Bengals as a division allows fair and consistent 
judging without changing the type, pattern, or temperament requirements of the Bengal breed.  

This proposal moves Longhair Bengals from AOV competition to Championship classes while 
preserving consistency within the breed. It also helps maintain genetic diversity and supports ethical 
breeding practices, without requiring breeders to exclude cats based on coat length. 

(NOTE: if Proposal #1 passes and Proposal #2 passes, the rewording of the color class descriptors in 
Proposal 1 will apply for both coat lengths) 

Wilson: Proposal #2 adds a separate division for longhair Bengals. They're currently 
shown in the AOV class and have been in the AOV class since we accepted the Bengals. The 
color classes would mirror the Shorthair Division. This would create a separate division, moving 
from AOV to championship. There have been 27 longhair Bengals registered since 2018 and 15 
longhair Bengals have been shown in six different regions or areas in the past two and a half 
years. They have been showing and they have met the guidelines. The Breeds and Standards 
Committee supports this request. Anger: When we accepted the Bengal, they were offered to 
bring in their longhairs at that time. The Bengal representatives wanted to get the breed accepted 
without any kind of extraneous drama. They planned to come back and do this in the next couple 
of years, so this is a long time coming and I'm very supportive. Currle: I too am supportive. 
Nye: Will these be called longhair Bengals or Cashmeres? Badia-Grimalt: As the standard says, 
they need to be called longhairs. If they would like to be Cashmeres, that should be another 
breed. This is actually a new longhair division in the Bengal.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

IMPORTANT – PROPOSALS #3 through #6 relate to the addition of the Longhair Bengals to 
Championship status…if Proposal #2 passes, then at minimum Proposals #3, #5 and #6 must also 
pass) 

# 3 – INFORMATION ONLY (passes) 

Votes: 22 
50% of Voting: 14 
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Yes No Abstain 
18 4 0 

3. PROPOSED (if Proposal #2 passes): Amend the Bengal Registration Rules to assign registration 
codes to Longhaired Bengals in consistency with the existing SH codes. 

RATIONALE: Currently Longhaired Bengals are registered with codes: 9598 Male AOV LH; 9599 
Female AOV LH. Registration codes for Longhairs should be assigned according to the color and 
pattern designations as are shorthairs.  

Wilson: Proposal #3 amends the Registration Rules to add codes for longhairs consistent 
with those for shorthair Bengals. Again, this is usually something that Central Office would just 
do, but we'd like to memorialize these things in the proposals.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 4 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
60% of Voting: 14 

Yes No Abstain 
18 4 0 

4. PROPOSED (if Proposal #2 passes): Amend GENERAL description to include the longhairs 

GENERAL: The Bengal is a medium to large cat with a sleek, muscular build. Boning is substantial. 
Hindquarters slightly higher than shoulders. The tail is thick, with rounded tip, and carried lower than 
the back. The Bengal’s head, expressive nocturnal look, and stunning markings give the breed a wild 
appearance. The coat is like no other: short, close lying, soft, luxurious, and may be glittered. Bengals 
can be either shorthaired or longhaired. Bengals are alert and active, with inquisitive, dependable 
dispositions. Males are generally larger than females. 

RATIONALE: The addition of the Longhair Division Bengals in the GENERAL description ensures 
accurate representation of both coat length varieties.  

Wilson: OK, #4 changes the general description in the standard to include the longhairs. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 5 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
60% of Voting: 14 

Yes No Abstain 
18 4 0 
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5. PROPOSED (if Proposal #2 passes): Amend the COAT description to include the longhaired 
Bengal and remove the AOV COAT LENGTH section from the end of the Bengal Patterns and 
Colors. 

COAT-Shorthair: Short, close lying, soft, luxurious with minimal resilience. May be glittered 
(iridescent shimmer to the coat, caused by light reflection or refraction at hair tips). 

COAT-Longhair: Medium to long, flowing and soft, with a luxurious texture and minimal resilience. 
Not cottony or wooly. Coat may be with or without an undercoat. Feathering behind the ears blending 
into a moderate ruff or frill around the neck and hindquarters is desirable, creating a gentle framing of 
the face without obscuring pattern. A mane is desirable. Coat shall lie with the body and not obscure 
pattern. Toe tufts desirable. The tail is fully plumed and in proportion to the body. Pattern clarity and 
contrast must remain visible despite coat length. Coat may be glittered. 

and: 

BENGAL PATTERNS AND COLORS 

…  

AOV PATTERNS/COLORS/COAT LENGTH 

…  

AOV COAT LENGTH 

LONGHAIR BENGAL (CASHMERE): 

The Longhair Bengal can come in any described color/pattern. … Tail shall be slightly longer haired 
creating a plumed impression. 

RATIONALE: 

This description defines the ideal Longhair Bengal coat length and texture while ensuring that the 
breed’s distinctive pattern remains clearly visible. The wording parallels the Bengal shorthair 
standard, adapting for length. The current description of AOV Coat Length would be removed from 
the heading of the AOV Patterns/Colors/Coat Length and at the end of the Pattern and Color section. 

Wilson: This removes the AOV Coat description and updates the Coat description in the 
standard to differentiate between longhair and shorthair.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 6 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
60% of Voting: 14 

Yes No Abstain 
17 5 0 
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6. PROPOSED (if Proposal #2 passes): Addition of LH ALLOWANCES 

ALLOWANCES: Smaller size, in balanced proportion, in females. Jowls in mature males. Slightly 
longer coat in shorthair kittens and slightly shorter coat in longhair kittens. Slightly larger ears in 
kittens. Eyes slightly almond shaped. Incorrect paw pad color.  

RATIONALE: This addition acknowledges acceptable coat variations specific to the Longhair 
Division. 

Wilson: #6 revises the Allowances section in the standard to include the coat variations.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 7 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 22 
60% of Voting: 14 

Yes No Abstain 
15 7 0 

7. PROPOSED (if Proposal #2 passes): Addition of LH penalizations 

PENALIZE: Kinked or otherwise deformed tail. Rosetted/Spotted Tabby Pattern – Rosettes or 
spots running together vertically forming a mackerel tabby pattern. Marble Tabby Pattern – 
Circular bull’s eye pattern. Snow Tabby Pattern – Substantially darker point color as compared to 
color of body markings. Longhair Division, coat: Excessively wooly or cottony coat texture. Coat 
length or density that obscures pattern clarity or contrast. Tail lacking plume. 

RATIONALE: This addition ensures that structural and coat faults specific to the Longhair Division 
are considered during judging, maintaining breed integrity and appearance. 

Wilson: #7 revises the Penalize section specific to the longhair coat.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 8 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 21 
60% of Voting: 13 

Yes No Abstain 
18 3 1 

8. PROPOSED: (Note: this proposal is independent of whether Proposal #2 passes) Amend wording of 
the Bengal Pattern description  

ROSETTED/SPOTTED TABBY PATTERN: 
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Rosettes and spots shall be random, with a horizontal flow to their alignment, and a pattern like no 
other breed. Ground color should be clear, and as uniform in color as possible. Contrast with ground 
color must be extreme, showing distinct pattern with sharp edges. Rosettes are two toned, with dark 
outlines, and a lighter center. Rosettes can be many different shapes, such as round donut, open donut, 
pancake, paw print, arrowhead, or clustered, and are preferred to single spotting. Strong, bold chin 
strap and mascara markings desirable. Backs of ears have a thumbprint. A much lighter to white 
ground color on the whisker pads, chin, chest, belly, and inner legs, in contrast to Countershading 
pattern contrasts with the ground color of the flanks and back. Blotchy horizontal shoulder streaks, 
spotted legs, and spotted, or rosetted tail are desirable. Belly must be spotted. Allowance for spotted 
pattern without rosettes. These cats are not required to have two tone markings. 

MARBLE TABBY PATTERN: 

The Marble pattern is a modified classic tabby pattern with horizontal, diagonal, or random pattern 
flow, as opposed to a circular pattern flow; there should be no resemblance to the classic tabby 
pattern seen in other breeds. Contrast with ground color must be extreme, showing distinct markings 
with sharp edges. Two toned markings are preferred. Additional color tones inside the pattern, giving 
a “stained glass” effect is desirable. Patterned shoulder markings, and multi-toned markings on legs, 
feet and tail desirable. Rosettes and spots can be present, particularly on the legs. Distinct mascara 
and other facial markings desirable. Lighter colored spectacles enhance the eyes. A much lighter to 
white ground color on the whisker pads, chin, chest, belly, and inner legs, in contrast to 
Countershading pattern contrasts with the ground color of the flanks and back. Light thumbprints on 
back of ears are desirable. Belly must be patterned. 

RATIONALE: This change aims to improve clarity and consistency in the Bengal standard by 
refining the description of the lighter areas on the underside of the cat as part of the pattern. The 
current language repeating detailed anatomical references such as "whisker pads, chin, chest, belly, 
and inner legs" is lengthy and redundant, especially as it appears identically in both the Pattern and 
the Brown Color section. This change improves the internal logic and readability of the standard 
without changing its intent or substance. By replacing this descriptive list with the term 
"countershading pattern", we use accurate biological terminology that better reflects the visual 
transition in pigment distribution across the body and serves as the umbrella terminology for the rest 
of the descriptions of this trait in each color class. This term captures the idea of a lighter underside in 
contrast with a darker dorsal area, which is a widely recognized and understood pattern trait in animal 
coat descriptions. Importantly, the brown color section of the standard still retains the full description 
of the actual colors involved in these lighter areas, and other descriptions for the different colors have 
their wording to describe this pattern in each specific color class. Since countershading refers 
specifically to a pattern and not a color, it is appropriate to reference it in the Pattern section only, 
while leaving the Color sections unchanged. This amendment does not alter the evaluation or 
expectations for Bengal patterns but modernizes and streamlines the language for clarity and 
precision. (Note: please see the Bengal Colors descriptions to see where the wording remains; i.e., 
BROWN (BLACK) TABBY: All variations of brown are allowed…A much lighter to white ground 
color on the whisker pads, chin, chest, belly and inner legs…; BLACK SILVER TABBY: Ground 
color ranges from... Color on chest and belly will be lighter than ground color...; BLUE TABBY: 
Ground color is pale blue gray....Underside and chest will be lighter in color than ground color found 
elsewhere...) 

Wilson: #8 clarifies the Bengal Pattern description regarding the lighter areas on the 
underside of the cat.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  



106 

Nye: Under the new term “counter-shading”, do you define counter-shading anywhere? 
Badia-Grimalt: Not in the standard. Nye: That's not a term the judges are going to be used to. 
Would you be available for a Zoom call for judges? Badia-Grimalt: I would love to, and I 
would be happy to wake up at 2 a.m. in the morning or 3 a.m. to do that. Counter-shading is 
allowed for the breed. 

BRITISH SHORTHAIR 

Breed Council Secretary: Cathy Dunham (Alliance, Ohio) 
Total Members: 37 

# 1 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
15 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: Clarify the language for the registration of Longhair British Shorthairs. 

*Accept registration only of Longhair British Shorthairs (only for use as outcrosses in accepted non-
British Shorthair breeding programs), with specific registration codes to indicate they are longhairs or 
have longhairs in the 5 generations behind them (registration codes 0014/0015). 

RATIONALE: In recent months questions have been raised by breeders and central office as to the 
intent of the registration of the longhair cats vs shorthair cats. By removing the verbiage above it 
clarifies that we are talking about the longhaired cats. 

Wilson: Proposal #1 clarifies the wording regarding the registration of longhair British 
Shorthair for use as outcrosses, as previously passed.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
14 1 0 

2. PROPOSED: Add a rule to the British Shorthair rules of registration to allow a spayed or neutered 
British Shorthair to be registered no matter what colors are carried genetically. 

*Any neutered or spayed British Shorthair of currently accepted colors can be registered regardless of 
what colors the cat may carry genetically. 
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RATIONALE: by allowing these cats to be registered we allow new exhibitors and/or breeders to 
experience CFA with fully registered examples of our beloved breed. This was brought to my 
attention by fellow British Shorthair breeders/exhibitors and the CFA registration staff. These cats 
will not harm our gene pool as they are already neutered or spayed. 

Wilson: Proposal #2 allows registration of neutered or spayed British Shorthairs in 
currently accepted colors, regardless of what colors they carry genetically.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 3 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
12 3 0 

3. PROPOSED: Clarify the disqualification section for green rimmed eyes. 

DISQUALIFY: definite nose stop/nose break. Incorrect eye color, green rims in adults with gold or 
copper eye color requirements. Eyes set on the bias. Any tail defects. Droopy whisker pads. Incorrect 
number of toes. Locket or button. Improper color or pigment in nose leather and/or paw pads in part 
or total. Any evidence of illness or poor health. Any evidence of wryness of jaw, poor dentition 
(arrangement of teeth), or malocclusion; or foreshortened head structure that results in narrowed 
nares. Evidence of hybridization resulting in cinnamon or fawn, the Himalayan pat tern or these 
combinations with white Any evidence of the CORIN gene or evidence of DBE (dominant dominent 
blue eye).* 

*The previously listed penalties and disqualifications apply to all British Shorthair cats. Additional 
penalties and disqualifications are listed under colors. 

RATIONALE: this is a housekeeping item to clarify that the breed council is talking about gold or 
copper eye color must not have green rims in adults and correct a spelling error. 

Wilson: Proposal #3 clarifies the wording of eye color in the Disqualify section.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 4 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
15 0 0 

4. PROPOSED: Correct the eye color for the silver and golden colors in the British Shorthair standard. 
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SILVER (Black Silver): the undercoat is pure white; back, flanks, head, ears and tail tipped with 
black. Eye and nose rims: out lined in black. Nose leather: brick red. Paw pads: black. Eye Color: 
green or to blue-green. 

BLUE SILVER: the undercoat is pure white; back, flanks, head, ears and tail tipped with blue. Eye 
and nose rims: outlined in blue grey. Nose leather: old rose. Paw pads: blue. Eye Color: gold or 
copper green to blue-green. 

GOLDEN (Black): the undercoat is ivory to neutral beige; back, flanks, head, ears and tail tipped 
with black. Eye and nose rims: outlined in black. Nose leather: brick red. Paw pads: black. Eye Color: 
green or to blue-green. 

BLUE GOLDEN: the undercoat is ivory to neutral beige; back, flanks, head, ears and tail tipped with 
blue. Eye and nose rims: outlined in blue-grey. Nose leather: old rose. Paw pads: blue. Eye Color: 
gold or copper green to blue-green. 

CHOCOLATE GOLDEN: undercoat ivory to pale honey or apricot with a mantle of chocolate 
tipping. Rims of eyes, lips and nose out lined with chocolate. Nose leather: brown. Paw pads: 
cinnamon pink. Eye color: gold or copper green to blue-green. 

LILAC GOLDEN: undercoat ivory to pale honey or apricot with a mantle of lilac tipping. Rims of 
eyes, lips and nose outlined with lilac. Nose leather: lilac-pink. Paw pads: lilac-pink. Eye Color: gold 
or copper green to blue-green.  

RATIONALE: this is a housekeeping item to correct the required eye color for some of the silver 
and golden colors in the British Shorthair standard. 

Wilson: #4 inserts the correct eye color in the Silver and Golden color descriptions.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 5 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
15 0 0 

5. PROPOSED: Remove the existing list of Calico and Bi-Color Pattern/Colors and replace with the 
following. 

CALICO AND BI-COLOR PATTERN COLORS 

CALICO: white with unbrindled patches of black and red or chocolate and red. Patches to be clear 
and defined. As a preferred minimum, the cat should have white feet, legs, undersides, chest and 
muzzle. White blaze desirable. With the van pattern the preferred minimum is expressed as a white 
cat with unbrindled patches of black and red confined to the extremities; head, tail, and legs. One or 
two small colored patches on body allowable. Less color than this minimum should be penalized 
proportionately. Some evidence of tabby markings are allowed in the red patches. Nose leather and 
paw pads: pink and/or black. Eye color: gold to copper or odd-eye. Penalize: brindling. 
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DILUTE CALICO: white with unbrindled patches of blue and cream or lilac and cream. Patches to 
be clear and defined. As a preferred minimum, the cat should have white feet, legs, undersides, chest 
and muzzle. White blaze desirable. With the van pattern the preferred minimum is expressed as a 
white cat with unbrindled patches of blue and cream confined to the extremities; head, tail, and legs. 
One or two small colored patches on body allowable. Less color than this minimum should be 
penalized proportionately. Some evidence of tabby markings are allowed in the cream patches. Nose 
leather and paw pads: blue and/or pink. Eye color: gold to copper or odd-eye. Penalize: brindling. 

