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Secretary’s Note: The Officers and Board of Directors of the Cat Fanciers’ Association, Inc. met 
on Thursday, June 25, 2026, at the Marriott Syracuse Downtown, Syracuse, New York. 
President Richard Mastin called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. Eastern Daylight Time with 
the following members found to be present following a roll call by Secretary Rachel Anger: 
 
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. Madame Secretary, please do the roll call, Board Oath and 
Confidentiality Agreement. [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.] Anger: Everyone being present, I’m 
going to turn it back to you, Mr. President. Mastin: Rachel, thank you. Meeting is called to 
order. 
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Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 

(1) APPROVE ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

CFA ANNUAL MEETING AGENDA 
June 25-28, 2026 

All Times in Eastern Daylight Time 
 

Thursday, June 25, 2026 • Board of Directors Meeting 
Open Session 

9:00 a.m. 1. Meeting Called to Order/Approve Orders of the Day Mastin 
9:05 a.m. 2. Appoint Inspectors of Election/Credentials Committee Dodds 

Reports of Officers, Boards, and Standing Committees 
9:10 a.m. 3. Minutes (corrections/additions); Ratification of Online Motions Anger 
9:15 a.m. 4. Central Office Operations/IT Report Tartaglia/Simbro 
9:30 a.m. 5. Judging Program Nye/Webb 
10:00 a.m. 6. Club Membership and New Applications  Krzanowski 
10:30 a.m. BREAK 
10:45 a.m. 7. International Division Newkirk 
11:00 a.m. 8. Treasurer’s Report Summary Calhoun 
11:10 a.m. 9. CFA Legislative Committee Shafnisky 
11:20 a.m. 10. Animal Welfare/Breeder Assistance Program Campbell 
11:30 a.m. 11. Show Rules Raymond 
11:45 a.m. 12. Breeds and Standards Wilson 
11:55 a.m. 13. Agility Feniak 
12:00 p.m. LUNCH BREAK 
12:45 p.m. 14. Show Scheduling Moser/Auth 
1:00 p.m. 15. Junior Fanciers Shaffer 

Reports of Special (Select or Ad Hoc) Committees 
  None  

Reports of Affiliates 
1:15 p.m. 16. World Cat Congress DelaBar/Griswold 

Unfinished Business and General Orders 
1:35 p.m. 17. Unfinished Business  
1:40 p.m. 18. Other Committees  
1:45 p.m. 19. New Business: Allowing TICA Judges DelaBar 
2:00 p.m. ADJOURN OPEN SESSION Mastin 
 BREAK 

 
Friday, June 26, 2026 • Annual Meeting 

 
9:00 a.m.  28. Call Meeting to Order & President’s Welcome Mastin 
9:05 a.m. 29. North Atlantic Region Welcome Nasin 
9:10 a.m. 30. Declare the Determination of a Quorum Mastin 
9:12 a.m. 31. Appoint Parliamentarian for the Annual Meeting Mastin 
9:15 a.m. 32. Special Rules of Parliamentary Procedure Raymond 
9:20 a.m. 33. Voting Count Rules  Raymond 
9:25 a.m. 34. Clicker Review Simbro 
9:35 a.m. 35. Approve Minutes of the 2025 Annual Meeting Mastin 



 

4 

9:36 a.m. 36. Proposed Amendments to the CFA Bylaws Mastin 
10:00 a.m. 37. EveryCat Health Foundation Burns 
10:20 a.m. 38. Board Member Service Awards Mastin 
10:30 a.m. BREAK  
10:45 a.m. 39. Treasurer’s Report  Calhoun 
11:05 a.m. 40. Pre-Noticed Resolutions Mastin 
12:00 p.m. LUNCH  
1:00 p.m. 41. Judging Program Report Nye 
1:20 p.m. 42. Judging Program Service Awards Nye 
2:00 p.m. 43. Judges’ Association Spotlight Award Bennett 
2:15 p.m. 44. Legislative Committee Shafnisky 
2:30 p.m. BREAK  
3:00 p.m. 45. Clerk Service Awards B. Colilla 
3:12 p.m. 46. Junior Fanciers Award Shaffer 
3:15 p.m. 47. Credentials Committee Service Awards Mastin 
3:30 p.m. 48. Credentials Committee Report and Election Results Dodds 
3:45 p.m. 49. Cattery of Distinction Awards Mastin 
4:00 p.m. 50. Star Awards Dunham 
4:15 p.m. 51. CFA Medal of Honor Mastin 
4:20 p.m. 52. Resolutions from the Floor Mastin 
5:00 p.m. ADJOURN • Annual Meeting Closes 
 

Saturday, June 27, 2026 
 

9:00 a.m. 53. CFA Board of Directors Meeting with the International Division Newkirk 
10:30 a.m. 54. CFA Board of Directors Meeting with Breed Council Secretaries Wilson 
12:00 p.m. ADJOURN  
 

Sunday, June 28, 2026 • Board of Directors Meeting 
 
9:00 a.m. 55. Call Meeting to Order  
9:05 a.m. 56. Appoint CFA Legal Counsel and Parliamentarian  
9:10 a.m. 57. Taking of Board of Directors’ Oath  
9:15 a.m. 58. Distribution and Signing of Board-Required Documents  
9:20 a.m. 59. Verbal Report of Conflicts of Interest  
9:25 a.m. 60. Ratification of Committee Appointments   
9:40 a.m. 61. Regional Incorporation  
9:45 a.m. 62. New Business/Old Business  
10:15 a.m. 63. Board Meeting Schedule  
11:00 a.m. ADJOURN  
   

Mastin: Welcome to CFA’s June 25th, 2026 Executive Board Meeting in Syracuse, New 
York. May we have a motion to accept the Orders of the Day? DelaBar: So moved. Currle: 
Second. Mastin: Do we have any additions or changes to the Orders of the Day? Any further 
discussion? Any objections? Seeing no objections, the motion passes unanimously. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  



 

5 

* * * * * 

Board Member Service Award 

5 Years 

Pauli Huhtaniemi 
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(2) APPOINT INSPECTORS OF ELECTION/CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE. 

 Committee Chair: Nancy Dodds  
 Board Liaison: Rachel Anger 
 List of Committee Members: R 1 Betty Bridges  
  R2  Erin Cutchen 
  R2 Kendall Smith Alternate 
  R3 Cheryl Peck 
  R4 Martha Auspitz 
  R5 Nancy Dodds  
  R6 Nancy Petersen 
  R7 Jill Archibald 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The Credentials Committee addressed one issue with a ballot received by mail, one issue with 
delegate choosing wrong club and one issue with one club resignation, all investigated, 
responded and resolved. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

The Committee will be meeting to address any delegate issues brought before it. The Committee 
will verify results of the election. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Respond to any issues brought before it regarding club membership 

Board Action Items: 

Approve the Committee members (above) who will serve at the Annual Meeting. 

Anger: We have a motion in the committee report to approve the committee members 
which are listed at the beginning of the report who will serve at the annual meeting. I make that 
motion. Mastin: Jacqui, you made a second. Is there any discussion? Does anyone have any 
questions for Nancy? Any further discussion? Any objections? Seeing no objection, motion 
passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Time Frame: 

At the Annual Meeting 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Minutes from the Annual Meeting 
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Respectfully Submitted, 
Nancy Dodds, Chair 

Dodds: I would like to thank the ID Chair and all the Regional Directors. I reached out to 
each one of you to let you know what was going on with your clubs. The website is very helpful, 
but I was able to tell you who had not voted, and you were able to reach out to your constituents 
in your regions. Although we have 20 fewer clubs this year, we have many more delegates and 
more people voting than ever before. So, I think that’s wonderful and I want to thank you all 
very, very much. Altschul: As a Regional Director, I would like to thank Nancy, because your 
communication was exceptionally helpful. I had been going to the website and trying to figure 
out who had done what, and it made it so much easier and definitely streamlined the process. So 
thank you for your communication. Dodds: You’re welcome. Mastin: Nancy, that’s two years in 
a row you have done a fabulous job of communication with the regions. Dodds: I couldn’t do it 
alone. You guys have really gone way over the top when there needs to be communication with 
the people in your regions. That’s very important. 

* * * * * 

Credentials Committee Service Award 

5 Years 

Betty Bridges 
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(3) SECRETARY’S REPORT: ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS TO THE MINUTES; 
RATIFICATION OF ON-LINE MOTIONS 

(a) Additions/Corrections to the Minutes. 

None 

(b) Ratification of February 7/8, 2026, March 3, 2026, and April 28, 2026 Zoom 
Video Conference Board Meeting Minutes. 

Action Item: Approve the February 7/8, 2026, March 3, 2026, and April 28, 2026 Zoom video 
conference board meeting minutes, as published. 

Anger: I would like to move to approve the February 7/8, 2026, March 3, 2026, and 
April 28, 2026 Zoom Video Conference Board Meeting Minutes, as published. Mastin: Jacqui 
makes the second. Further discussion? Objections? Seeing no objections, the motion passes 
unanimously. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

(c) Ratification of Online Motions. 

  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

MOTIONS THAT DO NOT REQUIRE RATIFICATION 

1. Anger 
Krzanowski 
04.07.2026 

Approve the March 11, 2026 Zoom video conference meeting 
minutes, as presented. 

Motion Carried. 
Anger, Currle and 
Moyer abstained. 

No discussion. 

2. Anger 
Currle 

05.02.2026 

Approve the April 7, 2026 Zoom mid-quarterly Zoom video 
conference meeting minutes, as presented. 

Motion Carried. 
Anger abstained. 

No discussion. 

4. Anger 
Bennett 

05.06.2026 

For its two-day show in Bangkok, Thailand (ID-Other) on 
August 29/30, 2026, 2026, grant the Central Breed Cat Club 
permission to hold an in-conjunction show with WCF and TICA 
club Feline Club Singapore, on the condition that the club be 
informed that they must comply with the Guidelines (and 
enclose a copy with our approval). 

Motion Carried. 
Anger, Griswold and 
Webb abstained for 
conflict. 

No discussion (following correction and amendment to motion). 

5. Anger 
Webster 

05.14.2026 

For its show in Singapore (ID-Other) on August 1/2, 2026, grant 
the Asia Pacific Cat Club permission to hold an in-conjunction 
show with Feline Club Singapore (TICA), on the condition that 
the club be informed that they must comply with the Guidelines 
(and enclose a copy with our approval). 

Motion Carried. 



 

9 

  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

No discussion. 

6. Anger 
Webb 

05.20.2026 

For the Central Breed Cat Club’s show June 21, 2026 in 
Ayutthaya Thailand (ID-Other), grant an exception to Show 
Rule 3.13 3.02.c. and allow the use of a guest judge with less 
than 60 days remaining before the show. 

Motion Failed. 
Nasin, Webster, 
Moyer, DelaBar, 
Huhtaniemi and 
Webb voting yes.  

DelaBar: I am in strong support of granting Thailand permission for guest judges. Airfare costs are high but are 
showing signs of coming down. The number of available judges is decreased as the CFA annual meeting is the 
following Friday of this show. However, Thailand is a prize gem in the eyes of our competitors - WCF has big 
dollars/euros/baht supporting activity in Thailand but smaller associations (think FFF) would love to cut into our 
activity there. Coordinating with WCF is a smart move. Griswold: I think the issue here is not allowing guest judges 
and coordinating with WCF but to grant the exception to the 60 day rule, am I correct on that? Anger: Now that we 
have the details on the format of the show, yes, that is the request. DelaBar: That is true Marilee. However, if the 
club should use WCF judges, judge costs can be split with the clubs between the clubs. That is why I mentioned 
WCF plus the high level of competition. Altschul: So it’s a six ring show and they want how many guest judges? 
Anger: It’s now a five ring show and they’re asking for one guest judge who is not on the approved list. The 
situation has changed somewhat because of the time needed to deal with this motion correctly. Huhtaniemi: So it is 
5 rings show and they are allowed to use 2 guest judges, and they now are asking permission to lift that 60 days limit 
to contract one guest judge, whose name is already known. I am in favor and if Russell does not second Rachel’s 
motion, I will. 

Nye: I am not supportive of this request. First of all, we have the rules in place that indicate approval must be 
obtained 60 days prior to the show so that the guest judge administrator can verify the judges license and make sure 
we have a résumé on file. This show rule is in place for everyone to follow and not always grant exceptions each 
time a club misses the 60 day window. This show is just 37 days from now. When the board grants exceptions to 
request like this, it opens the door and sets a precedent for others to claim it is not fair their club cannot also have an 
exception as it has been approved in the past. 

In 2021 the CFA board approved 21 Associate Judges from the Thailand, Singapore and the Indonesia market area, 
some have either resigned or joined the CFA judging program. There are only two CFA shows worldwide for that 
weekend both in the United States so no judges from the ID are currently contracted to judge anywhere. These 
judging positions could be filled by several CFA or CFA associate judges. I have not reached out to see if anyone is 
available, however, judges that are licensed in that area either CFA judges or associate CFA judges are. 

Issariya Rattanaweerawong. THI LH/SH 
Chate Ruengruglikit THI LH 
Pattama Weeranon THI LH 
Nadia Jaffar SIN LH 
Amir Sariff. MLY SH 
Wilson Ng MLY LH 
Ardin Ardinsyah. INDO LH 
Endang Suherly INDO SH 

There are also 10 additional CFA judges who reside in Hong Kong of various status, and that is 1000 miles away by 
air. The in-search-of request that sent out seeking CFA judges offering $400.00 for travel expenses was an insult to 
our CFA judges, and it may be even difficult to get an airfare from Singapore or Malaysia to Thailand, for less than 
$400 at this late date. It is hard for me to consider it a CFA show if 50% of the judges are actually not CFA judges. 
DelaBar: That would be very true, Vicki, except judges with travel already booked for the CFA annual meeting 
cannot be expected to be available to judge. Travel is too tight, especially from Asia. Currle: I agree with Vicki, I 
will be a no on this motion.  

Anger: I have now received more information from the club. The show format will be 6 rings. The main reason they 
are requesting approval to use guest judges is for cost reduction, as they are trying to share travel expenses among 
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

three clubs. This would help make the judging cost more manageable for the clubs involved. However, they may 
need to revise the proposed judge lineup, as the original set of judges they planned to use has now been taken by a 
club in Indonesia. They are in the process of contracting Jennifer Reding, so my understanding is they will need to 
guest judges, which is within the rule. Raymond: I have a question about the motion itself. Is the motion simply to 
allow the club to utilize the number of guest judges allowed by SR 3.13 despite the request having been made less 
than 60 days before the show OR is the motion also intended to give carte blanche permission for the club to use 
whatever number of guest judges it sees fit? I think the motion could be read either way.  

Mastin: The current motion (and discussion) may be (or for some is) confusing as is some of the discussion points 
and parts of the rationale and comments from Neil. Here is the motion for ease of following - 

MOTION: For the Central Breed Cat Club’s show June 21, 2026 in Ayutthaya Thailand (ID-Other), Grant an exception to 
show rule 3.13 and allow the use of guest judges with less than 60 days remaining before the show. 

SR 3.13 indicates the number of CFA Judges required based on the number of Rings. If the motion is an exception 
to SR 3.13 to allow less than the required number of CFA Judges, imo should not be allowed due to cost saving 
measures the club is using for their rationale. What is to prevent all clubs from asking for the same exception in the 
near future? Hopefully this is not what the club is requesting. 

Guest Judges with less than 60 days remaining is SR 3.02 c. 

I have highlighted the last two lines in SR 3.02 c., that we should keep in mind when discussing this motion and will 
ask Ed to weigh-in on my interpretation of the SR 3.02 c. 

1. Request submitted with less than 60 days remaining … “will not be considered”. I interpret this to mean we (the 
“Executive Committee” or Executive Board”) do not have that option to grant an exception to this show rule for 
non-Approved Guest Judges. Ed, please weigh-in. 

2. “Guest Judges at the Approved Guest Judge level” no longer requires approval from the Judging Program 
Committee. Therefore less than 60 days remaining (imo) does not apply to Approved Guest Judges. If I 
understand SR 3.02 c. this rule applies to non-Approved Guest Judges. Ed, please weigh-in. 

Here is SR 3.02 c for ease of following - 

c. Invitations from CFA clubs for non-CFA Judges are subject to the approval of the CFA Judging Program Committee, 
excluding those for Guest Judges at the Approved Guest Judge Level, and may be considered only by Approved Allbreed, 
Approval Pending Allbreed or Approved Specialty Judges whose license from an accepted association is on file with the 
Judging Program Committee and who have been actively judging with their parent association for a minimum of five (5) 
years. A Judge may only judge the level at which they are licensed. When the show format includes a specialty ring, guest 
judges at the Guest Judge level will serve as a specialty judge in CFA shows unless a specialty-only CFA judge would be 
serving as the required specialty judge. Only a licensed CFA judge or a guest judge at the Approved Guest Judge Level may 
judge a Super Specialty ring. Requests for guest judge approval must be submitted to the Judging Program Committee at 
least 60 days in advance of the show. Requests submitted with less than 60 days remaining until the proposed show date will 
not be considered. Approval from the Judging Program Committee is no longer required for a club to contract a Guest 
Judge at the Approved Guest Judge level. 

Rachel, When you have a chance please clarify from the club what exactly they are requesting an exception on. 
Raymond: Rich is correct that, because guest judges at the Approved Guest Judge Level do not require JPC 
approval, the requirement that requests for guest judge approval be submitted at least 60 days before the show does 
not apply to them. The club is free to engage guest judges at the Approved Guest Judge Level at this time. It is only 
if the club wishes to engage guest judges who are not at the Approved Guest Judge Level that they run into trouble 
with the 60-day requirement. The Board has complete authority over the show rules. While SR 3.02 c states that the 
JPC will not consider guest judge approval requests submitted less than 60 days before the show, the Board can 
approve an exception to that requirement. I will point out that there is similar language in SR 4.04 preventing shows 
from being licensed if the application package is received in Central Office less than 30 days prior to the show; the 
Board has consistently refused to grant an exception to that requirement, taking the position that it does not have the 
authority to do so. Mastin: Ed, thank you for clarifying my understanding of the show rule(s) on this motion. 
Anger: The club is now able to get only one guest judge, Cornelia Hungernecker, so they are changing their format 
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

to a five ring show with one guest judge. The issue on the table now is only an exception to the 60 day rule. 
Therefore, the amended motion is as follows: 

AMENDED MOTION: For the Central Breed Cat Club’s show June 21, 2026 in Ayutthaya, Thailand (ID-Other), grant an 
exception to Show Rule 3.02.c. to allow the use of a guest judge with less than 60 days before the show. 

DelaBar: FYI, Cornelia is one of the “movers and shakers” in WCF. I’ve judged with her before - she’s good. Nye: 
Responding to the amended motion, 1 Guest Judge, less than 60 days prior to the show, actually just 47 days. I am 
still of the opinion that we should not be granting exceptions to our show rules. I am not supportive of this request. 
First of all, we have the rules in place that indicate approval must be obtained 60 days prior to the show so that the 
guest judge administrator can verify the judges license and make sure we have a résumé on file. This show rule is in 
place for everyone to follow and not always grant exceptions each time a club misses the 60 day window. This show 
is just 37 days from now. When the board grants exceptions to request like this, it opens the door and sets a 
precedent for others to claim it is not fair their club cannot also have an exception as it has been approved in the 
past. Webb: My comment from the JPC side is this. We have show rules for a reason. SR 3.02 states that approval 
must be obtained 60 days prior to the show. That rule should be followed. An exception sets a precedent for other 
clubs to follow. With that said I would not support the motion. From the ID side, this particular Club in question 
puts on many shows thru out the show season and gives full support to CFA. Understanding that airfares are high 
and the club has an opportunity to be able to share a judge and save some expense I am torn on my decision. I would 
like to know Darrell’s and Marilee’s comment on this before I make my decision on how to vote. Griswold: I am 
also leaning towards not granting the exception. This would not have been a problem with proper planning but as it 
stands now, the pressure is unwarranted on us to accept something that could have easily been approved with the 
proper timing. I do not want continued requests as this. I am not sure who the other 5 judges are for the rings. Now 
that they have changed it to a 5 ring, can they use 2 AJ? 