BI-COLOR: where the solid pattern is expressed, the pattern should conform to the already 
established solid pattern requirements, with allowances for the expression of white. As a preferred 
minimum, the cat should have some white on the feet, legs, undersides, chest and muzzle. Less white 
than this should be penalized proportionately. With the van pattern the preferred minimum is 
expressed as a cat should have a colored tail and one or more colored patches on the head or body. 
Less color than this minimum should be penalized proportionately. Symmetry of those markings, no 
matter the amount of color vs. white, is desired. White blaze desirable. Eye color: gold to copper or 
odd-eye. Penalize: brindling or tabby markings. Nose leather and paw pads: to conform to the already 
established solid requirements; nose leather and paw pads may also be pink. 

BI-COLORS: black and white, blue and white, red and white, cream and white, chocolate and white, 
lilac and white. 

SMOKE AND WHITE: where the smoke pattern is expressed, the pattern should conform to the 
already established smoke pattern requirements, with allowances for the expression of white. White 
with colored portions, the colored portions of the cat to conform to these currently established smoke 
color standards. 

SMOKE AND WHITE COLORS: black smoke and white, blue smoke and white, red smoke and 
white, cream smoke and white, tortoiseshell smoke and white, blue-cream smoke and white, 
chocolate smoke and white, chocolate tortoiseshell smoke and white, chocolate calico smoke and 
white, lilac smoke and white, lilac-cream smoke and white, lilac calico smoke and white. 

TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted, including patched): where the tabby pattern is 
expressed, the pattern should conform to the already established tabby pattern requirements, with 
allowances for the expression of white. As a preferred minimum, there should be some white on the 
feet, legs, undersides, chest and muzzle. Less white than this should be penalized proportionately. 
With the van pattern the preferred minimum is expressed as a cat should have a colored tail and one 
or more colored patches on the head or body. Less color than this minimum should be penalized 
proportionately. Symmetry of those markings, no matter the amount of color vs. white, is desired. 
White blaze is desirable. Nose leather, paw pads and eye color: to conform to the already established 
tabby color requirements; nose leather and paw pads may also be pink, eye color may also be odd-
eye. 

TABBY AND WHITE COLORS: silver tabby and white, brown tabby and white, blue tabby and 
white, blue silver tabby and white, red tabby and white, red silver tabby and white, cream tabby and 
white, cream silver tabby and white, chocolate tabby and white, chocolate silver tabby and white, lilac 
tabby and white, lilac silver tabby and white. 

PATCHED TABBY AND WHITE COLORS: silver patched tabby, brown patched tabby, blue 
pathed tabby, blue silver patched tabby, chocolate patched tabby, chocolate silver patched tabby, lilac 
patched tabby, lilac silver patched tabby. 
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RATIONALE: This change combines the bi-color pattern the van pattern descriptions and removed 
redundant color descriptions which cleans up the Calico and Bi-Color Pattern Colors for our breed 
standard. 

Wilson: The next proposal updates the calico and bi-color color descriptions to remove 
redundancies. Nye: Some of these changes make it a problem for judges if they were to go in and 
read these. I understand they're going to be fixed for next year, but that's another whole show 
season they're going to be dealing with this. It defines AOV as color confined to the extremities, 
head, tail, and legs for a van. Vans don't have color on their legs. Also on the bi-color, it talks 
about what defines a van and it would allow a cat that has no color whatsoever on the head. So, I 
just wanted to point that out. Do we ignore these changes to the standard? Wilson: They allow in 
the van pattern currently to have color on the legs. Nye: It says they have to have minimum 
expressed as white cat with unbrindled patches confined to the extremities, less color than this 
should be penalized. So if a cat doesn't have color on its legs, we're supposed to penalize and 
that's not typical for a van. You're not going to see color on the legs. Wilson: I read this 
differently. When it says confined to the extremities, it doesn't say it's required in the extremities. 
Nye: No, but it says less color than the minimum should be penalized. I'm just pointing out that 
we're changing it to be something that a judge is supposed to be penalizing for and we don't want 
that to happen. Wilson: We can work on this and run it by you before it goes on the ballot. 
Dunham: I don't read it the same way Vicki does. I understand her concern, and Annette and I 
had a conversation last night. I'm very willing to open a dialogue discussion, but I don't see a 
reason not to pass this now. This was really just a reorganization of a section of our standard. I 
hope that the board would pass it and let us fix the minor things.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 6 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
14 1 0 

6. PROPOSED: Accept cinnamon and fawn colors for registration: 

Revise the British Shorthair Rules for Registration to accept cinnamon and fawn, establish these as 
colors for registration, and revise the registration via pedigree requirements. 

DO NOT ACCEPT (cat to be registered or cats in background):  

Pointed Longhair * Fawn Cinnamon 

Ticked tabby-allowed in 3rd through 5th 
generation only 

  

*Any cat submitted for Registration Via Pedigree that contains the pointed pattern in the first five 
generations must include documentation that the cat has been microchipped for identification 
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purposes and submit a DNA test proving the cat does not carry cinnamon, fawn or the pointed pattern 
in order to be registered. All such cats will be assigned the regular BCS code for the cat's color and a 
notation will be made in the cat's record that a DNA test has been received confirming the cat does 
not include cinnamon, fawn and/or the pointed pattern, in its five-generation pedigree. 

RATIONALE: Cinnamon and fawn are the dilute of the already accepted chocolate and lilac. To 
allow the continued work with chocolate and lilac these colors must be accepted. 

Wilson: #6 registers cinnamon and fawn British Shorthairs.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 7 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
14 1 0 

7. (If #6 passes) PROPOSED: Add cinnamon and fawn to the AOV Color Class. 

Fawn  
Fawn-Cream  
Fawn Calico  
Fawn Tabby  
Fawn Silver Tabby  
Fawn Patched Tabby  
Fawn Smoke  
Fawn Calico Smoke  
Fawn Silver  
Fawn Golden  
Cinnamon  
Cinnamon Tortoiseshell  
Cinnamon Calico  
Cinnamon Tabby  
Cinnamon Silver Tabby  
Cinnamon Patched Tabby  
Cinnamon Smoke  
Cinnamon Calico Smoke  
Cinnamon Silver  
Cinnamon Golden  
Parti-Color Smoke  
Parti-Color Golden  
Parti-Color Silver  
Any of these colors in combination with white 
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The following information is for reference purposes only 
and not an official part of the CFA Show Standard. 

British Shorthair Color Class Numbers 

Solid Color Class ...................................................... 2500 2501  
(Black, Blue, Cream, Red, Blue-Eyed White, 
Gold-Eyed White, Odd-Eyed White) 
Accepted solid pattern colors 

Tabby Class (spotted, classic, mackerel) .................. 2536 2537  
(Blue Tabby, Brown Tabby, Cream Tabby, 
Red Tabby, Silver Tabby, Blue Patched 
Tabby, Brown Patched Tabby and Silver 
Patched Tabby) 
Accepted tabby pattern colors 

Parti-Color & Bi-Color Class .................................. 2546 2547  
(Blue-Cream, Tortoiseshell, Calico, Van 
Calico, Dilute Calico, Van Dilute Calico, 
Solid Color and White, Van Solid Color and 
White, Tabby and White, Van Tabby and 
White, Patched Tabby and White) 
Accepted solid, shaded, smoke, tabby, parti-
color with white 

OBSHC (Other British Shorthair Color) ............... 2596 2597 
Smoke, Shaded and Chinchilla patterns and 
colors as described in the standard. 

AOV ........................................................................... 2598 2599 
[Chocolate and lilac in the accepted British 
Shorthair patterns: solid, tabby, patched 
tabby, tabby & white, patched tabby & white, 
parti-color, calico, smoke, shaded, chinchilla 
(note: smoke & white, shaded & white, 
chinchilla & white are not accepted patterns)] 
(cinnamon and fawn in the accepted British 
Shorthair patterns:...) 

And update the DISQUALIFY section of the standard: 

DISQUALIFY: definite nose stop/nose break. Incorrect eye color, green rims in adults. Eyes set on 
the bias. Any tail defects. Droopy whisker pads. Incorrect number of toes. Locket or button. Improper 
color or pigment in nose leather and/or paw pads in part or total. Any evidence of illness or poor 
health. Any evidence of wryness of jaw, poor dentition (arrangement of teeth), or malocclusion; or 
foreshortened head structure that results in narrowed nares. Evidence of hybridization resulting in 
cinnamon or fawn, the Himalayan pattern with or without these combinations with white. Any 
evidence of the CORIN gene or evidence of DBE (dominant dominent blue eye).* 

*The previously listed penalties and disqualifications apply to all British Shorthair cats. Additional 
penalties and disqualifications are listed under colors. 

RATIONALE: Allows cinnamon and fawn BSH to be shown in the AOV class. 
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Wilson: #7 adds cinnamon and fawn to the AOV color class and list the colors of the 
Registration Rules.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 8 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 15 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
14 1 0 

8. (if #7 passes) PROPOSED: Add the cinnamon and fawn solid colors descriptions with all accepted 
patterns after the Calico and Bi-Color Pattern Colors and will be titled AOV Pattern Colors in the 
British Shorthair Breed Standard 

AOV PATTERN COLORS 

CINNAMON: light reddish brown, the color of a cinnamon stick, distinctly warmer, lighter and 
redder than chocolate. Nose leather and paw pads: tan to pinkish beige. Eye color: gold or copper. 

FAWN: light lavender with pale cocoa overtones. Nose leather and paw pads: a light shade of dusty 
rose pink (no blue or lavender tones). Eye color: gold or copper.  

Cinnamon and Fawn in all accepted British Shorthair patterns. 

RATIONALE: If proposal #7 passes this will add the descriptions for the AOV colors. 

Wilson: #8 is the AOV pattern colors and describes the cinnamon and fawn colors for the 
standard. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

BURMESE 

Breed Council Secretary: Art Graafmans (Newport Beach, CA) 
Total Members: 27 

Wilson: OK, next breed is Burmese. I don't know if Art is on the call or not. Tartaglia: 
He's not. Mastin: You said Art is not joining us, Allene? Tartaglia: Correct, he's not here. 

# 1 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 19 
60% of Voting: 12 

Yes No Abstain 
19 0 2 
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1. PROPOSED: Revise the Rules for Registration to allow a Black color kitten born in a Burmese to 
Bombay outcross litter to be registered with a Burmese “for breeding only” designation and given an 
appropriate registration number. This change in the Rules for Registration would last as long as 
Burmese are allowed to outcross to the Bombay breed. 

ALLOWABLE OUTCROSS BREEDS:  

Date: 2/2021 Tonkinese 1/1/2012 – 12/31/2031 

Date: 2/2021 Southeast Asian Cats until rescinded by the Board of Directors 

Date: 2/2013 Amend Southeast Asian Cats to clarify that pointed and Mink are included 

Date: 2/2021 Sable Bombay through 12/31/2031 

Date: 2/2024 Both Sable and Black Bombay through 12/31/2031 

OUTCROSS POLICIES: 

CFA Burmese Breed Council: Outcross To Bombay Policy 

The Burmese breed may outcross to the sable and black Bombay for the time period beginning 
January 1, 2013 and extending through December 31, 2031. Offspring of these breedings whose coat 
color is one of the approved Burmese colors may be registered as Burmese. Offspring of these 
breedings that are black colored may only be registered with a Burmese ‘for breeding only’ code. In 
the case where the Burmese parent is either Champagne, Blue or Platinum, the litter may only be 
registered as Burmese.  

General Requirements: 

1. The Bombay parent must be registered in CFA. A Bombay cat registered in a foreign registry 
may be used once it has been registered in CFA. 

RATIONALE: Out-crossing Burmese to the Bombay breed has proven to be one of the most 
productive means to improve health and vigor for many breeders. These litters often produce a mix of 
both black and Burmese allowed colors. If the breeder chooses to or must* register the litter as 
Burmese, any black offspring would not registerable and thus could not be used in a future breeding. 
CFA would also loose the associated kitten(s) registration fee(s). 

* A Burmese to Bombay out-cross litter must be registered as Burmese if the Burmese parent is not 
sable. 

Wilson: This is a Registration Rule. Currently, the Burmese are allowed to outcross to 
the Bombay. This would allow a black kitten born from a Bombay x Burmese breeding to be 
registered as a Burmese “for breeding only”. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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EXOTIC – GENERAL 

Breed Council Secretary: Lynn A. Cooke (North Salem, NY) 
Total Members: 53 

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 28 
60% of Voting: 17 

Yes No Abstain 
24 4 2 

1. PROPOSED: In the DISQUALIFY section, clarify how the level of the break should be determined: 

DISQUALIFY: locket or button. Kinked or abnormal tail. Incorrect number of toes. Any apparent 
weakness in the hindquarters. Any apparent deformity of the spine. Deformity of the skull resulting in 
an asymmetrical face and/or head. Crossed eyes. Break level with or higher than the top of the eyes a 
fully opened eye.* 

*The above listed disqualifications apply to all Exotic cats. Additional disqualifications are listed 
under “Colors.” 

RATIONALE: Breakline placement can be more accurately ascertained when the eyes are fully 
opened.  

Wilson: In the Disqualify section of the standard, it explains how to determine the level 
of the break. Last year they added that the break should be level with or higher than the top of 
the eyes. Now they're saying the top of a fully opened eye. DelaBar: We want the break not to 
exceed that line of the top of the eye. Wilson: Right, that’s a disqualify.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 28 
60% of Voting: 17 

Yes No Abstain 
24 4 2 

2. PROPOSED: Add a requirement to registration by pedigree for Exotic cats with blue or odd-eyes 
(with the exception of solid white and color point) to include a DNA test proving the cat does not 
carry the PAX3, dominant blue eye (DBE) gene. The cat must be microchipped, and the microchip 
number must appear on the test results presented for registration. Only after this proof has been 
presented to the central office, along with a 5-generation pedigree, can the cat be registered.  
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RATIONALE: It has recently been brought to my attention that these cats are now being registered 
in CFA via our 5-generation pedigree requirement after being washed through other organizations 
that allow it. They were created using DSH cats with the gene fairly recently.  

The PAX3 gene plays a crucial role in the development of various tissues, including neural crest cells, 
which are involved in the formation of the ears, eyes, and pigment cells. 

Consequences of the PAX3 variant: 

Dominant Blue Eyes: 
The PAX3 variant causes blue eyes, even in the presence of other eye color genes. 

Deafness: 
The gene variant is strongly associated with hearing loss, which can be either unilateral or bilateral. 

Minimal White Spotting: 
The PAX3 variant is also associated with small amounts of white spotting on the cat's coat, not 
caused by other known white spotting genes.  

Embryonic Lethality:  
Cats that inherit two copies of this specific PAX3 allele (homozygosity) are thought to not survive to 
birth.  

Waardenburg Syndrome: 
This PAX3 variant in cats shares similarities with human Waardenburg syndrome, which also 
involves hearing loss and pigmentation issues.  

The test involves collecting a DNA sample (usually from a cheek swab) and analyzing it for the 
specific PAX3 variant. The Pax3 gene in cats is primarily tested through genetic testing services offered by 
companies like Wisdom Panel and Basepaws. 

Wilson: #2 is Exotics with blue or odd eye color that are registered by pedigree must 
include DNA proof that they are not carriers of the dominant blue-eyed gene. Mastin: In the last 
sentence of the proposed, is Central Office prepared to handle whatever needs to be done from a 
registration standpoint? Tartaglia: Yes, we have a spot in the eCat record right now for it being 
microchipped. We would gather the information, Monique would review it, and we wouldn't 
forward it on to Monique until these requirements have been met.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 3 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 29 
60% of Voting: 17 

Yes No Abstain 
24 5 1 

3. PROPOSED: Add the eye color descriptions to the following Calico and Bi-Color Division Colors.  
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SILVER TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted): a cat of white and colored portions, the 
colored portions to conform to the currently established silver tabby standard. Eye color: brilliant 
copper, blue or odd-eyed, These colors in odd-eyed shall have one blue and one green, hazel or 
brilliant copper eye with equal color depth. 