DelaBar: Rich, I wanted to pass on some knowledge I picked up throughout the years. First, when we establish 
show rules, we just cannot think of every situation that can happen and write it up to be in hard and fast show rules. 
That is one reason our articles of incorporation and our by-laws give us, the CFA Board of Directors, the ability to 
approve exceptions to show rules and exceptions to policy. Our organization is a living one. Mastin: I’m 
appreciative the board has the ability to make exceptions when absolutely necessary for emergencies. I also 
appreciate and applaud all clubs who follow the show rules and policies this board, past boards and delegates have 
created and supported. I do not look down on any club asking for exceptions to show rules and policies that benefits 
them and others. However, I do have concerns when the board/leadership does not enforce show rules and policies 
that are non-emergencies. Imo exceptions to non-emergencies sends wrong messages, it’s confusing when some get 
exceptions and some do not, it may also be looked as unfair/foul play and favoritism. I also believe this may also be 
looked as weaknesses and flaws of leadership when show rules and policies are not followed and enforced for non-
emergencies. The club requesting the exception could have avoided this request by following the rules. They didn’t 
and now it has come to the board to fix something they could have prevented. If clubs want exceptions and the board 
and future boards continue to make exceptions for non-emergencies then rules and policies should be changed and 
or eliminated. I do not support this motion. The club does have another option that doesn’t need the board’s approval 
on a non-emergency show rule exception. Contract with an already Approved Guest Judge. If this request was truly 
an emergency (one, two or even three days before the start of the show), it’s a completely different discussion and 
likely receives 100% support. 

7. Anger 
Jensen 

05.31.2026 

For the Central Breed Cat Club’s show to be held June 21, 2026 
in Ayutthaya, Thailand (ID-Other), grant an exception to Show 
Rule 4.04 and allow the show to be licensed with less than 30 
days before the show. 

Motion Carried. 

Altschul: I’m inclined to vote "no" on this one - we have show rules for a reason - and every club has been 
struggling for judges, not just this one, but they are not all asking for exceptions to the show rules. To me, based on 
the history of this club, they have pushed the boundaries of the show rules for a while and because it has been 
allowed, they believe it is acceptable to continue. While I sympathize with their situation, it was not something 
outside of their control - they procrastinated and ended up in a bind. Anger: I agree, but Darrell made it brutally 
clear to them after the last motion failed that the board has fatigue for granting exceptions to this club. This motion 
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

is kind of a holdover from that same situation. I am supporting the motion and have faith that we will see less or no 
requests for exceptions in the future. This club is very supportive of CFA in Thailand and we do not want to lose 
them, but we also don’t want to waste this board’s time on exception after exception. I am confident that they get it. 
DelaBar: Agree with Rachel. This is in conjunction with WCF - which would love to take over Thailand. The 
timing is not good for getting judges because of our annual meeting - we want as many judges as possible for the 
workshop at the annual and the travel is long from this part of CFA.  

Mastin: Yes, I am one for following and enforcing rules and procedures. However, I see this request being far more 
reasonable (falling in the grey area of exceptions) and one I would support for the following reasons. 

1 – The club has been planning this show for more than 30 days and the board was well aware when they presented 
their first request/exception 37 days prior to the start of the show. 

2 – When the club’s first request did not receive 100% support from the executive board, the club got to work on 
securing their judges as per the show rules. Due to the club having the show on the same weekend of this year’s 
annual, they likely did have challenges on securing judges due to lack of availability. 

3 – This being an in-conjunction show with another association likely has some favorable outcomes for CFA, the 
club and others (sponsors, spectators, exhibitors, other association, etc.), if the clubs request receives 100% support. 

4 – If the request does not receive 100% support there is likely to be some level of unfavorable consequences to 
CFA’s brand, club’s reputation and the other associations reputation. 

5 – Based on the information provided in the background, I do not believe the club had any malicious intentions of 
submitting the license one day late. I sensed they were working on getting everything in order in a timely manner 
and likely made a couple of mistakes along the way that caused some internal delays. 

Recommendation – Should the club’s request receive 100% support, a respectful reminder message (from the board 
to the club), pointing out the importance to adhere to all show rules going forward and requests on non-emergency 
exceptions may/will not be approved in the future. Huhtaniemi: I agree with Rich’s reasoning that it is in CFA’s 
best interests to approve the licensing of this show. CFA is most likely going to lose much more than just one show 
if we don’t license the show.  

8. Anger 
Griswold 

06.03.2026 

Due to the economic struggles in Singapore and the extreme 
challenges caused by the country’s strict import policies, for its 
August 1, 2026 show in Singapore (ID-Other), grant the TICA 
club, Feline Club Singapore, permission to use a CFA judge as 
a guest judge. 

Motion Failed. 
Nasin, Webster, 
Colilla, Calhoun, 
Mastin and Nye 
voting no. 

Anger: Here is the input from the ID Chair and the Guest Judge Administrator, followed by my comments: 
Newkirk: I am not opposed to this. Quigley: I have mixed feelings about this request. I am not opposed to CFA and 
TICA having a guest judging reciprocity in the future, however, our current practice is to deny any such requests. I 
question the rationale provided that having an empty ring on Sunday would detract from the show. The fourth ring 
could be dismantled after the CFA show on Saturday. Alternatively, this ring could be used as an education/breed 
showcase ring on Sunday which could be just as valuable as having a judged ring. Until we have a reciprocal guest 
judging agreement with TICA my feeling would be no on this request. Anger: First of all, Neil has his days mixed 
up. The CFA show is on Sunday, not Saturday, and the reasons the TICA club does not want an empty ring were 
already well covered by the show manager. Second, the current practice is to deny such requests except in an 
emergency. For instance, on February 10/11, 2018, I received permission from the board to guest judge a TICA 
show when a blizzard hit and several judges were unable to make it to the show. This was an enriching opportunity. 
Back to the current scenario, the cat fancy in Singapore could not be in more of an emergency situation. It is dying. 
Fanciers have to house their cats in government-run facilities, cannot import or export, have the most severe 
breeding restrictions in the world IMO, and are dearly struggling just to stay alive. This one small request will make 
a big difference, and as I said in 2018, the universe will not implode if we approve this request. Quite the opposite, I 
believe that this is exactly what is needed, and now is the time for an emergency exception to be granted.  
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

DelaBar: I support this exception. For one, I wish we would get rid of the “cannot guest judge for TICA” - except 
for times when TICA is hosting the World Cat Congress and in exceptional conditions. Now that FIFe has a 
federation in the US, does this change our rules? The breed bans and restrictive laws happening in Europe will come 
to the US and CFA will need every friend. Secondly, sponsors do not like empty rings at all. Singapore is such a 
restricted market with highly restricted quarantine, we need to attract the sponsors to help keep the cat fancy alive. 
Huhtaniemi: I also fully support granting an exception that allows CFA judge to guest judge for TICA, and vice 
versa. We have been hoping for this kind of opportunity for years, and now when travelling is getting more and 
more expensive, we should open our minds.  

Nye: I am not supportive of the Singapore TICA club being approved to contract a CFA judge to fill their other ring. 
Furthermore, in this closed community since the TICA show is on Saturday and the CFA show on Sunday… the 
CFA judge would be judging the same cats on both days? As soon as we start making exceptions for guest, judging 
between TICA and CFA, and we undermine the policy that we have always held to in the United States. Once you 
approve one exception others will ask for the same. This occurred during Covid for a short time and I had lots of 
complaints from CFA judges not having preference over a guest judge from TICA because they were slightly cheap 
cheaper. Our CFA judges go through a lot to obtain their license from CFA, and we have a difficult time enough as 
it is trying to satisfy all the judging request that come to our CFA judges. I will be voting no. Calhoun: I find it 
interesting that nowhere in this motion and its rationale is the TICA club offering to share the expenses of the 
potential shared judge with the CFA club. Perhaps, in this case, this is fundamentally what "shared" means but I 
would have hoped this would have been clearly articulated. That being said, that is not the driving concern I have 
with this request. As stated, this could very well mean that the CFA judge serving as the TICA guest judge would 
judge some of the cats the following day as a judge of the CFA show. This situation is clearly inconsistent with 
CFA’s existing policy. I also do not understand why the challenges mentioned, both administrative and financial, 
were not addressed and resolved during the planning phase of the TICA show. It seems that these issues should have 
been anticipated and proactively managed to ensure a smoother approval process. I will be voting no to this motion. 
Mastin: Recommendation - This request is not an emergency and not likely going to receive 100% support. 
Therefore I encourage and I recommend if this matter is important to most bring back working with TICA judges at 
a regular scheduled meeting to allow appropriate time and everyone to share thoughts. 

9. Anger 
DelaBar 

06.10.2026 

Allow an exception to Show Rule 4.06.a.2. by permitting Japan 
Dancing Cat, show date August 30, and Nishi Nihon Cat Club, 
show date August 2 to proceed as 1 day, 6 allbreed ring shows. 

Motion Carried. 

No discussion. 

10. Anger 
Webb 

06.10.2026 

For the Hong Kong Black Cat Club’s August 1/2, 2026 show in 
Hong Kong (ID-Other), allow the club to hold a two-ring fun 
show, in addition to the 10 ring CFA show. 

Motion Carried. 
Nasin abstained. 