BLUE TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted): a cat of white and colored portions, the 
colored portions to conform to the currently established blue tabby standard. Eye color: brilliant 
copper, blue or odd-eyed, with noted exception. Odd-eyed bi-colors shall have one blue and one 
copper eye with equal color depth. 

CREAM TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted): a cat of white and colored portions, the 
colored portions to conform to the currently established cream tabby standard. Eye color: brilliant 
copper, blue or odd-eyed, with noted exception. Odd-eyed bi-colors shall have one blue and one 
copper eye with equal color depth. 

BROWN PATCHED TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted): a cat of white and 
colored portions, the colored portions to conform to the currently established brown patched tabby 
standard. Eye color: brilliant copper, blue or odd-eyed, with noted exception. Odd-eyed bi-colors 
shall have one blue and one copper eye with equal color depth. 

BLUE PATCHED TABBY AND WHITE (classic, mackerel, spotted): a cat of white and colored 
portions, the colored portions to conform to the currently established blue patched tabby standard. 
Eye color: brilliant copper, blue or odd-eyed, with noted exception. Odd-eyed bi-colors shall have 
one blue and one copper eye with equal color depth. 

RATIONALE: A housekeeping matter to keep the color class standard descriptions uniform.  

Wilson: #3 adds eye color description to certain calico and bi-color division colors. The 
silver tabby and white has an error. It says eye color, brilliant copper, blue, or odd-eyed. And 
then these colors in odd-eyed should have one blue and one green, hazel, or copper with equal 
color depth. It should conform to the silver tabby without white eye color. They will address it 
next time. Nye: What they eliminated was green. That will get fixed next time around. 
[Secretary’s Note: A lengthy discussion was has about the with noted exception clause with 
respect to eye color, which appears numerous times without definition. This will be addressed in 
a future ballot.] 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

LYKOI 

Breed Council Secretary: Desiree Bobby (Port Sanilac, MI) 
Total Members: 5 

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 
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Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: Change coat point distribution to equal weight on the three defining features, change 
punctuation to indicate texture and density rather than indicating density as texture. Change to read as 
follows: 

COAT (45) 

Texture/Density (Density) .............................. 20 15  
Mask ............................................................... 15 
Color/Roaning ................................................. 10 15 

RATIONALE: Texture and Density indicate two separate features, previous wording indicates 
texture is defined by density. Change in points desired to give equal weight to the three defining 
features of the breed. 

Wilson: #1 changes the point distribution on Texture, Density, Mask and Color so that 
they're each 15 points.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

2. PROPOSED: Change wording of general breed description and shortening, correct grammar and 
spelling. Change to read as follows: 

GENERAL: The “Lykoi”, which in greek, roughly translates to “wolf”, is a breed derived from a 
naturally occuring mutation found in the feral cat population. The Lykoi is a partially hairless breed 
of cat with a coat that is unique to them.  

The “Lykoi”, which in Greek translates to “wolves”, is a breed derived from a naturally occurring 
coat mutation found in the feral cat population. Recognized for their striking, partially hairless 
appearance, the Lykoi possess a truly unique coat that sets them apart in the feline world. A 
combination of 3 distinct traits distinguishes the Lykoi from other feline breeds. 

1) A lack of undercoat.  

2) Sparse guard hair on legs, feet and face mask which gives the appearance of a werewolf. 

Sparse guard hair most notably on the ears, face, legs and feet.  

3) Roaning; an amelanistic color pattern of intermixed white and colored guard hairs.  
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The physical impression of the Lykoi is a striking cat with no undercoat and intermixed guard hairs 
that cover an elegant, semi-foreign body. The large, bright, walnut shaped eyes combined with the 
distinct partial hairlessness around the eyes, nose, muzzle and chin give the Lykoi a mythical, 
werewolf-like appearance. Lykoi have short to medium hair with varying degrees of guard hair 
density and roaning, dependent upon coat cycle and base coat color. Coat is rough in appearance but 
soft and silky to the touch. The high and erect ears, sitting atop a triangular head with rounded 
contours, paint an accurate picture of a very curious and inquisitive cat. 

The overall impression of the Lykoi is an inquisitive, intelligent, striking cat with large expressive 
eyes and the distinct partial hairlessness that gives the Lykoi a mythical, werewolf-like appearance 
defining the breed. 

RATIONALE: Housekeeping (Punctuation, Grammar, spelling corrections). Improve and shorten 
breed description. Remove body/coat descriptors addressed later in the standard. 

Wilson: #2 makes some housekeeping updates to the General description. It takes out 
some redundancies and reads more smoothly.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

3. PROPOSED: Change head description to better define ideal. Change to read as follows: 

HEAD 

FACE (MUZZLE/CHIN/NOSE): The face is a less extreme foreign type. Muzzle is medium in 
length; with fleshy, gently rounded hairless whisker pads with a definite whisker break. Muzzle ends 
with a well-developed chin, aligned vertically with nose; full, but neither projecting or receding. Nose 
is hairless and leathery to the touch, slightly rounded down at the end, and gives the appearance of a 
mask when connecting with the hairless areas around or surrounding the eyes. Nose is hairless and 
leathery over the bridge, slightly rounded down at the end. Hairlessness gives the appearance of a 
face mask when connecting with the hairless areas around or surrounding the eyes, ideally forming a 
clover-shaped pattern. 

HEAD SIZE/SHAPE: The head is a moderately-sized modified wedge with rounded contours from 
nose to cheeks to ears. Slightly rounded forehead. Slightly longer than wide.  

EARS: Tall, open at the base, rounded tips and set high on the head, vertical and erect.  
Tall, open at the base, rounded tips, set high on the head, extending smoothly from the contour of the 
modified wedge head with inner ear margins angled slightly out from vertical giving an inquisitive, 
alert expression. 

EYES: Large, walnut-shaped, slanting upward with an open expression. Hairless rims desirable 
joining with hairless muzzle to form a clover-shaped face mask. 

PROFILE: … 

RATIONALE: Remove “to the touch” to make this a visual assessment and eliminate the 
requirement for judges to feel the nose to assess the hairlessness. Define the desired ideal face mask 
shape. Judges have expressed the desire for improved ear description with concern for current ear 
description describing an ear higher and more vertical than what we desire. Change in description to 
favor an upright ear, less extreme than a Cornish rex ear size and vertical orientation. 
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Wilson: #3 changes the Head description, including the Face, Head Size/Shape, Ears and 
Eyes for better definition.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 4 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

4. PROPOSED: Change coat description combining texture and density, remove roaning description 
from the texture/density section, describe desired range of density and desired texture. 

COAT 

The coat of the Lykoi is what sets this breed apart. It is important to differentiate the undercoat, the 
guard hairs, and the roaning. Undercoat should be lacking over the entire body. Guard hairs cover the 
body, but are very sparse or completely lacking on the legs, feet, back of ears, and mask (eyes, nose, 
muzzle, chin.) Lykoi have a grizzled appearance due to the amelanistic guard hairs intermixed with 
colored coat.  

COAT TEXTURE: Undercoat must be completely absent and guard hairs are short to medium in 
length and soft and silky to the touch. The ideal range of guard hair body coverage is 50 to 100% and 
varies depending on molting and growth cycle.  

COAT TEXTURE/DENSITY:  

The roaned coat of the Lykoi, comprised entirely of guard hairs with a distinct lack of undercoat, is 
what sets this breed apart. [Guard hairs covers the body, but is] Guard hairs cover the body, but are 
sparse to completely lacking on the feet, legs, back of ears, and face mask (eyes, nose, muzzle, chin.) 
50-100% of the body is covered in guard hairs with the most sparsity expected over the head, neck, 
legs, feet and belly. Degree of haircoat coverage varies with age, molting stage and regrowth cycle. 
Though the coat may visually appear wirey and rough in appearance, it has a soft, silky, slightly 
textured feel. The density and appearance of coat can fluctuate over time, depending on the stage of 
coat molting cycle. 

RATIONALE: Remove the amelanistic hair color comment from this section, this is covered in the 
color section. Define density and range of the ideal coverage, favoring a fuller coverage to encourage 
selection for better hair eruption following molts for better health of the breed (minimize risk for 
ingrown hairs/cyst formation/dermatologic issues in cats with extreme sparsity) and defining the areas 
of the body that should exhibit the most sparsity. Define texture with slightly textured favored over 
extremely fine coats to encourage better hair eruption and minimize risk for cyst formation from non-
erupted haircoat. 

Wilson: #4 changes the Coat description and moves the color descriptions to the color 
section.  
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The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 5 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

5. PROPOSED: Remove the Mask section under COAT as this is covered in the face section. 

MASK: The face exhibits a hairless mask connecting the nose, muzzle, eyes and ears giving the 
classic werewolf appearance.  

RATIONALE: The mask is covered under HEAD/FACE where the face mask is further defined and 
given a shape definition included in proposal 3. 

Wilson: #5 removes the Mask section from Coat since it's already described under Face.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 6 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

6. PROPOSED: Expand Colors section to Color/Pattern. Define ideal degree of roaning. Define cutoff 
for black vs. black bi-color. 

PROPOSED:  

COLORS 

LYKOI COLORS: Solid color cats express the characteristic coat dramatically. All colors and 
patterns are accepted. Amelanistic (roan) pattern in the coat will vary in appearance depending on 
color.  

COLOR/ROANING: Colored and amelanistic hairs are intermixed throughout the coat, with each 
hair either colored or white, from root to tip. The ideal range of amelanistic coverage is 30 to 70%, 
and varies depending on depth of coat color.  

COLOR/PATTERN: 

All base colors are accepted. Lykoi have a grizzled appearance due to the roaning pattern (white hairs 
diffusely mixed with darker-colored hairs creating a salt-and-pepper appearance.) The ideal degree of 
roaning is 50%. The roaning pattern is less apparent on lighter areas of coat. 
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LOCKETS: White lockets, buttons and belly spots are allowed. 

MINOR WHITE SPOTTING: White lockets, buttons and belly spots are allowed on solid-colored 
cats. A colored cat showing an extension of white onto the paws beyond the digits is considered a bi-
color.  

RATIONALE: Define the ideal degree of roaning in colored portions of the coat. Definition of 
where to cut off black vs. black bi-color requested due to judges request and confusion of how to 
define color in our minimal white cats, particularly with the DBE lines which can show white toes 
without genetic white spotting ancestry. Defining the cutoff for bi-color will hopefully lead to less 
confusion and variability in entries for show. 

Wilson: #6 changes the Color section to Color/Pattern as the title and updates the 
percentage of roaning.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 7 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

7. PROPOSED: Move Allowances, Penalize, and Disqualify sections out of the Coat section, placing 
below the Color/Pattern section in its own section. Remove eye proportion allowance for age, 
unnecessary. Remove allowances for stud jowls, unnecessary. Add general skin pigmentation to 
pigmented spots in skin coloration that can be seen with exposure to sunlight. Add penalize for cysts 
and ingrown hairs. 

ALLOWANCES/PENALIZE/DISQUALIFY 

ALLOWANCES: Degree of sparseness of guard hairs varies from almost completely hairless to 
almost completely coated during molting and phases of hair growth. Less than 50% hair coat 
coverage is expected during certain phases of the molting and regrowth cycle, and is considered a 
natural feature of the Lykoi breed.  

Eyes to be smaller in proportion to head in cats less than 8 months. Allow for stud jowls in males. 
Males may be substantially larger than females. 

Pigmentation spots due to full tanning of skin may occur General skin pigmentation and pigmented 
spots may occur due to tanning when exposed to sunlight.  

PENALIZE: Less than 30% of body covered in guard hairs. Visible or palpable ingrown hairs or 
cysts. 

DISQUALIFY: …  

RATIONALE: Eye proportions in young cats expected, not necessary to list. Stud jowls expected in 
intact males, not necessary to list. Pigmentation spots can also coalesce to full skin pigmentation in 
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animals with sparse coat exposed to sunlight. To encourage healthy coat selection and breeding, 
visible cystic changes or palpable cysts/ingrown hairs should be penalized. No change to current 
Disqualify section. 

Wilson: #8 moves the Allowances, Penalize and Disqualify from the Coat section and 
makes it a separate section for each.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 8 – INFORMATION ONLY (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

8. PROPOSED: Update BCS codes for Lykoi to include SH variety (and if following proposals pass, 
add LH codes) add roan to majority of colors, retaining options to register non-roaned varieties for 
identification purposes. Add karpati pattern and expand pointed codes. Allow Breed Council 
Secretary or her designee to work with Central Office on addition and renaming of BCS Codes. 

This is what we have:  

8700 WHITE 
8706 BLUE 
8708 BLACK 
8710 RED 
8714 CREAM 
8720 CHOCOLATE 
8722 LILAC 
8726 OTHER SOLID 
8738 BI-COLOR 
8744 TABBY/PATCHED TABBY 
8746 TORTOISESHELL 
8748 DILUTE TORTOISESHELL 
8750 SOLID POINTED 
8760 SOLID MINK 
8780 SOLID SEPIA 
8790 OTHER COLOR 

This is what we would like: 

BLACK ROAN SH 
BLUE ROAN SH 
RED ROAN SH 
CREAM ROAN SH 
CHOCOLATE ROAN SH 
LILAC ROAN SH 
ANY OTHER SOLID ROAN SH 
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BI-COLOR ROAN SH 
BLACK KARPATI ROAN SH 
BLUE KARPATI ROAN SH 
ANY OTHER KARPATI ROAN SH 
TABBY/PATCHED TABBY ROAN SH 
TORTOISESHELL ROAN SH 
DILUTE TORTOISESHELL ROAN SH 
SEAL POINTED ROAN SH 
BLUE POINTED ROAN SH 
ANY OTHER SOLID POINTED ROAN SH 
ANY COLOR LYNX POINTED ROAN SH 
ANY OTHER ROAN COLOR SH 
BLACK SH 
BLUE SH 
WHITE SH 
ANY OTHER NON-ROANED COLOR SH 

If proposals to pass registration and/or exhibition of LH Lykoi pass: 

BLACK ROAN LH 
BLUE ROAN LH 
RED ROAN LH 
CREAM ROAN LH 
CHOCOLATE ROAN LH 
LILAC ROAN LH 
ANY OTHER SOLID ROAN LH 
BI-COLOR ROAN LH 
BLACK KARPATI ROAN LH 
BLUE KARPATI ROAN LH 
ANY OTHER KARPATI ROAN LH 
TABBY/PATCHED TABBY ROAN LH 
TORTOISESHELL ROAN LH 
DILUTE TORTOISESHELL ROAN LH 
SEAL POINTED ROAN LH 
BLUE POINTED ROAN LH 
ANY OTHER SOLID POINTED ROAN LH 
ANY COLOR LYNX POINTED ROAN LH 
ANY OTHER ROAN COLOR LH 
BLACK LH 
BLUE LH 
WHITE LH 
ANY OTHER NON-ROANED COLOR LH 

RATIONALE:  

 Added any other solid roan color 
 Added karpati pattern (an emerging color) 
 Added seal point, blue point (commonly seen), and any other solid pointed variety, lynx point (all 

varieties) 
 Added any other roan color 
 For non-roaned color options - Keep black, blue, white, and add any other non-roan color 
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 Added SH and LH to allow for registration designation of short vs. long haired varieties as first 
step to allow registration and showing of LH Lykoi. 

Wilson: #8 updates the BCS codes, and if the following proposals pass, adds longhair 
codes. The breed council secretary would work with Central Office on the actual codes and 
whether to combine or not combine.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 9 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

9. PROPOSED: Register longhaired Lykoi. 

RATIONALE: Currently, there is no registration specifically for a longhair Lykoi. Though the Lykoi 
outcross is domestic shorthair, the longhair gene exists in the breed. We would like them to be 
recognized and registered. 

BREED CODES:  

Shorthair 78 

Longhair xxx 

Wilson: #9 registers longhair Lykoi. The Breeds and Standards Committee will support 
this. Anger: Can I ask why you're supporting this? The reason I'm asking this is, I've never seen 
one. Wilson: For registration, we won't have any data if we don't register them. I don't know if 
any have been shown as exhibition only. It's a new trait, not a new breed, so we have to give a 
little. If they register them, at least we'll have some numbers and data. Nasin: I have actually 
seen longhairs many times when I'm in South Asia. The hairs on the tail were definitely long and 
they were kind of trimming it and the texture was different. AOV'd it, they weren't happy. 
Wilson: You can't AOV it if there's no AOV class for it. Griswold: I've probably seen the same 
two that Doreann has in Indonesia, but there is someone showing a longhair Lykoi in Household 
Pets in the Georgia area. They can be shown in other organizations. Webster: I've seen them in 
Missouri area and they're very pretty.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 10 - ADVANCE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 
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Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

10. PROPOSED (if proposal #9 passes): Add an AOV class for showing Longhaired Lykoi: 

The following information is for reference purposes only 
and not an official part of the CFA Show Standard. 