Anger: Recommendation from ID Committee: Newkirk: I am in agreement to approve this request. Zenda: I 
strongly recommend approval! This is one of the HK Black Cat Club’s Traditional Date shows at the Expo Centre - 
an event that is attended by thousands of visitors. The addition of a Fun Show would provide an excellent 
opportunity to educate visitors in an easy to understand, less formal structure conducive to direct interaction & 
communication with everyone attending. Altschul: What a neat idea. Would they be willing to share how they 
manage those two ‘fun rings’ for other clubs to try?  

 

  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

MOTIONS THAT REQUIRE RATIFICATION 

11. Executive 
Committee 

For the Java Feline Society’s April 11/12, 2026 show in 
Bandung, Indonesia (ID-Other), (1) grant an exception to Show 
Rule 3.12 and allow Chloe Chung to judge for Java Feline 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

04.09.2026 Society in Bandung, Indonesia on Saturday, and judge Last 
Chance CF International show in Xian on Sunday (change from 
Saturday), and (2) approved the change of judging assignment 
days for Last Chance CF International to Elena 
Podprugina/Saturday and Chloe Chung/Sunday. 

ratification). 

No discussion. 

12. Executive 
Committee 
04.13.2026 

Approve a judging format change at the April 11-12, 2026 
Show Me Cat Fanciers show in Neosho, MO of Darrell 
Newkirk AB/OCP on Saturday to Jacqui Bennett who was 
LH/SH, and Agnes Sun LH on Saturday and Jim Dinesen SH on 
Sunday. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

13. Executive 
Committee 
04.14.2026 

Due to cancellation of AB Judge Darrell Newkirk, approve the 
following changes to the Las Vegas Cat Club/Santa Monica Cat 
Club April 25-26, 2026 show: (1) move Brian Pearson from 
LH/SH to AB breed on Saturday; (2) move Anne Mathis from 
AB Sunday to AB Saturday; (3) add specialty judge Rick 
Hoskinson on Sunday. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

14. Executive 
Committee 
04.20.2026 

For the Central Breed Cat Club show on April 18/19, 2026 in 
Bangkok, Thailand, grant an exception to Show Rules 3.03 and 
3.10 to allow Irina Kharchenko and Nadejda Rumyantseva to 
change their judging assignments from Sunday to Saturday. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

Nye: I am not recommending we approved this. I understand these ladies are already in Thailand, and have booked a 
personal side trip to celebrate the water festival in Pattaya on Sunday. This is not an emergency. Newkirk: I do not 
have an issue with this. Anger: Both contracts are clearly marked Sunday. I am voting yes to support the club, 
assuming that a stern warning letter will be sent to these judges who chose to take a vacation rather than abide by the 
show rules and fulfill their contracts.  

15. Executive 
Committee 
04.30.2026 

Grant an exception to show rule 4.04 and allow the show to be 
licensed with less than 30 days before the show for the Magic 
Wing International Cat Club’s show to be held May 16, 2026 in 
Chongqing, China (ID-China) and for the China TLC MCC 
Club’s show to be held May 23-24, 2026 in Shenyang, China 
(ID-China). 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

16. Executive 
Committee 
05.02.2026 

For the Central Breed Cat Club’s show to be held May 16, 2026 
in Bangkok, Thailand (ID-Other), grant an exception to Show 
Rule 4.04 and allow the show to be licensed with less than 30 
days before the show. 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
ratification). 

No discussion. 

17. Executive 
Committee 

Award the 17th and 18th Best Kittens in Malaysia as originally 
reported and restore the cattery name prefix for the purpose of 

Motion Carried 
(subject to 
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  Moved/ 
Seconded Motion Vote 

06.06.2026 these kitten awards. ratification). 

No discussion. 

Action Item: Ratify online Motions #11-#17, as published.  

Anger: Next, we have our motions that were voted on by the board online, which do not 
require ratification, that’s # 1 through #10. One is in executive session, so if you’re following 
along when the minutes are published, that’s why one is missing. We also have motions that 
require ratification, which were handled by the executive committee. My motion is to ratify 
online motions #11 through #17 as published. Krzanowski: Second. Mastin: OK, thank you. 
Discussion? Objections? Seeing no objections, the motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Action Item: Reconsider Motion #8. 

8. Anger 
Griswold 

06.03.2026 

Due to the economic struggles in Singapore and the extreme 
challenges caused by the country’s strict import policies, for its 
August 1, 2026 show in Singapore (ID-Other), grant the TICA 
club, Feline Club Singapore, permission to use a CFA judge as 
a guest judge. 

Motion Failed. 
Nasin, Webster, 
Colilla, Calhoun, 
Mastin and Nye 
voting no. 

This event was originally intended to be a two-day TICA show. However, the show 
committee discussed whether they could also support and help CFA in Singapore, given that CFA 
currently has fewer shows in Singapore. With that in mind, they raised the idea with their team, 
and everyone voted in favor of extending our support. 

The intention was simply to contribute positively to the cat fancy community in Singapore 
as a whole. They listen to the interests of their exhibitors and members, and felt that supporting 
CFA alongside TICA would be beneficial for the growth of the community. 

In addition, the show hall venue, table, chairs are also being fully funded by the TICA 
club. TICA team has built strong relationships with many suppliers and sponsors over the years. 
These relationships have helped them secure support for their events, and they believed that this 
goodwill and network could also help contribute to the success of a CFA event. As for the 
remaining CFA-related expenses, one of the show managers has generously agreed to sponsor 
them personally as part of their effort to support CFA’s growth in Singapore and the success of 
the show. This is what made the event possible, together with CFA’s support and approval to hold 
the CFA show on the following day.  

At present, TICA is doing well and have more show in Singapore. Encouraging more 
opportunities across organizations can help strengthen the hobby and benefit the entire 
community. 
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Anger: Last, we have an opportunity to reconsider Motion #8. This motion failed. Our 
online motions, as you know, require 100% unanimous support in order for them to pass. This 
motion received six no votes, so it’s coming up again because there is still time to approve the 
motion, should the majority of the board so choose. The motion is, [reads]. The club also 
provided a bit of a summary here and more rationale, so it will be fresh in our minds. Basically, 
the TICA club is trying to help the CFA club. We, by our vote, turned down that help in an area 
of the world that probably requires our help more than any other, due to the extremely strict 
import restrictions for Singapore. My motion is to reconsider #8. DelaBar: I will second. 
Mastin: Before we continue, I just want to remind the board, this is just a motion to reconsider. 
There’s no discussion. I’m going to call for the vote. If you’re in favor to reconsider, raise your 
hand.  

Mastin called the motion [to reconsider]. Motion Carried. Nye and Colilla voting no. 

Mastin: Do we want to move this item to [Agenda Item] #19? Is there some similar 
discussions happening? Raymond: It’s the flip side of the other issue. Mastin: Pam, you’re 
presenting #19. Let’s start with that. DelaBar: Yes. Mastin: Ed, do you agree? Raymond: I 
agree. Mastin: Pam, you also agree? DelaBar: Right. Mastin: We need a motion to move it to 
#19. DelaBar: So moved. Krzanowski: Second. Mastin: The motion on the floor is to move 
this discussion to # 19. Are there any objections to moving it to # 19? Seeing no objections, that 
motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Mastin: We will move it to #19. Ed and Pam, thank you. Rachel, can we continue? 
Anger: Yes, and that concludes my report. Mastin: Thank you very much. 

[Secretary’s Note: The full discussion on this issue appears under New Business, 
Agenda Item #19. The motion, as amended, was ratified by unanimous consent.] 
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(4) CENTRAL OFFICE OPERATIONS. 

 Submitted by: Allene Tartaglia, Executive Director 
  James Simbro, IT Director 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

CENTRAL OFFICE GENERAL 

NW Rosette Fundraiser: I’m pleased to report that through the outstanding efforts of the 
National Award Rosette Fund Raiser Team led by the chair, Beth Grant-Field, and the 
generosity of CFA breeds/exhibitors/owners, the final amount received towards funding National 
Win rosettes is $16,300.00! Not only does this cover the cost of the 2025-2026 NW Rosettes 
being given out Saturday night, but it will almost cover the cost of next year’s too.  

Tartaglia: Beth Grant-Field really did the exemplary job. We thank her.  

CFA Logos & CFA Website: Shortly after the rebranded logo was introduced in 2022, a 
selection of CFA logos (different styles and different file types) was placed on the website for 
CFA clubs to use, mostly for show fliers. Not too long thereafter, a valid concern was raised that 
by having the logos so readily available they could be misused. For example, a CFA logo could 
be placed on any breeder’s website, even those who don’t register with CFA. We believe a CFA 
logo on a breeder’s website lends a level of higher credibility than one without. Due to these 
concerns, the CFA logo page was removed.  

Unfortunately, at times it has proven challenging for clubs to obtain a current version of the 
CFA logo for their show flyer (as required by CFA’s show rules), and they ultimately resort to 
finding a logo by a Google search. The Marketing Committee was made aware of the issue and 
voted to reinstate the page on the website with CFA logos. We are in the process of getting the 
logo page back online. The logos online will be at a lower resolution which is acceptable for 
most uses (online, show fliers). High resolution logos will be available by request through 
Teresa Keiger, tkeiger@cfa.org. 

Respectfully submitted, 
s/Allene Tartaglia 

Tartaglia: CFA logos back on the website for clubs to use on their flyers. We realize that 
it is inconvenient to go searching for them. We felt it was better to put them on the website. They 
will be the low resolution logos, which will be fine for show flyers and that sort of thing. If a 
high-res logo for banners, big printing jobs, etc. is required, that will need to be obtained from 
Teresa Keiger. It is best to keep the high-resolution logos more protected for our brand.  

Insurance Update 

Seth Buckwalter, Principal of Whitaker Myers Insurance Group, presented an overview of 
the insurance coverages recommended for CFA. 