Lykoi Color Class Numbers 

All Colors................................................................... 8700 8701 
AOV ........................................................................... xxxx xxxx 

Longhairs in any pattern or color 

RATIONALE: Provide an AOV class for longhaired Lykoi to be shown. 

Wilson: This would create an AOV class for showing the longhair Lykoi. They define 
their AOV class as Longhairs in any pattern or color. The Breeds and Standards Committee does 
not support this. We don't have any data because they don't register them. To provide some 
information regarding the guidelines for new colors or traits, or for advancement, generally, 
when you accept a breed, you're required to have so-many registrations. We can give a little, and 
Breeds and Standards could compromise a little, but until we know how many they're going to 
register, do we want an AOV class created for them? I'm up in the air about it. Mastin: Are you 
saying you'd be OK if the board supports this? Wilson: I'm OK if the board supports it. I'm torn, 
because if we don't see them in an AOV class, then we don't have any data for anything else. On 
the other hand, unlike new breeds, we don't have a miscellaneous and provisional process. AOV 
becomes that. So, my concern was that they've never registered them.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 11 – STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

11. PROPOSED (if proposal #10 passes): Add a description of the coat for the AOV Longhair, at the 
end of the COLORS section: 

AOV LONGHAIRED LYKOI CLASS: 

Coat texture: soft, slightly textured, silky, wispy. Undercoat: none. Coat length: semi-long. Tail coat: 
wispy, 2 inches or longer. Color: all colors and patterns accepted. 

RATIONALE: Describes the correct coat texture and length for the AOV Color Class for longhairs. 
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Wilson: #11 adds a description of the Coat for the AOV longhair at the end of the color 
section.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 12 - ADVANCE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

12. PROPOSED: (if proposal #9 passes): Allow Longhaired Lykoi to be shown in a designated color 
class. 

The following information is for reference purposes only 
and not an official part of the CFA Show Standard. 

Lykoi Color Class Numbers 

Shorthair, All Colors ................................................ 8700 8701 
Longhair, All Colors ................................................. xxxx xxxx 
AOV ........................................................................... None None 

RATIONALE: Allow Longhaired Lykoi to be shown and earn titles. 

NOTE: If Proposal #12 passes, then proposals #10 and 11 are void and replaced by Proposal #12. 

Wilson: #12 allows Longhairs to be shown in championship. The Committee does not 
support this. Calhoun: Moving directly into championship without any data and without having 
judges’ exposure to the cat actually is problematic for the breed itself. We need to go through 
somewhat of the proper process so that once they get into a position where they can be shown in 
championship, they have been exposed, judges know what they look like, judges have been able 
to ask questions about them, and we're following the rules. I am all about new breeds, new 
colors, and new traits, but I do think that we have to be cognizant because the exposure and the 
rules are there for a reason.  

Altschul: I'll make one comment to 12, 13, and 14, to back up what Kathy said. They 
need to go through the proper process for bringing in a new trait and allow the judges to have 
input on what their standard should say. For example, don't designate actual inches, because that 
can become very difficult for the judges. I am not in support of the next three motions. Anger: I 
really want to promote this breed. They are very good for CFA, and CFA is good for them, but as 
others have said, there's a procedure for them to go through. We don't want to show favoritism, 
nor do we want to hold anyone back. This is why I asked my initial question. I've never seen one, 
never even seen a picture of one, so in order for them to get an evaluation that would be 
meaningful in any sense of the word, they'd have to educate the judges. We're looking for them 
to tell us what we need to know. You can't just make them championship and assume that we're 
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going to know what they want. So it's for their benefit that I'm going to vote no. I don't want to 
hold them back, but they are not ready yet and neither are we.  

[Secretary’s Note: The board allowed Connie Hurley, the author of the amendments, to 
speak, although she is not the Breed Council Secretary.] Hurley: We weren't certain of the 
process when we wrote this. There are longhairs out there. They haven't been shown because we 
had nowhere to put them. I'm happy to put together a judges education seminar and photos. I 
appreciate the feedback on not specifying inches for a coat. We tried to tighten up the standard 
this year at judges’ request. We appreciate you passing to allow us to register them so you can 
know how many we've got out there. Putting them into AOV class would be lovely so we can put 
them out there and get them into judges’ hands. We weren't certain of how far we would be 
allowed to move them, because it's a new color/coat versus a full new breed. We want to follow 
the rules and do whatever you need from us. 

Mastin called the motion. Motion Failed. Nasin and Webster voting yes.  

# 13 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 

13. PROPOSED: (if proposal #12 passes): Add descriptions for Shorthair vs. Longhair varieties to the 
Coat Texture/Density section: 

COAT TEXTURE/DENSITY: 

Shorthair Variety: Texture: soft, slightly textured, lying close to the body. Undercoat: none. Coat 
length: 1 to 1.5 inches. Tail coat: same length as body coat. Color: all colors and patterns accepted. 

Longhair Variety: Texture: soft, slightly textured, silky, wispy. Undercoat: none. Coat length: semi-
long. Tail coat: wispy, 2 inches or longer. Color: all colors and patterns accepted. 

RATIONALE: Provide the difference in coat length between Longhaired and Shorthaired Lykoi. 

No action. 

# 14 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 5 
60% of Voting: 3 

Yes No Abstain 
5 0 0 



129 

14. PROPOSED: In the event that Proposal 13, adding short and longhair descriptions, is rejected, we 
propose the following addition to the end of the coat section to add hair length description and define 
what denotes a longhaired variety.  

Guard hairs are 1 to 1.5 inches in length in the shorthair variety. Guard hairs of 2 inches or longer on 
the tail indicate a long-haired variety.  

RATIONALE: Add hair length description to standard. Since molting, coat length variability, and 
sparsity altering coats can make determining long hair from short haired varieties more challenging, 
recommend adding the above description as long haired Lykoi are easiest to determine by tail 
appearance, while facial and body hair at times can be difficult to differentiate from short haired 
varieties. 

No action. 

MANX 

Breed Council Secretary: Joy Dey (Easthampton, NJ) 
Total Members: 16 

Mastin: OK, Annette, you're going to do Manx. Wilson: OK, next we have the Manx. 
Joy Dey contacted me yesterday and said she wouldn't be able to join so I will take these. 

# 1 - ADVANCE (passes) 

Votes: 14 
60% of Voting: 9 

Yes No Abstain 
10 4 1 

1. PROPOSED: Create two new divisions of Manx, one for Tailed Manx – Shorthair Division and one 
for Tailed Manx – Longhair Division. Mirror the current color classes of the existing SH and LH 
Division of Manx within these two divisions. The new Division Names to be: 

MANX (TAILED) – SHORTHAIR DIVISION 

MANX (TAILED) – LONGHAIR DIVISION 

RATIONALE: Tailed Manx cats play an essential role in preserving the health, structure, and legacy 
of the Manx line. 

The Manx breed is known for its distinctive taillessness, but this trait is the result of a naturally 
occurring, incomplete dominant gene. This means that: 

 Tailed Manx cats are a natural and necessary part of the breed’s genetic makeup. 
 Breeding two completely tailless Manx cats can result in severe spinal deformities or even fatal 

outcomes. 
 Tailed Manx cats are essential for maintaining healthy spine length and overall structural integrity 

in the breed. 
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Breeders have relied on Tailed Manx cats to ensure the health and longevity of their lines. These cats 
are not just genetically important— They possess all the qualities of the Manx breed, except for the 
tail length. Tailed Manx cats must meet all other CFA Manx breed standards: the only difference is 
the presence of a tail, which should be medium in length and width, tapering to a rounded end, and 
without faults. 

Tailed Manx cats should compete separately from their tailless counterparts with their own set of 
registration numbers, separate from the tailless versions. This distinction will help balance tailless and 
tailed cats in breeding programs. Stumpy and partially tailed cats should continue to be registered as 
AOV. Accurate identification of all tail lengths in pedigrees is essential. 

By allowing Tailed Manx cats to compete: 

 CFA would be promoting responsible breeding practices that prioritize health and genetic 
diversity. 

 Judges and the public would gain a fuller understanding of the breed’s complexity. 
 Breeders would be empowered to register and showcase the full spectrum of the Manx breed, not 

just a narrow subset.  
 This initiative will also encourage the participation of new breeders and exhibitors. 

Additionally, it is important to recognize that Manx cats are increasingly being misunderstood and 
even vilified in parts of the world. In some countries, tailless cats are restricted or discouraged due to 
concerns about genetic health—despite the fact that responsible breeding, including the use of tailed 
Manx, mitigates these risks. 

By embracing Tailed Manx cats in competition, CFA can help set a global example of how to support 
and protect this historic breed through education and ethical standards. 

NOTE: If Proposal #1 Passes, then at least proposals #2, #3, #5, #6 and #7 must also pass) 

Wilson: This would create two new divisions of Manx for tailed Manx. One would be the 
tailed Manx shorthair and one tailed Manx longhair. As you know, the Manx have two divisions 
now – one for longhair, one for shorthair. They mirror the current color classes of the existing 
shorthair and it lists what the divisions would be called. Tailed Manx have been registered all 
along and they're used in their breeding programs. They can currently be shown as AOVs. 
Breeds and Standards will support this since all along they've been registering them and have 
been able to show them.  

DelaBar: Passing this is very vital to the survival of the Manx as a breed. The tailed 
Manx are now being shown throughout Europe in championship categories in other associations. 
You may remember that this breed was one of the breeds that was targeted to possibly be phased 
out of all breeds, though I do find that the Manx existed just fine on the Isle of Man without 
human intervention for hundreds of years. Our first Manx DM was a Lupracan Mus [Tillie of 
Nufurs, DM] tailed Manx. We need to show that we're serious about the health and the 
continuation and the survivability so the Manx does not become an extinct breed. I worked with 
Manx many years ago with Mary Stewart. When you handle one of these cats, you know you’ve 
got a Manx in your hand. You can feel the head, you feel the body. All you're adding is a tail. 
They're a wonderful cat, and they are mandatory for the breeding and the survivability of this 
breed. Nye: I can't support this, one following along with the one that we just didn't support. I 
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have only seen two in the last year and none prior to that in the show ring. I can't support it 
because they don't seem to have all the other qualities of a Manx aside from the taillessness. 
Currle: I totally support this proposal. Having bred Manx many, many years ago, it is vital. I 
agree with Pam and I'm going to support it. Griswold: I can see the tailed Manx coming along 
behind the Straight Ear Fold. This is a health thing that is going to be very positive for the breed. 
Unlike the longhair Lykoi which we haven't even allowed to be registered, the long-tailed Manx 
have been registered all along and are required for the health of the breed. So, this allows 
showing of the other half of what they have in their house. I know they haven't shown very many 
in AOV, but that was almost the same with the Scottish Straights. It's hard to convince people to 
show in a class where you get absolutely nothing and you have to pay a lot of money to do so. 
But now, the Scottish Straight is as popular as the Straight Fold now. It's going to be a good, 
positive change. Webster: I fully support this. Tailed Manx have been registered for a while. 
There's been several of them out. They can work on the type when they have reason to do that. 
You need a longer cat sometimes to produce the shorter bodies. They've been fundamental in the 
breed. Altschul: I have a concern with this – the same concern I have with any breed wanting to 
show untitled cats that don't have the key, defining characteristic of the breed. My concern is 
actually strengthened by what Marilee just said. If the Scottish Fold becomes a breed that no 
longer has any folded ears, then how is it a Scottish Fold? If the Manx becomes a breed that they 
all have tails, then how is it the Manx? I understand that these cats are important for their 
breeding programs, but just because you need it for your breeding program does not mean you 
need to show it, and it does not mean that it needs a title. Sometimes we get into a mindset that 
we have to be able to show everything that we produce, and I don't think that's true. Sometimes 
there are cats that we might need for our breeding programs that we don't need to show. I don't 
need to start showing a Persian who happens to have a long nose, but has some other beautiful 
traits. I don't need to change my standard to allow things that are not the essence of a Persian just 
because some people keep them for their breeding programs. I am concerned that the more of 
these exceptions that we bring in, the less likely we are to see these breeds as they are defined by 
their key characteristics.  

DelaBar: You will be less likely to see these breeds because they will be extinct. I can 
speak to what we have been seeing in Europe with the other associations. I am sorry that some of 
our judges have not seen excellent examples where they've been judging. I hope that we can 
entice more people to come over to CFA with their tailed Manx. With our EU parliament 
proposals, we are facing a critical time with many of these breeds. We have already seen that the 
Netherlands has outlawed hairless cats. Scottish Folds are no longer allowed in the Netherlands. 
That is a big show-producing country and I am sorry that we ended up losing our club there. 
We've got to bring these cats to the eye of the public, and we can't do that unless we get them on 
our show bench. The health and welfare of the Manx cat is absolutely dependent upon this. So 
please, let's keep these cats in existence and show that we're just as concerned as the other 
associations that we're seeing these breeds in. Bennett: When we originally brought the Scottish 
Straights in, one of the justifications was, again, in certain parts of Europe, it was illegal to have 
a folded-ear cat. We were going to lose a huge part of our population to an entire breed. We can't 
call ourselves “preservation breeders” and then not do what the breed councils are saying is 
absolutely critical to preserve their breed. The tailed Manx is still a Manx. It is recognized as a 
Manx. There is a genetic component that causes health issues if we don't have the tailed Manx 
included. I see no reason not to accept them as a division. If we don't have good examples, they 
won't win. That's what we do as judges. As preservation breeders, we acknowledge this as a 
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minority breed, it has a limited gene pool and we need to be able to show the Manx in all of its 
traits, tailed and non-tailed. Anger: Our mission statement is to preserve and promote pedigreed 
breeds of cats while enhancing the well-being of cats. Are we going to do that privately where 
nobody can see or are we going to show the world by featuring these cats on the judging table 
and being able to talk about them and promote them to the public? We're going to do the right 
thing. I was not in support of this, but I love CFA and I want to give these cats a place on the 
show bench so that we can promote CFA by promoting these cats; the same as we do with the 
Straight Ear Folds. I love to talk about the Straight Ear Folds and how important they are to 
proving that this is one small step on our mission to preserve and protect and promote all cats. 
I'm going to vote for this. Griswold: Whether the Manx has a short or a long tail, it is still a 
pedigreed cat. It is still a Manx. You're kind of splitting hairs by saying it's somehow not a Manx 
now that it has a tail. A Scottish Straight still has generations and generations of Scottish behind 
them. So whether it's a Straight or a Fold, there's still a Scottish Fold breed. Piggybacking on 
Pam because she's got her finger on the pulse there, I just had a meeting with the World Cat 
Congress for their health and welfare group, and this is number one on the agenda. It is the most 
important thing happening, not just in Europe, but all over the world. In America, we think this 
can't come to us, but I'm telling you, it can, and it most likely will as it starts to make its march 
across the world. I'm not sure any of us are going to be able to stop it, the World Cat Congress 
included, but I think we need to make whatever openings we can for breeders who are doing the 
right things to be able to show the cats that they have worked so hard for many, many years to 
create.  

Mastin: Somebody commented that these have been registered all along. What is the 
definition of “all along?” They've been registered since the Manx has been? [Secretary’s Note: 
Registration: Shorthair – 1906. Longhair – 1987.] Webster: For a long time, there was no 
distinction between the two and they were registered as Manx but they didn't say it was a long or 
short tail in the beginning. Wilson: It's still going to be an issue because what they're proposing 
for a description of the tail is, it must be a normal length tail. So stubbies and three-quarter length 
tails would not be eligible to be shown. They could be shown as AOV, but there's no proposal to 
specifically include some type of registration for fully tailed Manx versus three-quarter tail Manx 
or half-tailed Manx. It might be data we're not going to be able to capture. DelaBar: The other 
associations I have had dealings with have differentiations between the rumpies, stumpies and 
tailed Manx.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Altschul and Nye voting no. 