Tartaglia: If anyone has any questions regarding show insurance, that sort of thing, he is 
available. We have a concern about the Russia and Ukraine shows. The carrier will not cover 
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Russia and Ukraine for show insurance because of the war exclusion in the policy. Fortunately, it 
didn’t kick in until this current fiscal year. Seth can speak more to that, but the recommendation 
is that the clubs get their own local insurance. Buckwalter: Good morning. I appreciate an 
opportunity to join you this morning. I’m happy to give a brief overview.  

Buckwalter: Our general liability policy, which would cover your typical slip and fall at 
a show, has long carried a war exclusion. Chubb decided to include an exclusion for shows in 
Russia and Ukraine. I know there’s some concern about why now and the reason for this 
happening now instead of earlier. I don’t have a great answer for you, other than this was 
probably long overdue. There are a couple options to move forward with shows. Those would be 
either (1) cease to hold shows there, which I’m not recommending, but simply avoiding the risk 
altogether is one option. Alternatively, (2) ask each one of the shows to obtain their own policy 
locally and name the Cat Fanciers’ Association as an additional insured on that policy. In doing 
so, their coverage would afford the association coverage. I think that would be a reasonable 
solution. This is a common strategy, as it pertains to managing risk. I know there’s some 
questions about judges. That policy remains unaffected. I anticipate that in the coming policy 
period, we’re likely to get an exclusion on that policy for those locations, as well. That was a 
quick flyover. I’d be more than happy to answer whatever questions you have today.  

Mastin: Thank you for joining us. We do have some questions. Nye: I want to make sure 
I understood you correctly. Judges that are currently judging in Ukraine and Russia, if they are 
bitten or injured, have personal property damage, whatever, are they covered when they are 
working in Ukraine and Russia? Buckwalter: Yes, they are covered. We do not yet have an 
exclusion on that travel policy for the judges. So, there would be coverage for judges in those 
regions. Nye: Are there deductibles that apply to injury or property that we’re not aware of? 
Buckwalter: Most of the time it would be very uncommon to see a liability deductible, so if 
there were to be an injury to a judge, there would be no deductible associated with that. If there 
is a property deductible, I would be surprised to find more than maybe a $1,000 to $2,500 at the 
most. I can have my office follow up on that. Bennett: On the coverage for judges, is there or 
could there be put together an easy one-page explanation that we can provide to our judges on 
how to make a claim and what preconditions must exist for a claim to be made, so that they can 
successfully make claims, especially if they’re injured overseas? We’ve had some confusion that 
has caused some of our members to not be covered by the policy. Also, are there travel cards that 
can be provided to our judges with phone numbers, etc., to make it easier for our judges to 
understand the requirements behind their insurance, what it covers and what it does not? 
Buckwalter: My office provided those cards electronically in the last couple of days. There were 
several questions that were submitted related to this, and they would be addressed by this. The 
number that sticks out is 90 days to submit a claim. There are multiple language options. Claims 
can be submitted to my agency. They can be submitted directly to Chubb. We would recommend 
that each one of the traveling judges have, at a minimum, an electronic copy of that benefits card 
with them. That will spell out and answer all of your questions in a way that would be far 
superior to what I’d be able to give you today. If that is circulated and there remain questions, 
please do not hesitate to reach out. It will be fairly clear from that document though. Calhoun: 
You mentioned that the club could forward individual insurance policy for a mishap at shows. 
Do you have any idea or an estimate of what that cost may be? Buckwalter: You’re asking about 
an individual policy for a club in say, Russia or Ukraine? Calhoun: Correct. Buckwalter: The 
only information I can give you is what those might cost in the U.S. I wouldn’t have any data 
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that would be helpful for overseas. In the U.S., there are numerous companies that will write 
one-day event policies. It’s usually based on the number of participants and those frequently can 
be obtained for less than $500 per event. The only caveat to that would be including liquor 
liability. That can push the cost up, but I’ve rarely seen an event of this nature go beyond that 
$500 mark. DelaBar: Back to Kathy, the clubs in Russia and Ukraine have been notified. I got a 
very detailed answer back from Russia. Basically, a lot of the clubs in Europe have been buying 
more insurance anyway, because the CFA insurance does not cover what is required in many of 
our countries. The cost depends a lot on how much they’re asking, what’s going on in the world 
at that time, but we did get a detailed answer back from the club that is putting on shows in 
Russia. I did not hear back from Ukraine. Calhoun: Do you have a cost estimate? DelaBar: No. 
Calhoun: Is there any opportunity for the clubs to collectively, as opposed to individually, obtain 
insurance from a single provider? That might be cost efficient. DelaBar: It’s by country. 
Calhoun: So, within the country, is there a possibility of doing collective insurance? 
Buckwalter: There would be that opportunity. That would best be handled by a European 
broker. There are some very large international brokers that surely have operations in the U.S. 
and in Europe that may be positioned to handle that. In the United States, insurance is handled on 
a state-by-state basis. I can obtain licenses and appointments with companies in other states. I 
don’t know how that’s handled in Europe, if it’s likely a country-by-country basis, but I would be 
shocked if one of those international brokers doesn’t have access to programs that exist across 
Europe, at a minimum, and certainly for an entire country. So, that’s absolutely worth exploring. 
DelaBar: There’s one club in Russia. There are three clubs in Ukraine. Two of the three go 
together on their shows. I think there is a very good chance they can collaborate with their 
insurance in Ukraine. Raymond: While I agree it’s a great idea for these clubs to obtain their 
own insurance, the question for the board is, are you going to require it and does it become a 
condition of granting a show license? The proof of insurance has to be included in the package. 
If it is, then we need to change the show rules. Mastin: Let’s bring that up under New Business. 
Any further questions for Seth? Seth, no further questions. Thank you. Buckwalter: Yes, of 
course. I hope it’s a good rest of the meeting.  

IT SYSTEM OPTIMIZATION 

 Committee Co-Chairs: Tim Schreck and James Simbro 
 Entry Clerk Program: Cathy Dunham 
 Master Clerk Program: Paula Noble 
 Show Entry Automation: James Simbro 
 Show Technology: Cathy Dunham 
 Statistical Analysis: Dick Kallmeyer, Chair 
  Chai Wuttivorrvattana, Vice-Chair 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

2025-2026 Show Season: The closing was completed in a record time of 7 days. This included 
scoring the final shows, posting the awards, and generating the National and Regional files. 
Cathy Dunham and Paula Noble did a great job preparing for the last shows of the season and 
communicating with show management. 
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The Pedigree Project: The ability to order and view pedigrees using eCat paid for itself in the 
first 6 months of its launch in November 2025, based on the number of pedigree orders from the 
same time frame of the previous year. 

Microchip Records: We have now surpassed 400 records. Through comments sent to the 
support@cfa.org email, the feedback from our customers is positive and they very much 
appreciate this addition to pedigrees and registration certificates. 

Genetics Validation: A review was made of its effectiveness, and it was found to currently be 
92% accurate. We continue to monitor and adjust to increase the percentage of accuracy. 

Current Project 

Find-a-Breeder: The current breeder listing module is a website based on a universal 
WordPress directory service. It is difficult to manage for both Central Office and subscribers 
(breeders). A new platform is being developed and incorporated into eCat, which removes the 
need for separate accounts, simplifies management, and will better serve breeders and potential 
cat owners. We are not merely duplicating what is already in place, but planning to make it a 
great experience for both the subscriber and future owners. Although we hoped to have the 
project completed by July, our focus has been on year-end scoring and awards, and we were 
unable to give the necessary time and attention to providing the specs for the software developer 
until recently. An updated timeline will be provided by Thursday’s board meeting.  

Simbro: You see the current goings on, current projects and future projects, which we’ll 
be presenting in August. Under Current Projects, Find a Breeder, which is a complete revamp of 
the canned product that we’ve been using, which is unfavorable to work with. So, I’m glad that 
was approved. That will be finished no later than October. Altschul: The new Find-a-Breeder 
was presented to the board at the last board meeting. We were promised it will be no later than 
the annual and now it got pushed back to July. Now we’re talking about pushing it back to 
October. So, it’s a twofold question. Are we really setting a hard date for by October or are we 
anticipating this is going to take even longer? The board originally approved the expenditure for 
it because we were anticipating it was going to be a very quick result and we’d have a good 
return on investment. Secondly, is it going to stay within the original budget that we approved? 
Tartaglia: As is my nature, I was a little optimistic when I said it would be ready by the annual. 
James and I didn’t have time to sit down and talk through the project until the second week in 
June, so we are fleshing it out. We wanted to be sure that we looked at all the different options, 
all the extras. For instance, you suggested something about when the litter is registered, so we 
want to make sure that it’s the best program that’s out there. It was taking more time to spec it 
out correctly so we don’t have to go back and redo something, which is why it’s being pushed off 
until October. We will focus on it as soon as we get back from this meeting. As far as needing 
more money, the goal is no. We will see what the extras that we hadn’t planned on will cost. 
They may not cost anything additional because often when something is incorporated at the time 
of the programming, it’s minimal. It’s when you go in after that it becomes expensive. So, it is 
not our intent to come back for more money. If we see that that’s going to happen, we will bring 
to you what we want to add and then you determine if it’s something that you think is necessary. 
Jensen: I had a question about the Find-a-Breeder. When it is completed, because I imagine I’ll 
have some of my people in my region asking me this, are you going to reach out to the current 
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customers? Do they have to redo anything or are you going to merge their stuff over? Simbro: 
We’re going to do our best to merge everything over. All the customers will be moved over 
because it’s going to be incorporated into eCat. You just have one place to log into. If they don’t 
have an eCat account, we’ll have to have something set up for them create an eCat account. 
We’ll create an eCat account for them but we’ll have to walk them through the first time log-in. 
We’re going to do our best to move all of it over.  

Calhoun: In the report submitted, it says the project will be completed by July. You 
mentioned you are now talking about October. Simbro: After discussing with Allene, we felt 
October was more realistic. Calhoun: Is there any opportunity to expedite that? Simbro: I’ve 
been talking with our developer, who is looking at the schedule now. After we get back from the 
annual, I have a meeting set with him. He initially indicated he could get started on it in the next 
four weeks, and then we’re probably talking six to eight weeks of development time to have it 
done. Our goal is to have it earlier, because we want to get rid of the old system as soon as 
possible.  

Future Projects 

For the 2026-2027 fiscal year, we have identified the projects below. Costs and timelines will be 
presented for approval at the August 2026 board meeting. 

My Files: An enhancement to the current eCat system which will allow users to store pictures 
and documents 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. 

CFA Registration Numbering System: For several years we’ve had difficulty assigning BCS 
codes for new colors and breeds/divisions, especially when we’re attempting to find a block of 
numbers to accommodate multiple colors for the same breed. We are headed towards a critical 
need level and are investigating options to modify the registration number format to better 
accommodate expansion. A proposal for this project will be submitted after the August 2026 
board meeting. 

Simbro: We’re looking at the October or December meeting to discuss the direction we 
may take with this. We’re taking several approaches to figure out which way we want to go. 
DelaBar: James, if I remember correctly, the last digits after the dash on every cat’s registration 
number is unique. Is that correct? Simbro: Yes and no. Very early on in CFA history, they were 
not unique. I’m not sure what year they started doing it incrementally, because it used to be, all 
the Persians started with number 0001 and they incremented. Each breed incremented itself, so 
they are not truly unique. The combination of the VCS code before the dash and the number after 
the dash makes a unique combination. DelaBar: We have close to 7,000 BCS codes. Nobody 
else in the world understands what they are looking at when they see our registration numbers. 
CFA, as one of the premier associations in the world, needs to look at EMS – Easy Mind System. 
More and more of our colleagues and associates within the World Cat Congress are using EMS. 
As a judge, I picked up on a lot of our BCS codes, and in guest judging, the EMS codes. It’s 
much easier for us under EMS. Please, as a board, consider this.  
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Calhoun: My last question was on the CFA registration numbering system. I believe you 
said that this would be submitted in October, is that correct? Simbro: Yes, October or December 
meeting. Tartaglia: We have people that we need to talk with. It’s a huge project, to start a 
different numbering system, so we want to cover all bases, talk about the EMS system, one of the 
other options, and we want to bring some other people into that discussion. Hopefully it’s 
October that we can present the proposal to you, but it might be December. Calhoun: So, is it 
appropriate to have an updated report submitted to Rachel so that the dates, even historical dates, 
are more accurate? Tartaglia: Sure, yes, we can do that.  

Entry Clerk Program Enhancements: This system relies on its own internal database separate 
from the CFA registration database. There is some communication between the two and we 
would like to automatically synchronize and update records between them. This will notify 
Clerks of any changes made to a cat’s official record when they are selected for a show. 

eCat Store: Currently we have a Catalog website for purchasing various items (e.g. banquet 
dinners, delegate fees, breed council dues, etc.). These orders and payments are transacted 
separately from our eCat payment system, and requires staff time to integrate these transactions 
for financial reporting. With the implementation of the eCat store, these services would become 
part of the fully automated eCat system and eliminate manual handling of transactions. The eCat 
“Store” would function much like a regular eCommerce site with item and service management 
and processing queues, and would also consolidate our clients’ purchases into their eCat 
account order history. 

Calhoun: Under Future Projects, the projects that you are discussing, are they all built 
into the existing budget or will they require approval by the board? Simbro: We were told that 
these are capital expenses, and not part of the regular budget. Calhoun: It was part of the capital 
expenses. Is it built into the capital expenses? Simbro: I don’t think so. Tartaglia: The budget 
would be open for the following fiscal year because the board approved the budget for this year. 
Calhoun: Right. So are these future projects that were supposed to be approved at the August 
2026 board meeting? Are they already in the capital expense request? Tartaglia: No, they’re not. 
We’re bringing it to the board to determine if you wanted us to move ahead on any of these items 
or if they were to wait until the 27-28 budget. It’s up to you if you feel they’re important enough 
to approve more money into the budget.  

Respectfully submitted, 
s/James Simbro 
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(5) JUDGING PROGRAM. 

Executive Committee 

 Co-Chair: Vicki Nye 
 Board Liaison and Co-Chair: 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 23 individuals working their way through the CFA judge training and 
advancing program, 2 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: 

Planning is underway for the Breed Awareness and Orientation School, with the cooperative 
effort of Phoenix Feline Fanciers, scheduled in Phoenix, Arizona, December 10-11 and 13, 2026. 
Anne Mathis is currently working on the 2026 judges’ exam, which will be available online July 
1, 2026 and must be completed by July 31, 2026. Continuing Education has arranged for a Zoom 
breed presentation of the Bengal with Pau Badia, Bengal Breed Council Secretary, as the 
presenter in late July. Carissa Altschul, Persian Breed Council Secretary, will be delivering a 
Zoom breed presentation on the Persian late summer 2026. Anne Mathis is currently updating 
the Continuing Education log for the majority of our judges which are due by October 1, 2026. 
Report Cards and associated certificates are still due from 28 CFA Judges. 

Judging Program Rule Changes 

Background: Recently we have had several CFA shows with low counts, and advancing judges 
officiating at these shows are not obtaining the experience they need in evaluating cats to the 
standards, putting together their finals and presentation. The following counts reflect shows held 
in May 2026 before absentees: 14 LH/16 SH/30 AB, 22 LH/12 SH/34 AB, 5 LH/8 SH/13 AB, 7 
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LH/8 SH/15 AB and 11 LH/20 SH/31 AB. Our current Judging Program Rules do not specify any 
minimum cats to be handled at each show for advancing judges. The Judging Program 
Committee has discussed this issue and felt it to be a disservice to the quality of our Judging 
Program’s experience and advancing judges to not institute minimum total number of cats 
handled and a minimum number of cats handled at each show. This change applies to advancing 
judges to gain the experience in evaluating classes and preparing finals to be eligible for 
advancement to the next judging status. The minimum number of cats in the advancing judge’s 
specialty in each show is presented below at 30. 

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

Section 10 Judging Program Rules 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

SECTION 10 

ADVANCEMENT PROCEDURES FOR 
APPRENTICE AND APPROVAL PENDING 

JUDGES 

10.1 The following conditions must be met as 
requirements for advancement:  

a. Apprentice Specialty Judges must judge a 
minimum of six (6) championship shows and 
handle a minimum of two hundred (200) cats 
with favorable club evaluations.  

b. Approval Pending Single Specialty Judges 
must judge a minimum of six (6) 
championship shows with favorable club 
evaluations. 

c. Judges approved in one (1) specialty and 
Approval Pending in the second specialty 
must judge a minimum of six (6) 
championship shows, with favorable club 
evaluations on the Approval Pending 
specialty judged.  

d. Approval Pending Allbreed Judges must 
judge a minimum of six (6) championship 
shows, with favorable club evaluations.  

 

SECTION 10 

ADVANCEMENT PROCEDURES FOR 
APPRENTICE AND APPROVAL PENDING 

JUDGES 

10.1 The following conditions must be met as 
requirements for advancement:  

a. Apprentice Specialty Judges must judge a 
minimum of six (6) championship shows 
with favorable club evaluations, and handle a 
minimum of two hundred (200) cats total 
with favorable club evaluations and thirty 
(30) cats at each show.  

b. Approval Pending Single Specialty Judges 
must judge a minimum of six (6) 
championship shows with favorable club 
evaluations, handle a minimum of two 
hundred (200) cats total and thirty (30) cats 
at each show. 

c. Judges approved in one (1) specialty and 
Approval Pending in the second specialty 
must judge a minimum of six (6) 
championship shows, with favorable club 
evaluations on the Approval Pending 
specialty judged, handle a minimum of (200) 
cats total and thirty (30) cats in each show. 

d. Approval Pending Allbreed Judges must 
judge a minimum of six (6) championship 
shows, with favorable club evaluations, and 
handle sixty (60) cats at each show. 

RATIONALE: Set minimum number of cats to be handled at each level of advancement to ensure enough 



 

25 

experience in evaluating classes, preparing and presenting finals. 

Nye: There is just one Judging Program rule change that I would like to present to you. 
This starts applying numbers of cats handled to judges that are advancing through the Program. 
Historically, we had total numbers for shows before they could be advanced. Right now, they 
need to do a minimum of six shows to move from one level to the next. The Judging Program is 
structured so that judges start off as trainees. Then they advance to an apprentice judge where 
they start getting their feet wet in a single specialty working at shows. We didn’t think it was 
important to have numbers applied to this as they were judging shows once they became 
apprentice or approval pending, because the shows usually had a good number of cats, so the 
judges could get experience. In most areas of the world, if you have a show with 50 or 60 cats 
entered, the show ends up cancelling. But, starting in about March, we’ve had an extreme influx 
of shows with a very small entry. We became aware of this once we started seeing the 
evaluations come through on the judges’ work. We would like to have requirements for numbers 
of cats that these approval pending judges and apprentice judges handle, to have that show give 
them enough experience to count as a judging assignment to move forward. So, we presented in 
the rule 30 cats at each show. That could be a combination of kittens, championship, and 
premiership. Someone asked me why 30? Well, same thing as why six shows? They need 
substantial experience making decisions, evaluating cats against each other and putting together 
a final. When they have something less than 10 cats to put together a final, they don’t get the 
experience they need to sharpen their skills and their abilities to move forward. So, we have set 
that amount at 30. Bennett: One of the things that was brought to me that I wanted to ask about 
was, in some parts of our world, there are limited breed examples, as well. There was concern by 
some of the clubs that brought that up. How would they want to hire an out-of-region judge and 
out-of-U.S. judge, but that judge has only handled two or three breeds of cats, by no fault of their 
own? Is there any consideration to also adding in a minimum number of breeds? Nye: We 
discussed that. The Judging Program rules are rather fluid and we don’t have a deadline to 
change them. If we see that it’s going to be necessary for us to implement a minimum number of 
breeds, we will absolutely be open to that. You go to a show and they have 2 Persians and 75 
Ragdolls. It’s going to happen and it’s different throughout the world, but we didn’t want to 
name specifics on breeds at this point. It’s just like Europe in general. They don’t have near as 
many numbers in shorthairs, but we wanted to start off by only putting a number of cats required 
to be able to evaluate to move forward. But yes, we’re very open to, at some point having to 
handle so-many breeds at each of the shows that we’re moving forward through. Jensen: 30 is 
how many they’re handling, not how many are entered? Nye: Correct. Jensen: My concern is for 
somebody going through the expense of traveling. The breed summary shows 30 or more, but 
then they get to the show and there’s only 29. Nye: These are judges that are already contracted 
to judge the show. The club is paying their expenses.  