# 2 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
10 3 2 

2. PROPOSED (If Proposal #1 passes): Rename the current Manx Divisions: 

MANX (TAILLESS) – SHORTHAIR DIVISION 
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MANX (TAILLESS) – LONGHAIR DIVISION 

RATIONALE: Keeping the name of the breed MANX is important, the tail trait can be placed in 
parentheses for clarity. 

Wilson These are the proposals that were dependent on #1 passing, renames the current 
longhair and shorthair Manx division to Manx (Tailless) Shorthair and Manx (Tailless) Longhair. 
#3 puts parentheses around (Tailed) and (Tailless) so that the breed name “Manx” stands out. 
Altschul: For the same reason I objected to the last one, I'm going to object on all of these.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 3 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
10 3 2 

3. PROPOSED (If Proposal #1 passes): Revise the Point Score at the beginning of the Standard: 

TAILLESSNESS TAIL ..................................... 5 

RATIONALE: The point score remains the same, but applies to both tailed and tailless Manx. 

Wilson: #3 revises the point score at the beginning of the standard, changing the word 
“taillessness” just to “tail”. Five points remain on tail, but it just calls it tail.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 4 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
10 3 2 

4. PROPOSED (If Proposal #1 passes): Revise the GENERAL Description to mention the two tail 
varieties and also mention the two coat lengths: 

GENERAL: the overall impression of the Manx cat is that of roundness; round head with firm, round 
muzzle and prominent cheeks; broad chest; substantial short front legs; short back which arches from 
shoulders to a round rump; great depth of flank and rounded, muscular thighs. The Manx should be 
alert, clear of eye with a glistening, clean, well-groomed coat. They should be surprisingly heavy 
when lifted. Manx may be slow to mature and allowance should be made in young cats. The Manx 
Cat is shown in two varieties: TAILLESS and TAILED and in two coat lengths: Shorthair and 
Longhair. 
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RATIONALE: The general description of the breed should include our variety. 

Wilson: #4 revises the General description to mention the two tailed varieties and also 
includes the two coat lengths, which wasn't mentioned before. Mastin: Can we do all these at 
one time or do we have to do them separately? We already know we have one board member 
who's voting against all of them. Wilson: I was fine with doing this whole report that way if 
anybody wanted to pull something out. We could have made this a lot shorter that way. I don't 
think we've ever had everything pass like we did this year. I'm fine with that. We have four more. 
Mastin: Does anyone other than Carissa want to pull out #4, #5, #6, #7 or #8? Wilson: These 
add into the standard and into the registration rules anything that needs to be fixed because tailed 
Manx would be shown. Mastin: Very good. So we're going to vote on the block. Proposals four, 
five, six, seven, and eight. If you're in favor, raise your hand. 

Mastin called the motion [as to Proposals #4-#8]. Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 5 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
10 3 2 

5. PROPOSED (If Proposal #1 passes): Revise the section of the Standard that currently describes 
TAILLESSNESS: 

TAILLESSNESS: appearing to be absolute in the perfect specimen. A rise of bone at the end of the 
spine is allowed and should not be penalized unless it is such that it stops the judge’s hand, thereby 
spoiling the tailless appearance of the cat. The rump is extremely broad and round. 

TAILED: fully tailed, the tail is of proportionate length to the body, the width tapering to a rounded 
end and without any deviations, kinks or faults. The rump broad and round. 

RATIONALE: The current description for the Tailless Manx remains the same. Only fully tailed 
Manx would be shown in the Tailed Division. Tail lengths between tailless and tailed would be 
transferred to AOV. 

Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 6 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
11 2 2 

6. PROPOSED (If Proposal #1 passes): Revise the Transfer to AOV section of the standard: 
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TRANSFER TO AOV: in the Tailless Manx, any cat with a definite, visible tail joint. In the Tailed 
Manx, any cat with a tail length between Tailless and the full-length tail as described in the Standard. 

RATIONALE: This would clarify what should be shown in our AOV class. 

Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 7 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
11 2 2 

7. PROPOSED (If Proposals #1 and #5 pass): Revise the Disqualification section of the standard: 

DISQUALIFY: evidence of poor physical condition; incorrect number of toes; evidence of 
hybridization; evidence of weakness in the hindquarters; in profile, pronounced stop or nose break. 
Tailed Manx: any deviations, kinks or faults 

RATIONALE: Tailed Manx should have no evidence of any tail abnormalities. 

Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

# 8 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 13 
60% of Voting: 8 

Yes No Abstain 
10 3 2 

8. PROPOSED (If Proposals #1 Passes): Update the Manx Rules for Registration : 

RULES OF REGISTRATION 
(Revised 2/17) (Revised 2/25) 

BREED NAME:  

MANX – shorthair and longhair 

MANX – shorthair tailless, longhair tailless, shorthair tailed, longhair tailed 

REGISTER AS AOV:  

Tailed or anything but tailless (stumpy, tailey)  

Eff 2/25: Any Manx with a tail between 
tailless and full-length tail (stumpy, tailey).  

Show Rules do not allow surgical altering. 
Docking an unacceptable practice. 
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BREED CODES:  

SH Tailless – 15  SH Tailed – xx 

LH Tailless – 32  LH Tailed – xx  

BREED NOTES 

Update the Breed Notes accordingly regarding reg of tailed Manx and assign breed codes 
appropriately. 

RATIONALE: If accepted for showing, tailed Manx should have Breed Codes assigned (for longhair 
and shorthair) in a similar manner to tailless Manx. 

Motion Carried. Altschul voting no. 

NORWEGIAN FOREST CAT 

Breed Council Secretary: J. Brook Cole (Cincinnati, OH) 
Total Members: 25 

Wilson: These are mostly a reorganization and updating of descriptions in the patterns 
and colors. All of them are related to that. Maybe we could just see if anybody wants to call 
something out. Mastin: What a great idea, Annette. I'm counting seven, correct? Wilson: That's 
correct. Mastin: OK, does anybody want to pull out any of the seven? DelaBar: I wanted to say 
that this made a lot of logical sense, the way that it was put together.  

# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 17 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
17 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: In the NORWEGIAN FOREST CAT COLORS, Following the section “BUTTONS 
AND LOCKETS,” re-order the individual descriptions and add headings as follows (note, keeping the 
descriptions currently assigned to these colors unless changed in further proposals): 

SOLID AND PARTICOLOR 
White 
Black 
Blue 
Red 
Cream 
Amber (non-agouti) 
Light Amber (non-agouti) 
Tortoiseshell 
Blue-Cream 
Amber Tortoiseshell 
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SILVER AND GOLDEN 

Chinchilla Silver 
Shaded Silver 
Chinchilla Golden 
Shaded Golden 
Shell Cameo (Red Chinchilla) 
Shaded Cameo (Red Shaded) 
Shell Tortoiseshell 
Shaded Tortoiseshell 

SMOKE 

Black Smoke 
Blue Smoke 
Cameo Smoke 
Cream Smoke 
Amber Smoke 
Light Amber Smoke 
Smoke Tortoiseshell 
Blue-Cream Smoke 
Amber Tortoiseshell Smoke 

TABBY 

Classic Tabby Pattern 
Mackerel Tabby Pattern 
Patched Tabby Pattern 
Spotted Tabby Pattern 
Ticked Tabby Pattern 
Brown Tabby 
Blue Tabby 
Red Tabby 
Cream Tabby 
Amber Tabby 
Light Amber Tabby 
Silver Tabby 
Blue Silver Tabby 
Cameo Tabby 
Cream Silver Tabby 
Amber Silver Tabby 
Light Amber Silver Tabby 
Brown Patched Tabby 
Blue Patched Tabby 
Silver Patched Tabby 
Blue Silver Patched Tabby 
Amber Patched Tabby 
Light Amber Patched Tabby 
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CALICO AND BI-COLOR 

Calico 
Van Calico 
Dilute Calico 
Van Dilute Calico 
Calico Smoke 
Dilute Calico Smoke 
Bi-color 
Van Bi-color 
Tortoiseshell and White 
Blue-Cream and White 
Smoke/Shell/Shaded and White 
Tabby and White 
Smoke Van Bi-color 

RATIONALE: The individual color descriptions are being re-ordered in a more logical and easy to 
follow manner with the addition of headers. This proposal does not change any of the descriptions, 
just the way they are grouped.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 16 
60% of Voting: 10 

Yes No Abstain 
16 0 1 

2. PROPOSED: Modify some color names as follows.  

CAMEO SMOKE (Red Smoke) RED SMOKE 

SMOKE TORTOISESHELL TORTOISESHELL SMOKE 

SHELL CAMEO (Red Chinchilla) RED CHINCHILLA SILVER 

SHADED CAMEO (Red Shaded) RED SHADED SILVER 

SHELL CHINCHILLA TORTOISESHELL  

CAMEO RED SILVER TABBY 

SMOKE/SHADED/SHELLCHINCHILLA AND WHITE 

RATIONALE: These changes are presented to move toward a more consistent naming scheme. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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# 3 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 17 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
17 0 0 

3. PROPOSED: Modify the Tabby Pattern and individual tabby colors as follows. Except as noted, the 
individual color descriptions are unchanged. 

TABBY 

CLASSIC TABBY PATTERN (unchanged) 

MACKEREL TABBY PATTERN (unchanged) 

PATCHED TABBY: a patched tabby (tortie) is an established silver, brown, blue, or blue-silver 
tabby with patches of red and/or cream. White buttons and/or lockets allowed. 

SPOTTED TABBY PATTERN (unchanged) 

TICKED TABBY PATTERN (unchanged) 

All tabby colors are acceptable in any described pattern. 

BROWN TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

BLUE TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

RED TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

CREAM TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

AMBER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

LIGHT AMBER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

BLUE-SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

RED SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

CREAM SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

AMBER SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 

LIGHT AMBER SILVER TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked) … 



140 

BROWN PATCHED TABBY: ground color brilliant coppery brown with classic or mackerel tabby 
markings of dense black with patches of red and/or cream clearly defined on both body and 
extremities; a blaze of red and/or cream on the face is desirable. Lips and chin the same shade as the 
rings around the eyes. 

BLUE PATCHED TABBY: ground color, including lips and chin, pale bluish ivory with classic or 
mackerel tabby markings of very deep blue affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches 
of cream clearly defined on both body and extremities; a blaze of cream on the face is desirable. 
Warm fawn overtones or patina over the whole. 

SILVER PATCHED TABBY: ground color, including lips and chin, pale silver with classic or 
mackerel tabby markings of dense black with patches of red and/or cream clearly defined on both 
body and extremities; a blaze of red and/or cream on the face is desirable.  

BLUE-SILVER PATCHED TABBY: ground color pale clear silver with classic or mackerel tabby 
markings of very deep blue affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches of cream clearly 
defined on both body and extremities; a blaze of cream on the face is desirable. White trim around 
chin and lip allowed. 

AMBER PATCHED TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked): … 

LIGHT AMBER PATCHED TABBY (classic, mackerel, spotted, ticked): … 

RATIONALE: The “Patched Tabby” section under Tabby Patterns is removed. Patched is not a tabby 
pattern but a color description, as it is just the addition of red (or cream) to an existing pattern and 
cannot stand on its own. A statement that any tabby pattern is acceptable and appropriate 
modifications to the color descriptions allow for removal of unnecessary repetition of “(classic, 
mackerel, spotted, ticked)” or “classic or mackerel” in multiple color descriptions.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 4 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 16 
60% of Voting: 10 

Yes No Abstain 
16 0 1 

4. PROPOSED: Modify various color descriptions as follows (and use the new color names in #2 if 
that proposal passes, i.e., CHINCHILLA Tortoiseshell instead of SHELL Tortoiseshell) .  

BLUE-CREAM: blue with patches of solid cream or softly intermingled areas of cream on both 
body and extremities. Patches clearly defined and well-broken on both body and extremities. 

BROWN PATCHED TABBY: ground color brilliant coppery brown with tabby markings of dense 
black with patches of red and/or cream or softly intermingled areas of red tabby clearly defined on 
both body and extremities.; a blaze of red and/or cream on the face is desirable. Presence of several 
shades of red acceptable. Lips and chin the same shade as the rings around the eyes. 
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BLUE PATCHED TABBY: ground color, including lips and chin, pale bluish ivory with tabby 
markings of very deep blue affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches or softly 
intermingled areas of cream tabby clearly defined on both body and extremities; a blaze of cream on 
the face is desirable. Warm fawn overtones or patina over the whole. 

SILVER PATCHED TABBY: ground color, including lips and chin, pale silver with classic or 
mackerel tabby markings of dense black with patches of red and/or cream or softly intermingled areas 
of red tabby clearly defined on both body and extremities;. Presence of several shades of red 
acceptable a blaze of red and/or cream on the face is desirable.  

BLUE-SILVER PATCHED TABBY: ground color pale clear silver with tabby markings of very 
deep blue affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches or softly intermingled areas of 
cream tabby clearly defined on both body and extremities; a blaze of cream on the face is desirable. 
White trim around chin and lip allowed. 

AMBER PATCHED TABBY: ground color dark honey chestnut. Tabby markings sufficiently darker 
affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches or softly intermingled areas of red tabby 
and/or cream clearly defined on both body and extremities.; Presence of several shades of red 
acceptable. a blaze of cream/red on the face is desirable. 

LIGHT AMBER PATCHED TABBY: ground color pale beige blonde. Tabby markings sufficiently 
darker affording a good contrast with the ground color. Patches or softly intermingled areas of cream 
tabby clearly defined on both body and extremities; a blaze of cream on the face is desirable. 

SHELL TORTOISESHELL: undercoat white. Coat on the back, flanks, head, and tail to be 
delicately tipped in black with well-defined patches or softly intermingled areas of red and cream 
tipped hairs as in the pattern of the tortoiseshell. Presence of several shades of red acceptable. Face 
and legs may be slightly shaded with tipping. Chin, ear tufts, stomach, and chest white to very 
slightly tipped. Blaze of red or cream tipping on the face desirable. 

SHADED TORTOISESHELL: undercoat white. Mantle of black tipping and clearly defined 
patches or softly intermingled areas of red and cream tipped hairs as in the pattern of the 
tortoiseshell;. Presence of several shades of red acceptable. Shading down the sides, face, and tail 
from dark on the ridge to slightly tipped or white on the chin, chest, stomach, legs, and under the tail. 
The general effect is to be much darker than the shell chinchilla tortoiseshell. Blaze of red or cream 
tipping on the face desirable. 

TORTOISESHELL SMOKE: white undercoat, deeply tipped with black with clearly defined 
unbrindled patches or softly intermingled areas of red or cream tipped hairs as in the pattern of the 
tortoiseshell. Presence of several shades of red acceptable. Cat in repose appears tortoiseshell. In 
motion the white undercoat is clearly apparent. Points and mask (i.e. face, ears, paws, tip of tail) 
tortoiseshell pattern with narrow band of white at the base of the hairs next to the skin which may be 
seen only when the fur is parted. White ruff and ear tufts. Blaze of red or cream tipping on face is 
desirable. 

BLUE-CREAM SMOKE: white undercoat, deeply tipped with blue with clearly defined patches of 
cream or softly intermingled areas of cream as in the pattern of the blue-cream. Cat in repose appears 
blue-cream. In motion the white undercoat is clearly apparent. Points and mask (i.e. face, ears, paws, 
tip of tail) blue-cream pattern with narrow band of white at the base of the hairs next to the skin 
which may be seen only when the fur is parted. White ruff and ear tufts. Blaze of cream tipping on 
face is desirable. 
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AMBER TORTOISESHELL SMOKE: amber with patches of red or intermingled area of red on 
body and extremities. Presence of several shades of red acceptable. Undercoat is white undercoat, 
deeply tipped with amber with patches or softy intermingled areas of red. Presence of several shades 
of red acceptable. Cat in repose appears amber tortoiseshell. In motion the white undercoat is clearly 
apparent. Points and mask (i.e. face, ears, paws, tip of tail) amber tortoiseshell pattern with narrow 
band of white at the base of the hairs next to the skin which may only be seen when fur is parted. 
Kittens appear as black/dark brown and red, with black portions becoming amber and undercoat white 
at the base. 

RATIONALE: The color descriptions of the various tortoiseshell colors and their derivatives are 
inconsistent throughout the standard, particularly with regard to well-defined vs softly intermingled 
colors. This proposal attempts to clarify the descriptions and bring them into alignment concerning 
color distribution. It also adds the requirement that the red or cream present on patched tabbies should 
also exhibit the tabby pattern. It removes the mention of “red or cream” from some non-dilute colors, 
as cream cannot be present on these cats. References to a “desirable” blaze on the face are removed, 
as this is more detail than is necessary in a breed with only five points on color and pattern. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 5 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 17 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
16 1 0 

5. PROPOSED: Revise the bicolor descriptions as follows: 

SOLID COLOR AND WHITE (including Van): black and white, blue and white, red and white, or 
cream and white. White with colored portions, the colored portions of the cat to conform to the solid 
color standard. 

TORTOISESHELL AND WHITE (including Van): white with colored portions, the colored 
portions of the cat to conform to the tortoiseshell standard.  

BLUE-CREAM AND WHITE (including Van): white with colored portions, the colored portions of 
the cat to conform to the blue-cream standard. 

AMBER TORTOISESHELL AND WHITE (including Van): white with colored portions, the 
colored portions of the cat to conform to the amber tortoiseshell standard.  

CALICO (including Van): white with unbrindled patches of black and red. As a preferred minimum, 
the cat should have white feet, legs, undersides, chest, and muzzle. Inverted “V” blaze on face 
desirable. 

DILUTE CALICO (including Van): white with unbrindled patches of blue and cream. As a 
preferred minimum, the cat should have white feet, legs, undersides, chest, and muzzle. Inverted “V” 
blaze of face desirable. 
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SMOKE/SHADED/CHINCHILLA AND WHITE (including Van): white with colored portions, 
the colored portions of the cat to conform to the corresponding color standards.  

TABBY AND WHITE (including Van): white with colored portions, the colored portions of the cat 
to conform to any of the corresponding color standards. 

VAN BI-COLOR: black and white, blue and white, red and white, or cream and white. White cat 
with color confined to the extremities: head, tail, and legs. One or two small colored patches on body 
allowable. 

SMOKE VAN BI-COLOR [black smoke, blue smoke, cream smoke, cameo (red) smoke, calico 
smoke, dilute calico smoke]: similar to the corresponding bi=color standards but with color confined 
to the extremities: head, tail, and legs. One or two small colored patches on body allowable. 

VAN CALICO: white cat with unbrindled patches of black and red confined to the extremities: head, 
tail, and legs. One or two small colored patches on body allowable. 

VAN DILUTE CALICO: white cat with unbrindled patches of blue and cream confined to the 
extremities: head, tail, and legs. One or two small colored patches on body allowable. 

(NOTE: Cats with more than two body spots should be shown in the regular bi-color class.) 

RATIONALE: This proposal attempts to simplify the standard by removing the distinction between 
bicolors and vans. No colors are being removed.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 6 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 16 
60% of Voting: 10 

Yes No Abstain 
12 4 1 

6. PROPOSED: Further revise the bicolor descriptions as follows [and include Van with Bicolor as in 
#5 if that proposal passes, i.e., TORTOISESHELL AND WHITE (including Van)] 

CALICO/TORTOISESHELL AND WHITE: white with colored portions, the colored portions of 
the cat to conform to the tortoiseshell standard.  

DILUTE CALICO/BLUE-CREAM AND WHITE: white with colored portions, the colored 
portions of the cat to conform to the blue-cream standard. 

AMBER CALICO/AMBER TORTOISESHELL AND WHITE: white with colored portions, the 
colored portions of the cat to conform to the amber tortoiseshell standard.  

CALICO: white with unbrindled patches of black and red. As a preferred minimum, the cat should 
have white feet, legs, undersides, chest, and muzzle. Inverted “V” blaze on face desirable. 
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DILUTE CALICO: white with unbrindled patches of blue and cream. As a preferred minimum, the 
cat should have white feet, legs, undersides, chest, and muzzle. Inverted “V” blaze of face desirable. 

SMOKE/SHADED/CHINCHILLA AND WHITE: white with colored portions, the colored 
portions of the cat to conform to the corresponding color standards. Calico smoke included with 
tortoiseshell smoke and white; dilute calico smoke included with blue-cream smoke and white. 

CALICO SMOKE: white undercoat, deeply tipped with unbrindled patches of black and red. Cat in 
repose appears calico. In motion the white undercoat is clearly apparent. Points and mask (i.e. face, 
ears, paws, tip of tail) patches of black and red with narrow band of white at base on hairs next to skin 
which may be seen only when fur is parted. White frill and ear tufts. 

DILUTE CALICO SMOKE: white undercoat, deeply tipped with unbrindled patches of blue and 
cream. Cat in repose appears dilute calico. In motion the white undercoat is clearly apparent. Points 
and mask (i.e. face, ears, paws, tip of tail) patches of blue and cream with narrow band of white at 
base on hairs next to skin which may be seen only when fur is parted. White frill and ear tufts. 

RATIONALE: This proposal attempts to simplify the standard by incorporating calicos into their 
corresponding particolor and white descriptions. No colors are being removed. We want to de-
emphasize the fine distinctions in these colors which can sometimes cause judges to spend too much 
time deciding (for example) whether a cat is a calico or tortoiseshell and white.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 7 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 17 
60% of Voting: 11 

Yes No Abstain 
15 2 0 

7. PROPOSED: Modify the Brown Tabby description as follows  

BROWN TABBY: ground color brilliant coppery brown. Markings dense black. Back of leg black 
from paw to heel. Nose leather and paw pads: black or brown desirable Nose Leather: brick red 
desirable. Paw pads: black or brown desirable. 

RATIONALE: This proposal corrects an error regarding nose leather in the current standard. The 
overwhelming majority of breeds which include brown tabby call for brick red nose leather. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

RAGAMUFFIN 

Breed Council Secretary: Laura Gregory (Lutz, FL) 
Total Members: 9 
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# 1 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 8 
60% of Voting: 5 

Yes No Abstain 
6 2 0 

1. PROPOSED: Add wording to the “EYES” and “DISQUALIFY” sections regarding incorrect eye 
color in mink & sepia cats, as follows: 

EYES: … Exception: mink colors must be aqua and sepia colors must be yellow/gold to green. 
Disqualify for incorrect eye color in mink & sepia cats. 

DISQUALIFY: … a short-haired cat. Incorrect eye color in mink & sepia cats. 

RATIONALE: The RagaMuffin standard specifies specific eye colors for mink & sepia coat 
colors/patterns, but we do not address what we want the judges to do if the eye color is incorrect. Cats 
are showing/have been shown successfully with incorrect eye color and this has been questioned. 
Adding this requirement to the “disqualify” section lets the judges know exactly what to do when this 
occurs in the show ring. It is not difficult for breeders to identify their show cats correct color/pattern, 
mink vs. sepia, with a DNA test. They will then be able to know instantly if their cat has the correct 
eye color to be a show cat. Having this requirement in our standard will also encourage breeders to 
correctly identify mink and sepia cats in their breeding programs, especially if they wish to show their 
cats. Correct identification will only improve our breed and breeding programs overall. 

Wilson: #1 addresses incorrect eye color in the Eye section and Disqualify section in 
sepia and mink.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

# 2 - STANDARD CHANGE (passes) 

Votes: 8 
60% of Voting: 5 

Yes No Abstain 
7 1 0 

2. (Proposal 2 is to be used only if Proposal 1 fails). PROPOSED: Add wording to the “EYES” and 
“PENALIZE” sections regarding incorrect eye color for mink & sepia cats, as follows: 

EYES: … Exception: mink colors must be aqua and sepia colors must be yellow/gold to green. 
Penalize for incorrect eye color in mink & sepia cats. 

PENALIZE: … cottony undercoat., incorrect eye color in mink and sepia cats. 

RATIONALE: The RagaMuffin standard specifies specific eye colors for mink & sepia coat 
colors/patterns, but we do not address what we want the judges to do if the eye color is incorrect. 
Adding this item to the “penalize” section will emphasize to judges that we do want them to check the 
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eye color on these cats, but to just penalize a cat when it is not the proper color. It is not difficult for 
breeders to identify their show cats correct color/pattern, mink vs. sepia, with a DNA test. They will 
then be able to know instantly if their cat has the correct eye color to be a show cat. Having this 
requirement in our standard will also encourage breeders to correctly identify mink and sepia cats in 
their breeding programs, especially if they wish to show their cats. Correct identification will only 
improve our breed and breeding programs overall.  

Wilson: #2 is to be considered only if #1 fails so we can skip it.  

No action. 

RAGDOLL 

Breed Council Secretary: Lauren Tan (La Habra Heights, CA) 
Total Members: 13 

Wilson: OK, next is the Ragdoll. Tartaglia: And let's see, Lauren may be here. She is 
not. Lauren Tan is not here. Wilson: No, she can't be on. She couldn't participate. 

# 1 – REGISTRATION RULE (passes) 

Votes: 8 
60% of Voting: 5 

Yes No Abstain 
8 0 0 

1. PROPOSED: Modify current rules of registration for Ragdolls, increasing the requirement from 3 
generation to 5 generation pedigree when submitting an application to register via certified pedigree. 
If passed, this would be effective with pedigrees submitted after February 7, 2026 and forward. 

RULES OF REGISTRATION 

BREED NAME:  
RAGDOLL  

ALLOWABLE OUTCROSS BREEDS:  
None    

    
    

BREED CODES:  
59        
        

PEDIGREE REQUIREMENTS (last date showing is current):  
Date: 1993 to 2/2026 3 generations  Date:    
Date: 2/9/2026 5 generations Date:    
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FOREIGN-CAT REQUIREMENTS (if different from above):  
Date:    
Date:    

REGISTER AS AOV:  
None    
    

DO NOT ACCEPT (cat to be registered or cats in background):  
ACE CP’s        
Non-pointed        

SIGNIFICANT ACCEPTANCE DATES:  
Registration:  Effective: 2/93  

Provisional:  Effective: 5/1/98  
Championship:  Effective: 5/1/2000  

RATIONALE: Ragdolls have been eligible for registration in CFA since 1993, and recognized for 
Championship since 2000. Initially, only a 3 generation pedigree was required to register via pedigree in 
order to make it easier and encourage Ragdoll owners and breeders to join CFA by registering and 
showing their cats. The popularity of the breed was already impressive in other registries, but it soared in 
CFA and registration numbers have reached impressive proportions making Ragdolls one of the breeds 
ranking in the top 5 of the charts in CFA for the last decade! This would also bring the Ragdoll breed up 
to par with the majority of the breeds recognized in CFA as per the requirements for registration via 
certified pedigree in the Rules of Registration.  

Wilson: This modifies the current Rules of Registration for Ragdolls. It increases the 
requirement for registering from pedigree from three generations to five generations. 
Huhtaniemi: It says this is starting from the beginning of February. What happens to a cat 
which was already registered in February? Wilson: We would have to find out how many 
registrations by pedigree are out there in the last seven days. I don't think we could change the 
date. Raymond: I could see an interpretation that applies to any pedigree, registrations by 
pedigree submitted after this passes, so anything already received gets processed under the three 
generation rule, and going forward is five. Wilson: That's sensible.  

Webster: I'm totally against this. CFA lasted for decades on a three generation import 
pedigree. We have lots of problems with all these breeds that have eight. It's wrong and it should 
stay as it is. DelaBar: I hate to disagree with you, but if any breed needed to be evaluated 
intensely, it would be the Ragdoll. The scrutiny on these pedigrees is required. Currle: How 
would this affect our total number of registrations coming from this breed? Is it going to have a 
monetary effect that be estimated? I would like a general response. This is one of our largest 
registered breeds. It creates a little concern for me. Mastin: The general response is, if you're 
going to require the breed to go from three generations to five, you will likely have fewer cats 
registered. I don't know how many fewer, but you would likely have fewer. DelaBar: This is 
registration by pedigree. Most of our registrations are litter registrations and registrations from 
that. This gives us a little bit more control over the cats coming in from other associations and 
the registration by pedigree. Calhoun: I agree that if you make registration more difficult, you're 
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likely to have some reduction. That being said, the breed council voted yes eight, no zeros out of 
the 13 total members. There seems to be a reason behind this. Huhtaniemi: We definitely need 
five generations for the Ragdolls. I agree on that.  

[Secretary’s Note: The discussion was continued in executive session.] 

The motion [to move the proposal into executive session] is ratified by unanimous 
consent.  

[Secretary’s Note: The motion was voted on in executive session. A motion was made, seconded 
and unanimously carried to move the motion results into open session.] 

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Webster voting no. 

BREAK. 

  



149 

Reports of Affiliates 

19. CFA FOUNDATION. 

 President: Roeann Fulkerson, CFA Foundation President 
 Liaison to Board: Pam DelaBar, Director Region 9, Europe 
 List of Committee Members: Liz Watson, Karen Lawrence, John Smithson, Pat 

Jacobberger, Pam DelaBar,  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The CFA Foundation Board has been actively engaged in managing essential governance and 
operational matters following the passing of long-time Foundation President, Don Williams. In 
accordance with the Foundation’s bylaws and continuity procedures, Roeann Fulkerson was 
duly voted into the position of President, ensuring uninterrupted leadership and oversight. 

Since this transition, the Board has focused on updating required documents, authorizations, and 
business accounts impacted by this change in leadership, addressing all matters necessary to 
maintain the normal course of Foundation business. These efforts include governance 
documentation, financial account access, and administrative records essential to ongoing 
operations. 

With Don Williams’ passing, the Board has also turned its attention toward reviewing and 
updating the Foundation’s five-year business plan, with the goal of aligning strategic priorities 
with current needs and future opportunities for the Foundation and Museum. 

In parallel, Roeann Fulkerson and Karen Lawrence have been assisting Don Williams’ 
daughters with the review and organization of Don’s extensive collection of mementos, 
collectibles, and historically significant items accumulated over many years. This process 
includes identifying materials that may ultimately be donated to the CFA Foundation and Feline 
Historical Museum. 

DelaBar: We had an election and Roeann was elected president of the CFA Foundation. 
She has been vital in getting all of the accounts situated. This was not always the easiest thing to 
do nor the least expensive. Fulkerson: There’s obviously no way that anyone can step into Don’s 
shoes, but with the assistance of the group on the Foundation, they’re fabulous in guiding me 
into what I need to do. I appreciate the support that they’ve given. DelaBar: We are still going 
through a lot of inventory. During this period of transition, the museum will remain closed until 
we have a handle on everything. The Foundation has the cat fancy and CFA best of heart. 
Mastin: Do you have a projected reopening timeframe of the museum? DelaBar: It's open-
ended right now. Fulkerson: A lot of paperwork has been involved. I have been working closely 
with Don's family regarding memorabilia and items that will be coming to the Foundation that 
Don designated.  

In late December, the Museum received a significant donation consisting of fourteen boxes, 
which—following detailed inventory—was determined to include approximately 775 cat 
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figurines and 76 books from the estate of Andrei Barannik, an environmentalist who traveled 
extensively and collected cat-related items from around the world. 

Additionally, the Foundation has acquired a particularly notable historical artifact: a sterling 
silver belt composed of several important cat show medals. The belt was once owned by Mrs. 
Finnie Young of West Arthurlie House, Barrhead, Renfrewshire, Scotland, and features medals 
won by Ch. Bluejacket, one of the earliest renowned Blue Persian males, as well as medals won 
by her co-owned white male, Ch. White Friar, during the period 1897–1899. 

 

DelaBar: You can see this wonderful belt that's made up of the awards and the medals 
from Mrs. Young of Scotland. This is really quite a unique and historical piece. Thank you to 
John Smithson for getting this for us. 

As the CFA Board was previously notified, the part-time employee at the museum was 
terminated, effective November 12, 2025. This position has not been filled due to numerous 
extenuating circumstances and timing. The museum remains closed at this time.  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Outlined summary above.  

Future Projections for Committee: 

The highest priority is discussion and planning of an updated 5-year plan. 

Board Action Items: 

None currently. 

Time Frame: 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Due to the significant changes and current review moving forward, it is not possible to anticipate 
what might be presented at the next meeting.  

Respectfully Submitted, 
Roeann Fulkerson, Chair 
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Unfinished Business and General Orders 

20. UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 

Anger: I have no notes of Unfinished Business to bring back. 
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21. OTHER COMMITTEES. 

Anger: No Other Committees.  
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22. OLD BUSINESS/NEW BUSINESS. 

(a) Board Meeting Schedule. 