Currle: I am in full support of having an objective of quality judges. This has 
ramifications that you really have to look at. I’m concerned with the rigid requirement of 30 cats. 
While it’s appropriate for many regions, it will have an unintended disproportionate negative 
effect on our international areas. In many international regions, show entry numbers are subject 
to logistical, economical, and regional factors that are beyond the control of these judges that 
take these assignments. If this is implemented as a blanket policy, this rule effectively creates a 
significant barrier to advancements, particularly for international judges, regardless of their talent 
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or their dedication. This may unintentionally discourage global growth and limit the career 
trajectory of our international judges. As an alternative, I’d like to propose rolling averages. The 
JPC focused only on the month of May. Consequently, what I’ve learned from this Committee 
meeting is that there are four judges that were up for advancement with the minimum amount of 
shows and the minimum amount of cats, but they were required to do additional training. My 
second question would be for our attorney. If we pass this, is this going to be in effect 
immediately? I don’t think that we should rush into this. It’s going to hurt growth in our 
international areas. Nye: I want to point out that these are judges that are contracted to judge 
shows, and that they just need to do more shows. The Judging Program Committee has always 
had the option that the rules say a minimum of six shows. If they made mechanical errors, with 
additional shows we could make sure that they were correcting a shortfall. But, we’ve got judges 
only handling four, six, ten, seven, eight cats. That’s what we’re seeing. I don’t think it’s 
unreasonable for us to expect them to handle 30 cats. When they’re going to a show and they’re 
handling 10 or less, they’re done with the entire show in 45 minutes. They’re not getting the 
experience they need for us to see that they’re ready to move forward. We just want to make sure 
that these judges have the tools that they need to move forward. Currle: We have one candidate 
who was up for advancement within a six-show time frame, just 376 cats. So we seem to be 
harping on those that do little but not give enough credit that do more. We need to balance that 
fairness before we jump into this. Nye: In some of those shows, there were 225 championship 
cats where they weren’t really a competitive show for them to have the experience in comparing 
cats together to get that experience. So yes, they had the total number of shows and the number 
of cats that counted in one or two shows, but overall, the six shows were very much lacking. If 
you’re hearing things from closed committee meetings where people are supposed to be keeping 
that only within the committee, that that is a closed session violation. I expect you to tell those 
people that they shouldn’t be repeating things from a closed committee meeting. Currle: My 
information came from the CFA website that you just published as far as the Judging Program 
report. I ascertained that on my own because of other events which will be discussed in closed 
session.  

Griswold: I’ve been on the Judging Program Committee for many years, and I take that 
responsibility very solemnly. I believe the purpose of the Judging Program Committee is to teach 
and have good teaching experiences for those judges. This is something that has never come up 
before in our Judging Program, where a judge will judge literally four cats in a show. We had 
already made requirements of six shows, but if you’re judging only a few cats in multiple shows, 
that’s not a good experience for that judge. As the Judging Program Committee discussed this, 
we decided it was not a very good educational experience. That’s the purpose of the Judging 
Program – to teach new judges how to be great judges – and this is what we came up with. I 
agree with Jacqui, and as Vicki discussed, we talked about various areas only judging British 
Shorthairs, or only judging Ragdolls, and that may be something that we’re going to have to 
address. This is the first part that we felt needed to be addressed very quickly, so this is what we 
came up with as a first step. Bennett: To address Kenny’s very valid concerns, as we all know, 
every process has exceptions and an escape clause, or it should. Would the Judging Program 
Committee consider adding in a caveat that exceptions to the existing guidelines can be 
requested and approved? For instance, if you’ve got a young judge who is doing 225 cats every 
weekend, multiple breeds, they’re doing outstanding. Maybe after four shows they’re ready to 
advance, and you could make an exception. Would that answer Kenny’s concerns – allowing 
judges to advance in a timely manner while still creating processes for the vast majority? Is that 
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something that the JPC might consider? They call it an escape clause or an exception process in 
the event one is requested, if the judge feels that they should be considered outside of the normal 
processes. Nye: We try not to build in exceptions in the process because as soon as you do that, 
someone else is going to challenge it, “it’s not fair.” Most of the judges that we’re not bringing 
up for advancement this time completed their requirements to go to the next level in six or eight 
weeks. That’s not going to happen with advancing judges in the United States. They’re not 
judging every week. So, the expectation of these judges that are going through the Program to hit 
advancement at every other board meeting is not reality. They should have to judge another show 
where they get 30 cats. They should be savoring in the experiences they get at every show. Most 
judges go through the Program and say, “It was an incredible experience. I had 15 Egyptian 
Maus this weekend to judge,” and it’s not, “I got done judging in 45 minutes today.” They should 
be appreciating the experiences. Just because they don’t go through to the next level of 
advancement in two board meetings is not a horrible thing. DelaBar: CFA judges have the 
reputation worldwide being some of the best handlers of cats. There are also associations who 
are being criticized by how quickly they push judges through. Now, we want to try to be 
economical, to get people into our Judging Program so they’re not literally spending an arm and 
a leg for their training, but we want our judges also to be knowledgeable. We don’t want to have 
a reputation that you can be an allbreed judge over a weekend’s worth of meetings and trainings. 
In Europe, not surprisingly, our top two breeds are Persians and Exotics. Our third most popular 
breed is the Abyssinian. Back in the day, we used to have 30-some-odd Abyssinians and 15 of 
them being Grand Champions. We can’t have those days now because of the constraints of travel 
in many parts of Europe. This has merit, so we can keep the reputation of being well-trained and 
top handlers in the cat fancy. I don’t think 30 is too little or too much. I support Judging 
Program.  

Nye: This is my motion. Mastin: Russell, are you making a second as co-chair? Webb: 
Yes. Mastin: Are there any objections? Lower your hand. If you’re in favor, raise your hand. 

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Currle and Nasin voting no. 

The Judging Program Committee met on June 9th, 2026 to discuss advancements and other 
business to bring before the board.  

Leave of Absence: 

Hilary Helmrich Medical LOA extended till 6/30/2026 
Karen Godwin  Medical LOA till 8/31/2026 

Retirements/Resignations: 

Sharon Powell 1/1/2027 

Dear Vicki, This is to inform you and all members of the judging program that I am submitting 
my retirement notice. I will be officially retiring as of January 1st 2027. My last assignment will 
be The Ohio State Persian show in December of 2026. CFA has been a huge part of my life since 
the purchase of my first Maine Coon in 1989. It had been an honor and a privilege to be a part 
of this wonderful family for all these years and I will miss you all and all the beautiful cats with 
all my heart. However, sometimes we also know when it is time to move on.  
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Mary Auth as of 6/27/2026 (previously reported) 

Hope Gonano as of July 21, 2026 (previously reported) 

Death of previously retired CFA Judges 

Norm Auspitz May 6, 1946-January 25, 2026. Norm retired as a CFA Allbreed Judge April 30, 
2021. 

Ms. Yayoi Satoh, CFA Judge Emeritus passed away on April 27, 2026 at the age of 89. 

Service Awards 2026 
   

5 Years 15 Years 35 Years 
Yi Chang 

Howe Gao 
Chris Lee 

Nadejda Rumyatseva 
Wenwei Shi 
Agnes Sun 

 
 

10 Years 
Kit Fung 

Wendy Heidt 
Nicholas Pun 

Jennifer Reding 

Jacqui Bennett 
Li Ling Chung 
Neil Quigley 

 
25 Years 

Carla Bizzell 
Kathy Black 

 
30 Years 

Wakako Nagayama 
Darrell Newkirk 

Ed Yurchick 
 

Mary Auth 
 
 
 

60 Years 
Loretta Baugh 

   
Applications and Advancements: 

Application: 

First Specialty Applications received by the February 26, 2025 deadline, for June 26, 
2025 Board Meeting: 

 Florent Fissot: First Specialty Longhair – Region 9 (Monsegur, France) 

Applicant: The following individual is presented to the Board for acceptance: 

Applicant – Regular Judging Program:  

Accept as Trainee – 1st Specialty: 

Florent Fissot – Monsegur, France (Region 9) 
Longhair 1st Specialty      17 yes 
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Second Specialty Applications received by the May 14, 2026 deadline: 

 Allen Shi: Second Specialty Longhair (Shanghai, China) 
 Chris Lee: Second Specialty Longhair (Shenyang, China) 
 Jon Lee: Second Specialty Shorthair (Chongqing, China) 

Accept as Trainee – 2nd Specialty: 

Allen Shi – Shanghai, China (ID-China) 
Longhair 2nd Specialty      17 yes 

Chris Lee – Shenyang, China (ID-China) 
Longhair 2nd Specialty      17 yes 

Jon Lee – Chongqing, China (ID-China) 
Shorthair 2nd Specialty      13 yes; 4 no 
     (Griswold, Krzanowski, Nye, Tamura) 

First Specialty Applications received by the June 3, 2026 deadline for October 3, 2026 
Board Meeting: 