We need to add an April 28 emergency meeting for year-end scoring concerns and 
approve 2026-2027 Budget if needed. We will know during the regularly scheduled April 
meeting if the budget is approved and we will know by the last full weekend in April if we need to 
meet due to national/year-end scoring. 

… 

March 31, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for agenda items and time slot requests 

April 1, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Publication of meeting notice and agenda 

April 2, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for committee reports 

April 3, 2026 8:00 p.m. ET Compiled reports available to board members  

April 7, 2026 7:00 p.m. ET Teleconference/Zoom Meeting – Mid-Quarterly 

April 21, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for agenda items and time slot requests 

April 22, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Publication of meeting notice and agenda 

April 23, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for committee reports 

April 24, 2026 8:00 p.m. ET Compiled reports available to board members 

April 28, 2026 7:00 p.m. ET 
Teleconference/Zoom Meeting for Emergencies - 
year-end scoring concerns and approve 2026-2027 
Budget if needed 

April 28, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for agenda items and time slot requests 

April 29, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Publication of meeting notice and agenda 

April 30, 2026 5:00 p.m. ET Deadline for committee reports 

May 1, 2026 8:00 p.m. ET Compiled reports available to board members  

May 5, 2026 7:00 p.m. ET Teleconference/Zoom Meeting for Emergencies* 

…  

Anger: We need to add the April 28th emergency meeting to the board meeting schedule. 
Mastin: It was already pre-noticed back in July. This is just to make sure everybody knows that 
that date may be called to an emergency meeting.  
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23. CFA INTERNATIONAL CAT SHOW AND EXPO.  

 Committee Chairs: Ed Raymond 
 Liaison to Board: Rich Mastin 
 List of Committee Members: Mark Hannon, Linda Murphy, Allene Tartaglia, Rachel 

Anger, Amber Goodright 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

[Secretary’s Note: The following motions were originally made in executive session. A motion 
was made by Ms. DelaBar, seconded by Ms. Jensen and unanimously carried to move the 
motion and results of the voting on the CFA International Show into open session and in the 
notes, with no debate or discussion. 

 Cancel the CFA International Show for 2026 and have the committee continue to 
research and plan for the CFA International Show, expo, et cetera, for 2027, looking at all 
possibilities. Motion Carried. 

 That the weekend of October 10/11, 2026 be released to the regions, areas, divisions for 
functions as the region may see fit. Motion Carried.  

Respectfully Submitted, 
Ed Raymond, Chair 
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24. REGION 9 REPORT. 

[Secretary’s Note: The following motion was originally made in executive session. A motion 
was made by Ms. DelaBar, seconded by Mr. Webb and unanimously carried to move the 
motion and results of the voting into open session and in the notes, with no debate or discussion.] 

Motion: Regional awards for Ukraine for show season 2025-2026 and subsequent show seasons, 
until the armed conflict with Russia is over, will be separate from the rest of Region 9. Motion 
Carried. 

[Secretary’s Further Note: At the March 11, 2026 teleconference, a motion was made by Ms. 
Altschul, seconded by Ms. Calhoun and unanimously carried that the discussions regarding the 
Region 9 awards be moved into open session, with the discussions provided by the CFA 
Secretary in the minutes approved by the board, including the vote. The meetings from which the 
discussions originated are so indicated by date.] 

* * * * * 

From February 8, 2026 

Region 9 Regional Director Ms. DelaBar moved on standing motion, with Ms. Calhoun 
making a standing second, for the adoption of the motions in this report. 

 FROM: Pam DelaBar, Director, Region 9 (Europe) 

 TO: CFA Executive Board of Directors 

 SUBJECT: Ukrainian CFA Shows  

At the February 2025 CFA board meeting, I asked for additional awards for both Russia and 
Ukraine based on the ongoing conflict. This request was denied. 

In the current show season, two of the three Ukrainian clubs, Cat Club Sherry and Royal Cat 
Club, worked together to schedule seven shows with a total of 58 rings. With the addition of the 
traditional Rolandus Cat Club show of 6 rings, a total of 62 rings were scheduled for Ukraine; 
this was 40% of the total rings for Region 9. The two clubs requested more shows but these were 
denied as they conflicted with already scheduled traditional shows and to try to keep as fair as 
possible competition throughout the region. (The board did receive a letter from the clubs 
appealing this decision but the regional director’s schedule and ability to schedule shows was 
upheld.) 

For Show Season 2026-2027, Rolandus Cat Club has requested to hold shows on its two 
traditional dates, six rings each. Royal Cat Club, Cat Club Sherry, and a potential club in 
Uzhgorod (near the Slovakian border) have requested nine shows, total of 94 rings. The clubs 
have been told their requests will be considered after the current board meeting - which resulted 
in a letter to the board. The Latvian club was granted two dates in the next show season which 
resulted in another complaint as the Royal club expected the Latvian club to coordinate the dates 
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(I reminded the Royal club that the shows were 1500 kilometers apart, no traditional dates were 
involved, and did not need further coordination). 

Apart from the obvious hazards in Ukraine, particularly the Kyiv region, the travel to Ukraine is 
difficult. This past weekend, it took the two Ukrainian judges 26 hours to travel from Kyiv, 
Ukraine to Riga, Latvia. Previously, it took these two judges 36 hours to travel from Kyiv to 
Brussels, Belgium. These travel times can change depending on the border crossings, but rarely 
ever less time. Region 9 exhibitors do not want to jeopardize the health and welfare of their cats 
to participate in shows with dubious counts for points by entering the Ukrainian shows.  

The Ukrainian show counts, especially in championship, are problematic not only to exhibitors 
in Region 9 but in Regions 1-7 as well concerning the possible adverse effects on national award 
standings but also for end of year breed and division awards as well. (Cathy Dunham has stated 
that as of now, only 1 kitten and 1 championship national awards are affected, breed/division 
awards unknown). There are three more shows scheduled in Ukraine; all are 10 ring shows.  

DelaBar: I have brought this to the Board's attention for a year now that because of the 
isolation of Ukraine, we need to look at what we can do to keep the rest of the Region engaged in 
CFA. Region 9 brings in a lot of money for CFA. I am looking at an implosion if we allow this to 
go on. You see the conundrum that we have going in Region 9. We have three shows left in 
Ukraine. They are each ten-ring shows. That's 30 rings. We have come up with the probability 
with those 30 rings remaining that all of the top 25 championship cats for regional winners in 
Region 9 will be from Ukraine. There is also a very good possibility that a large majority of the 
kitten wins in Region 9 will be from Ukraine. The national breed wins also are highly affected by 
what is going on in Ukraine.  

CFA Board has acted previously mid season to counteract issues negative to the area and the 
organization as a whole. Considering all the data/factors presented in this paper and in 
Enclosure 1, move the following: 

Motion 1: Regional awards for Ukraine for show season 2025-2026 and subsequent show 
seasons, until the armed conflict with Russia is over, will be separate from the rest of Region 9. 

DelaBar: We have taken action in the past in the midst of show seasons, particularly with 
China. I am not asking that regional awards be reduced or deleted in this motion. I am asking that 
they be separate because of the factors I stated in this report, that exhibitors from the rest of 
Region 9 can't get there. When Ukrainian judges come to judge in the rest of Region 9, it takes 
them from 26 to 32 hours to travel within Region 9. Our exhibitors are not willing to put their 
cats through that for points. [Secretary’s Note: A discussion ensued regarding board members 
who should be recused. Moyer, Griswold and Huhtaniemi were determined to have a conflict of 
interest. The CFA Attorney ruled that they not participate in the vote.] 

Bennett: On Motion #1, you propose that regional awards for Ukraine be separate. Are 
they going to be regional wins or are they going to be division wins? If so, how many – 25/25/25 
for Ukraine, 25/25/25 for the rest of 1 through 9? Where are the details, if we're going to treat 
Ukraine essentially as a separate region, or are we going to consider them a division? DelaBar: 
Motion #3 answers your question. It would be 25 for Ukraine and 25 for the rest of the region. 
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Mastin: My interpretation of Motion #1 is based on the first two words, regional awards. So it 
would be regional awards. They still have to meet the point minimums to achieve it. Bennett: 
Our regions are very clearly defined by state, by location, etc. Are we legally allowed to break 
out a part of a region and have additional regional awards for that part? Raymond: I don't think 
it's a legal issue. The show rules exist because the board says they exist. The board can change 
them at any time. While this is not formatted as a show rule change, it is effectively a show rule 
change for Article XXXVI, which governs national, regional, and divisional awards. Mastin: 
There are pluses and minuses to this, and you weigh both sides of it. For those board members 
who were on the board when we brought China on, China was having a similar situation as to 
what is going on with Ukraine. I was directly involved in coordinating that process with Mary 
Kolencik and Dick Kallmeyer, among others. There was opposition and I said, “I understand you 
don't agree with it, but you've got to do what the board is asking.” And the board did vote on it. 
So, it happened, and the board did it. Legally, I don't think there's any issues, as Ed said. Nye: 
Would they use the same designation as RW? DelaBar: Yes. This is not something that is 
without precedent. Anger: The China issue was in December, so we had a little more time for 
preparation, but as Pam says, she's been bringing this up for a year, so this is no surprise. I'm sure 
the Ukrainians are well informed that this is coming. Breaking out China was very painful at the 
time, and this is painful right now. We all want the best for our friends in Ukraine, but I want 
what's the most fair for all of CFA. There are several options here that will accomplish that. 
Motion #1 is the best way to facilitate this. DelaBar: I am prepared to hold a regional award 
show in Ukraine and another one somewhere more central in the region. The war situation is 
unique in CFA. This has caused death and horrible destruction that will take a millennium to 
rebuild Kiev, but we still try to be fair and offer fair competition throughout a very diverse region 
with very diverse cultures and languages. This one situation has brought a lot of exhibitors 
together because they believe in fairness and they feel that Motion #1 would be the best solution 
for this year and possibly the following year, depending upon the situation with the war. 
Griswold: I'm in full support of Pam's motion to separate the Ukraine to its own regional 
awards.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Griswold, Moyer and Huhtaniemi abstained 
for cause. 

If Motion 1 does not pass: 

Motion 2: Award additional Regional Awards in Region 9: 5 additional kitten, 5 additional 
premiership, 10 additional in championship if all other requirements are met. 

Withdrawn. 

Additional consideration: 

Motion 3: Effectively immediately, Ukraine be designated as a separate division in CFA. 
Exhibitors within the Ukrainian borders will compete for divisional awards. 

Withdrawn. 

Huhtaniemi: I'm hoping Pam is going to make a motion that can be published because 
we are on an executive session. DelaBar: I move that we bring out for public that Region 9 will 



158 

have two awards – Region 9 and Ukraine Region 9. Ukraine Region 9 will have separate 
regional awards from the remainder of Region 9. Mastin: Ed, are you good with that? 
Raymond: Yes. Webb: Second. Tartaglia: Separating out Ukraine from Region 9 as if it's its 
own division or region is going to be difficult to do, and it's not likely that they will be appearing 
separate on ePoints. DelaBar: I'll deal with it, Allene. Mastin: We probably had this similar 
situation back in 2014/2015 too. Simbro: We're only talking about Top Cat, Kitten and 
Premiership. We're not talking about breed or color, right? DelaBar: Right.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

DelaBar: We had a lot of discussion about my region tonight, and you don't know how 
much this pained me to have to do this. It was a lot of work, but it was a real hit emotionally. I 
have tried to be a real cheerleader for Region 9, but this has been hard for the past year. Not only 
the war, which has been not only a physical problem for much of the region, it's hit us 
financially. The whole concept of having to split apart something that we have worked so hard to 
try to bring together, considering the 44 countries and all of the languages and cultures, to bring 
under CFA, this was not taken lightly. I wanted you to know that this was very, very difficult.  

* * * * * 

From March 3, 2026 

[Secretary’s Note: The following discussion also appears in the March 3, 2026 teleconference 
minutes.] 

 RECONSIDER DECISION ON UKRAINE RW SCORING. 

Motion: Reconsider the motion of splitting the Regional Wins for Region 9 into separate awards 
for Ukraine from the rest of Region 9.  

Rationale: I believe we made the original decision without input from the Ukrainian exhibitors, 
which I now believe was in error. I also believe that adding an additional 75 RWs is in excess 
and cheapens all RWs, but especially those in Region 9 and Ukraine. After looking at the show 
reports, we are essentially giving 75 RWs to about 5-7 exhibitors in the Ukraine. Additionally, I 
think that by creating a separate set of awards for Ukraine, we have essentially made them their 
own region, which is tiptoeing around the bylaws which we cannot change as a board. I believe 
this is an extremely complex and difficult situation, and while no solution is perfect, there is a 
better solution to be found in Pam DelaBar's previous recommendations.  

Altschul: I move that we reconsider the motion of splitting regional wins from Region 9 
into separate awards for Ukraine from the rest of Region 9. Mastin: There's no further 
discussion on reconsiderations. Currle: Second.  

Mastin called the motion. After a tie-breaking affirmative vote by the CFA President, 
Motion Carried. DelaBar, Bennett, Jensen, Tamura, Nye and Colilla voting no. Moyer, 
Griswold and Huhtaniemi abstained for cause. 
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Motion 2: Award additional Regional Awards in Region 9: 5 additional kitten, 5 additional 
premiership, 10 additional in championship if all other requirements are met. 

Altschul: New motion. I am making Motion #2 from Pam’s report to award additional 
regional awards in Region 9: 5 additional kitten, 5 additional premiership, 10 additional in 
championship if all other requirements are met. Currle: I'll second the motion. Mastin: Ed, will 
you explain to the three individuals who abstained for cause what their rights are under 
democratic rules of order? Raymond: The democratic rules allow you to participate in the 
discussion, but you must abstain from voting. Moyer read a statement:  

Mr. President and members of the board, before I begin, I want to acknowledge that the exhibitors 
and clubs in Ukraine have continued to participate in CFA under extraordinarily difficult 
circumstances. Their continued engagement reflects a deep commitment to CFA and to our shared 
community. My purpose in speaking today is not to advocate for any individual, cat, country, or 
competitor, but to ensure that our decisions remain neutral, consistent, and grounded in our 
established rules and responsibilities as directors. It is from that perspective that I offer the 
following concerns. First, I am concerned about the optics of this decision. Motion one states 
that, “Due to the armed conflict in Ukraine, awards for Ukraine will be separated from the rest of 
Region 9.” The remainder of Region 9, including Russia, remains unified for awards and 
recognition. Regardless of intent, this creates the appearance that CFA has drawn a geopolitical 
distinction within an active international conflict. CFA is not a political or diplomatic body. We 
are a cat registry governed by bylaws and show rules. Our role is to administer competition 
consistently and neutrally. When we reference armed conflict as the basis for restructuring 
awards, perception matters. Neutral application of our rules protects the credibility and stability 
of this organization. I am also concerned about timing. Ukraine began this show season under the 
same regional structure that has governed Region 9. They scheduled eight shows across three 
clubs. These shows were licensed. Points were earned. Standings were posted week after week 
under the existing framework. This was not an unforeseen circumstance. The regional structure 
and show participation were known at the start of the season. Exhibitors made decisions, invested 
resources, and competed under those published rules. With approximately two months remaining 
in the season, the competitive structure was altered. It is unfair when exhibitors compete and 
achieve under one set of rules and are then judged under another. If structural changes are 
appropriate, they should apply next season, not retroactively. Consistency and stability are 
essential to maintaining trust in our competitive system. The long-term strength of CFA depends 
on predictable rule-based application of our system. We must also consider precedent. If 
competitive structures can be modified mid-season based on circumstance, it introduces 
uncertainty into every region and future competitive cycle. Our responsibility is to ensure that 
decisions strengthen our institutional stability and confidence. Our fiduciary responsibility as 
independent members of the board is to apply the rules consistently and fairly, and to make 
decisions based on principle rather than external pressure. Directors should be especially careful 
not to allow unproven allegations to drive structural decisions that affect an entire region. 
Decisions of this magnitude should be grounded in established process and verifiable findings. 
Finally, I want to offer a constructive path forward. If the concern is the number of regional wins 
earned by Ukraine exhibitors this season, then extending one additional placement for each of 
these wins would be the least disruptive way to address that concern. This approach provides 
recognition without displacing exhibitors who earned their standings under the existing system. It 
avoids retroactive structural change, preserves the integrity of Region 9, and minimizes precedent 
risk. Most importantly, it protects confidence in our system and our rules. For me, this comes 
down to three principles – fairness to those who competed under published rules, consistent 
application of our established processes, and protection of the long-term structure of CFA. 
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Whatever action we take should strengthen, not weaken, the neutrality, stability, and credibility of 
CFA. Thank you.  

Altschul: My concern goes back to the rationale for the reconsideration. I didn’t look at it 
from the perspective of splitting the regional awards. It kind of de facto created a new region. Is 
this within our power as the board? It's part of the bylaws. I also feel that it cheapens the wins. 
Their regional wins have become a country win. I'm not in favor of this nebulous “add one win 
for every Ukrainian win.” I am in favor of what the Region 9 Regional Director proposed for 
Motion #2, that we add placements. This is a very complex situation. There isn’t a single right 
answer. I also have concerns of what's going on in the European shows, where it is very clear 
that a number of exhibitors are no longer supporting the shows as much as they have in the past. 
There were plenty of opportunities for the European exhibitors outside of Ukraine to attend 
shows and to accumulate points. They might have gotten used to not having the competition 
from Ukraine. On the other hand, there is a very unique situation occurring within Ukraine that 
we have no precedent for. What happened in China wasn't a war, so that precedent of splitting the 
national wins isn’t applicable here. None of us had to live in a situation where a country is at war. 
We have to provide some leniency for not living in a country that is being bombed every single 
day. I don't want to take away from what Ukrainians have done, but I also want to keep Europe 
strong and engaged and involved with CFA. To that end, I feel like adding a few regional wins 
instead of 75 doesn't cheapen our regional wins. It is a compromise between not doing anything 
and adding 75. I hope the rest of the board will support this. Bennett: After our decision at our 
last meeting, it was implied to me that the Regional Director hadn't talked to anybody, so I asked 
a number of European exhibitors on both sides. A few people in Ukraine were very angry at the 
decision. The vast majority of the people throughout Europe, and even a few in the Ukraine, 
were fully in support of the decision. The reasons had to do with the difficulty of any European 
getting to the Ukraine. Between the amount of time it took, the convoluted routes they would 
have to take, the risks they would have to take, the fact that they were going into a war zone, 
they would be subjecting their cats to significant danger. Second, the fact that the Region 9 
regional awards were being decided by a small handful of judges who were judging the same 
cats each and each weekend, that the others did not truly have the option of competing with. 
Several longtime exhibitors stated that if the board did not address this issue equitably, that in 
their opinion, CFA in Region 9 was going to be dead, because they weren't able to safely and 
effectively get to the Ukraine because of the war situation. This in no way undermines the sorrow 
that we have for the people in the Ukraine. I wanted everybody to hear the feedback that I got 
from 22 total exhibitors in Region 9, and some of them were Ukrainian exhibitors. DelaBar: As 
Regional Director of Region 9, I represent all of the countries. The motion that is on the floor 
now is one that I withdrew in February when we passed Motion #1. The motion that we passed 
was, Regional awards for Ukraine for show season 2025 through 2026 and subsequent show 
seasons until the armed conflict with Russia is over, will be separate from the rest of Region 9. 
That is only because it is incredibly difficult to get to Ukraine from outside of Ukraine. I have 28 
clubs in good standing in Region 9. Of those 28, 21 are in favor of keeping Motion #1 that we 
passed. Four clubs are against, three clubs are neutral, and one of those is a Ukrainian club. My 
exhibitors show throughout Region 9 minus Ukraine and come from Spain, France, Italy, the 
Netherlands, Belgium, Germany, Switzerland, Sweden, Finland, Russia, Estonia, Latvia, and 
Lithuania. As Regional Director, I am director of everyone. I am just as courteous and kind to a 
Russian as I would be to a Ukrainian, to a Swiss, to a German, etc. As a Regional Director, you 
have to represent everyone. When push comes to shove, I have to take what is best for the 
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majority. Ukraine is cut off from the rest of Region 9. That's why we were trying to come up with 
a program to still reward them. Region 9 exhibitors travel twice as far as any other region or 
area. 21 of 28 clubs in good standing are in favor of what we passed in February. I believe that I 
have represented and supported the majority of the clubs in my region and the majority of the 
exhibitors. I've hopefully done my homework and at least have tried to represent the majority of 
my clubs to you.  

Griswold: I feel this is very similar to our issues that we had with Hawaii. For me, the 
war is creating a situation where they cannot easily get in and out of Ukraine. For a region to 
have regional awards, the competition must be similar throughout the region and within reason, 
exhibitors can get to every place within a region. If you can't, such as the example with Hawaii, 
they remain part of Region 5, but they have separate awards because it's very difficult to move 
cats back and forth to Hawaii. That's what has happened here. It's very difficult to move cats 
back and forth to the Ukraine. I have heard from many clubs in Europe, from Italy, Spain, 
France, Germany, that all the exhibitors were very discouraged by what's been happening with 
Ukraine. Exhibitors don't want to show because what's the point? Pam has a good finger on the 
pulse of her clubs. DelaBar: We have 26 shows conducted and scheduled for this show season. 
That's a healthy number. Eight of those 26 are in Ukraine. So that leaves 18 for the rest of the 
region. After we had our February board meeting, we started to see an increase in the morale of 
our exhibitors. It's building. just asking it not be torn down. Altschul: Why is the rest of Region 
9 not supporting their shows? They need to do that. DelaBar: Those of you outside of Europe 
don't realize that the sanctions against several of the countries in Europe affect all of us 
economically. It has gotten incredibly expensive to show in Europe. It's not because people don't 
want to show. It's just that they can't show as much as they had previously, because it has gotten 
so incredibly expensive. The economics are a big problem for our cat fancy. That's why I was 
thrilled we got 26 shows. Currle: My concern is, this war was going on at the beginning of our 
show season. Rules were established. There was no mention of separating until now. We allowed 
them to go on for nine and a half months. We changed the rules midstream. Of course, 
everybody's going to be upset. We're faced with a situation where we've set aside the rules. We've 
got people angry from both sides. I think that adding awards is the best way to appease everyone. 

Jensen: I found the Cat Fanciers Association Board of Director Code of Ethics, and 
number seven indicates handle conflicts of interest appropriately by identifying them to the board 
and removing themselves from all discussion and voting on that matter. I don't think that we 
should have been hearing from people that have an interest in this. Raymond: The Democratic 
Rules are the rules of procedure that we operate under. Pursuant to those rules, we invited those 
who declared they had a conflict to comment. This is not a situation where these individuals are 
advancing a position for personal gain that the board doesn't know about. We thought it was 
important that their viewpoints be heard. They will not be voting.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Failed. Altschul and Currle voting yes. Griswold, 
Huhtaniemi and Moyer abstained for cause.  

Motion 1: Regional awards (RW) for Ukraine for show season 2025-2026 and subsequent show 
seasons, until the armed conflict with Russia is over, will be separate from the rest of Region 9. 
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Raymond: A replacement motion, whether it's the same motion or not, needs to be 
brought up and voted on. DelaBar: I would like to bring back my original Motion #1 from the 
February meeting. Regional wards for Ukraine for show season 2025-2026 and subsequent show 
seasons until the armed conflict with Russia is over will be separate from the rest of Region 9. 
I'm not saying there has to be 75-75. This is something that Carissa and I could work out, along 
with our other regional people, to make sure that everyone gets the respect and the acclimation 
they deserve. I have committed to doing one banquet for Region 9 and another banquet for 
Ukraine if the war is not over and we don't have freedom of travel from between the Ukraine and 
the rest of the region. Bennett: Second. Raymond: The show rules call for best through 25th in 
each of the competitive categories for Region 9. If we're going to do something other than best 
through 25th, it needs to be spelled out and voted on. DelaBar: I am willing to do best through 
25th for both areas. I am committed to making sure that people get the recognition they deserve. 
To remind everyone, we have minimum points to make. Mastin: We’ve pre-noticed discussing 
the number of awards for the March 11th meeting. Raymond: The point minimums are 100 
points for Kittens, 200 points for Championship, 100 points for Premiership, 50 points for 
Household Pets. Krzanowski: In the correspondence I received from clubs in the Ukraine, they 
seem to be under the misconception that if we gave them separate regional awards, they wouldn't 
actually be called regional awards. I just want to ascertain that they will have regional awards. 
Mastin: We can put regional awards right after “separate” and “from the rest of the region” so 
there's no question. DelaBar: They are regional awards, yes. 

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Altschul and Currle voting no. Griswold, 
Huhtaniemi and Moyer abstained for cause.  

* * * * * 

From March 11, 2026 

[Secretary’s Note: The following discussion also appears in the March 11, 2026 teleconference 
minutes.] 

 REGION 9 AWARDS. 

[From February – current motion] Motion: Regional awards for Ukraine for show season 2025-
2026 and subsequent show seasons, until the armed conflict with Russia is over, will be separate 
from the rest of Region 9. Motion Carried. 

Mastin: Ed, based on the last motion the board approved, where are we on the scoring of 
these cats? Raymond: My understanding from the last motion is that the board agreed to 
separate awards for Region 9 Ukraine and the rest of Region 9. There was no limitation in that 
motion as to number of awards, so as long as we're awarding Best-25th in all of the categories, I 
don't think you need another motion. Mastin: How will you handle the breed wins for the 
Region? DelaBar: My idea is to have the overall breed wins in the championship level. Those 
don't get special BWs in front of their names unless they're national. Anger: There are point 
minimums? DelaBar: Yes. I will have an overall region Zoom meeting and explain everything. 
Altschul: I was responding on FaceBook to try to keep people on target. There is a case of one 
or two cats that had shown in both Ukraine and outside of Ukraine. How we were going to adjust 
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scoring those cats? Ed had suggested to score them where the majority of the points were won. It 
had also been brought up that several of the cats that are being shown in the Ukraine are co-
owned with people who live outside the Ukraine. How would that be handled? Again, the answer 
is, they'll be scored where the majority of the points are earned, rather than allowing people to 
pick which area they are scored in.  

Altschul: Is there any reason why this discussion cannot be open session? We keep too 
much in closed session. We need to be more open and honest about what we're discussing and 
why, because a lot of people are asking why. The only way we can really answer that question is 
by letting Rachel provide minutes of what was discussed. Anger: I could summarize the 
discussions and send to the board for review. Raymond: As long as you're not naming names 
and the board is comfortable with what Rachel puts together, it should be fine. DelaBar: Many 
of the questions that have been brought up have been answered multiple times. Altschul: I move 
that the discussions about the Region 9 awards be moved into open session with the discussions 
provided by Rachel in the minutes approved by the board, including the vote. Calhoun: Second.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Pam DelaBar 
Director, CFA Region 9 Europe 
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25. AWARDS. 

 Committee Chair: Cathy Dunham 
 Liaison to Board: Janet Moyer 
 List of Committee Members: Martha Auspitz, Ginger Meeker, Beth Polstra  
 Sub-Committee Fundraiser: Beth Grant-Field 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

[Secretary’s Note: The following report was originally presented in executive session. A motion 
was made by Mr. Currle, seconded by Ms. Anger and unanimously carried to include the 
Awards Committee Report, the motion and results of the voting into open session and in the 
notes, with no debate or discussion.] 

The Medal of Honor is the highest and most esteemed award presented by CFA. nominees fall 
into one of three categories worthy of this award: 1. a person who had been an outstanding 
humanitarian; 2. a person who had established a reputation in feline research; or 3. a person 
who had been outstanding in his work for the Cat Fancy itself. Due to the prestige of this award 
to takes a unanimous vote by the CFA Board of Directors to be honored with this award. 2015 
was the last time this special award was presented.  

If the award is presented now or in the future, a new medal will have to be designed to include 
our updated logo. The estimate for the new mold and medals would be $500.00  

The Awards Committee and Region 7 Director Kenny Currle are honored to nominate Don 
Williams for the Medal of Honor Award for his outstanding work for the Cat Fancy. Don’s 
achievements are: 

• Three Catteries – Sherdon (Persian), Skyway (Persian), and Squire (Persians, Exotics, 
Abyssinians and Singapura). 

• Judged for ACA during the early 1960s. 

• Judged for CFA from 1965 - 2025. 

• Elected to the CFA Board of Directors in 1977 and serving almost constantly until 2004. 

• President of CFA from1986-1994, and again from1998-2004 – a total of 14 years leading 
CFA. 

• As CFA President, attended an organizational meeting of what would become the World 
Cat Congress in 1994 

• In 1990 along with close friends successfully gained approval from the CFA board of 
director to create The CFA Foundation as a not-for-profit 501(c)3 organization. 

• Foundation Board member in 2006. 

• Foundation President from 2018 - 2025 

If approved, the Medal of Honor would be presented to Don’s family in May at his memorial 
service and announced at the Annual Meeting in June 2026. 
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Motion: Award Don Williams the CFA Medal of Honor for his contributions to the Cat Fancy. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Respectfully Submitted, 
Cathy Dunham, Chair 

CFA - The Cat Fanciers' Association, Inc 

From CFA President Rich Mastin: 

I am pleased to announce that the CFA Executive Board has posthumously bestowed 
the Medal of Honor, CFA’s highest and most esteemed award, on Judge Emeritus 
Donald J. (Don) Williams for his outstanding contributions to the cat fancy. 

Don, who passed away on November 17, 2025, was first elected to the CFA Board in 
1977 and served almost continuously until 2004, including 14 years as CFA President. 
During his tenure as President, Don attended an organizational meeting of what would 
become the World Cat Congress, of which CFA is a founding member. 

He was recently recognized for his 60 years of service as a CFA judge. 

Don was dedicated to preserving the history of the cat fancy and was instrumental in the 
founding of the CFA Foundation. He joined the Foundation’s Board in 2006 and served 
as its President from 2018 until his passing. 

The Medal of Honor will be presented to Don’s family at his memorial service in May 
2026. 
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26. WORLD CAT CONGRESS. 

 Delegate: Pam DelaBar  
 Advisor: Rachel Anger  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

[Secretary’s Note: The following motions were originally made in executive session. A motion 
was made by Ms. Anger, seconded by Ms. Calhoun and unanimously carried to move the 
motions and results of the voting into open session and in the notes, with no debate or 
discussion.] 

Motion #1: Accept the resignation of Rachel Anger as CFA's advisor to the World Cat Congress, 
effective immediately. Motion Carried. 

Motion #2: Ratify President Mastin's appointment of Dr. Marilee Griswold as CFA's advisor to 
the World Cat Congress, effective immediately. Motion Carried. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Rachel Anger, CFA Advisor 
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27. DISTRIBUTION OF COMPILED REPORTS. 

[Secretary’s Note: The following motion was originally made in executive session. A motion 
was made by Ms. DelaBar, seconded by Mr. Webb and unanimously carried to move the 
motion and results of the voting into open session and in the notes, with no debate or discussion.] 

Motion: Effective immediately, discontinue the public dissemination of the pre-meeting compiled 
reports. Motion Carried. 

* * * * * 

The open session meeting adjourned at 4:09 p.m. Eastern Standard Time. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Rachel Anger, Secretary 
The Cat Fanciers’ Association, Inc.  
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28. DISCIPLINARY HEARINGS AND SUSPENSIONS. 

Disciplinary Hearings And Suspensions: Cases that have been reviewed by the Protest 
Committee and for which a recommendation was presented to the Board. The following case was 
heard, a tentative decision was rendered, timely notice was given to the parties, and no appeal 
and/or appeal fee was filed. Therefore, final disposition is as follows: 

25-046 CFA v. Meowbulous Cat Club, Lai Howe Chuan, Loh Wai Leong 

Violation of Show Rules 3.08, 9.08d, 9.08e and 9.08n. 

Guilty. The board has imposed the following disciplinary action: a letter of 
reprimand. [vote sealed] 

Appeals: Cases that have been reviewed by the Protest Committee and for which a 
recommendation was presented to and heard by the Board, a tentative decision was rendered, 
timely notice was given to the party, an appeal and/or appeal fee was timely filed, and the appeal 
was heard by the Board of Directors. Therefore, final disposition is as follows: 

None.  

Board-Cited Hearing: The Board may consider any protest filed by any member of a member 
club or in any other manner brought to the attention of the Executive Board. The Board may 
delegate authority to one or more persons to review, investigate, and determine if probable cause 
exists for the filing of a formal protest. This case was heard on direct cite by the CFA Executive 
Board. Timely notice was given to the parties, and the matter was heard. Final disposition is as 
follows: 

None. 

 