 Sue Swaim: First Specialty Longhair, Region 2 (Camarillo, California) 
 PakHei Leung: First Specialty Longhair, ID-Other (Hong Kong) 
 Sheri Shaffer: First Specialty Shorthair, Region 3 (Cedar Park, Texas) 
 Kieu Ngoc Nguyen: First Specialty Longhair, ID-Other (Vietnam) 
 Nadia Jaffar: First Specialty Longhair, ID-Other (Singapore) 

Advancements: 

Seven (7) advancements to be presented in closed session 

 Agnes Sun: From Trainee Shorthair to Apprentice Shorthair, ID-China (Shanghai, 
China) 

 Tuija Aaltonen: From Trainee Shorthair to Apprentice Shorthair, Region 9 (Kerava, 
Finland) 

 Patrick Au: From Trainee Longhair to Apprentice Longhair, ID-Other (Tai Pom 
Hong Kong) 

 Yukiyo Matsushita: From Approval Pending Longhair to Approved Longhair, 
Region 8 (Osaka, Japan) 

 Chris Lee: From Approval Pending Shorthair to Approved Shorthair, ID-China 
(Shenyang, China) 

 Issariya Rattanaweerawong: From Approval Pending Longhair to Approved 
Longhair and Approval Pending Allbreed, ID-Other (Nonthaburi, Thailand) 

 Alex Luk Chun Lap: From Approved Pending Allbreed to Approved Allbreed, ID-
Other (Hong Kong) 
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Advancements – Regular Judging Program:  

Advance from Trainee to Apprentice Specialty: 

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

Tuija Aaltonen – Kerava, Finland (Region 9)  17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

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

Advance from Approval Pending to Approved Specialty: 

Yukiyo Matsushita – Osaka, Japan (Region 8)  17 yes 
Longhair 1st Specialty 

Chris Lee – Shenyang, China (ID-China)   17 yes 
Shorthair 1st Specialty 

Issariya Rattanaweerawong – Nonthaburi, Thailand  17 yes 
(ID-Other) 
Longhair 2nd Specialty 

Advance to Approval Pending Allbreed: 

Issariya Rattanaweerawong – Nonthaburi, Thailand  17 yes 
(ID-Other) 

Advance from Approval Pending Allbreed to Approved Allbreed: 

Alex Chun Lap – Hong Kong (ID-Other)   17 yes 

Elevation to Emeritus Status: 

Sharon Roy (1988)      Vote sealed 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

 Applications: 

First Specialty Applications received by the June 3, 2026 deadline, to be considered at the 
October 3-4, 2026 Board Meeting. 

 Advancements 
 Plans for the December 10-13, 2026 BAOS in conjunction with the Phoenix Feline 

Fanciers show in Mesa, Arizona. 
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Continuing Education Subcommittee 

 Chair: Anne Mathis 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Planning underway for a ZOOM Bengal Breed Presentation late July 2026 delivered by the 
Breed Council Secretary, Pau Badia. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

The 2026 Judges Workshop will be held in Syracuse NY at the Mariott Syracuse Downtown on 
Thursday, June 25th 6:00PM—8:00PM. Topics included will be an overview of the newly 
accepted divisions of Longhair Bengal, and Tailed Manx. Also, a review of other breed standard 
changes and show rule changes for 2026-2027. 

Anne Mathis is currently working on the 2026 Judges’ Exam, which will be available online July 
1, 2026 and must be completed by July 31, 2026. We have moved the timing of the judges’ exam 
forward this year to allow for our judges to receive their paper versions of the 2026-2027 Show 
Rules and Show Standards. Anne Mathis is currently updating the Continuing Education log for 
the majority of our judges which are due by October 1, 2026. Report Cards and associated 
certificates are still due from 28 CFA Judges. Each judge needs to have earned 12 CEU’S 
during the last 5 year period.  
Future Projections for Committee: 

Breed Council Secretary for the Bengal-Pau Badia will be leading a ZOOM presentation of the 
Bengal July 29, 2026 5:00PM PT, 8:00PM ET, July 30--7:00AM Thailand, Hong Kong/China 
8:00am, Japan 9:00a. This 1 hour presentation will be recorded for those that cannot attend, to 
watch at a later date and obtain CEU credit. 

A Persian breed presentation will be done this year to continue to provide judges with a way to 
earn CEU’S. Report cards that are received will be recorded. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Anne Mathis 

Breed Awareness and Orientation School Subcommittee 

 Subcommittee Coordinator: Teresa Keiger  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Planning underway for the Breed Awareness and Orientation School with the cooperative effort 
of Phoenix Feline Fanciers scheduled in Phoenix, Arizona, December 10-11 and 13, 2026. Once 
the hotel for the classroom portion of the BAOS is finalized, the BAOS flyer will be posted and 
registrations opened on the CFA website. 
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Teresa Keiger, BAOS chair, reports that she has been updating the BAOS presentations. 
Ongoing projects include continuing to update class materials. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Teresa Keiger, BAOS Coordinator 

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 
Cruvongpaiboon, Keeratiya Fun Show Southern University Thailand Trang, Thailand 04/12/26 
Yuenyadchai, Atcha Fun Show Southern University Thailand Trang, Thailand 04/12/26 
Raymond, Allan Fun Show Robinson Cat Bangkok, Thailand 05/02/26 
Webster, John ACF  Birman CF of Queensland Morayfield, Australia 05/09/26 
Grebneva, Olga RUI Rolandus Union Kyiv, Ukraine 05/16/26 
Korotonozhkina, Olga RUI Rolandus Kyiv, Ukraine 05/17/26 
Raymond, Allan FCI Feline Club of India Mumbai, India 05/17/26 
Rattanaweerawong, I Fun Show Siam Blue Eyed Cat Fanciers Bangkok, Thailand 06/06/26 
Weeranon, Pattama Fun Show Siam Blue Eyed Cat Fanciers Bangkok, Thailand 06/06/26 
Raymond, Allan WCF Super Cat Lover Nanjing, China 07/03/26 
Rivard, Lorraine CCA Canadian Cat Fanciers Club Belleville, Ontario 07/11/26 
Pun, Nicholas CCCA Cats Queensland Inc Acacia Ridge, QLD 07/18/26 
Rivard, Lorraine CCA National Cat Club Fredericton, NB 08/02/26 
Cao, Gavin Kai ACF Armidale & New England CC Clarendon NSW Aust. 09/12/26 

Griswold, Marilee WCF 
Asociatia Clubul Felin 
Magnificats Bucharest, Romania 09/19/26 

Cao, Gavin Kai CCCA Australian Cat Club Ringwood VIC Aust 09/20/26 
DelaBar, Pam FIFe ISROK Leppavirta, Finland 10/10/26 
Raymond, Allan WCF Super Cat Lover Qingdao, China 10/23/26 
Vargas, Teo ENFI Club Felino Pistoia Prato, Italy 10/24/26 
Raymond, Allan WCF Super Cat Lover Tianheng Island, China 10/27/26 

Raymond, Allan WCF 
ARC Trade Assoc. of Registered 
Cats Nonthaburi, Thailand 11/07/26 

Bennett, Jacqui ACF CatsWA Perth, WA Australia 06/10/28 
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CFA Club Requests to use a Guest Judge: 

Judge Assn Sponsor/Club City/Country Date Approved 
Davies, Allan CCCA HK & Macao Cat Club Hong Kong 4/25/26 app GJ 
Springer, Cezary WCF Central Breed Cat Club Bangkok, Thailand 7/25/26 app 05/27/26 NQ 
Tarasova, Marianna WCF Central Breed Cat Club Bangkok, Thailand 7/25/26 app 05/27/26 NQ 

Balciuniene, Inga WCF 
Orange Cat 
Club/Universal Orange, France 9/25/26 app GJ 

Lagarde, Jean Marc LOOF 
Orange Cat 
Club/Universal Orange, France 9/25/26 app 05/02/26 NQ 

de Landtsheer, 
Mary-Lise 

LOOF 
WCF Orange Cat Club Orange, France 9/26/26 app 05/26/26 NQ 

Capra, Flavia FIFe Orange Cat Club Orange, France 9/27/26 app 05/13/26 NQ 
Centamore, 
Manuela FIFe Orange Cat Club Orange, France 9/27/26 app 05/13/26 NQ 
Maignaut, Richard LOOF Orange Cat Club Orange, France 9/27/26 app 05/13/26 NQ 
Trautmann, Jurgen WCF Orange Cat Club Orange, France 9/27/26 app 05/13/26 NQ 
Kuznetsova, Olga WCF Central Breed Cat Club Bangkok, Thailand 11/14/26 app 05/27/26 NQ 
Anyfandi, Katerina WCF Universal Cats Club  Padova, Italy 1/24/27 app 05/18/26 NQ 
Hamalainen, Satu FIFe Universal Cats Club Padova, Italy 1/24/27 app GJ 
Mantovani, 
Gianfranco FIFe Universal Cats Club  Padova, Italy 1/24/27 app 05/18/26 NQ 

2025-2026 Season Guest Judging. 

Approved Guest Judges limited to 10 or less without Board Approval, all other guest judges may 
only judge 5 CFA shows per season. 

2025-2026 Season compiled guest judge listing 

Guest Judge Name # Shows 

Abramova, Olga 1 

Balciunene, Inga 6 

Bielova, Natalia 1 

Billing, Jurgen 2 

Calmes, Fabrice 1 

Davies, Allan 3 

De Luca, Chiara 2 

Dyachenko, Anna 5 

Gleason, Elaine 2 

Gleason, Robert 2 

Gnatkevlych, Olena 5 

Gubenko, Dmitriy 4 
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Gudkova, Alla 1 

Hamalainen, Satu 3 

Harrison, Vicki Jo 1 

Ingor, Alina 3 

Khomutovska, Daria 3 

Kuznetsova, Olga 2 

Lebedeva, Natalia 1 

Ling, Christine 10 

Mantovani, Gianfranco 1 

Matskevych, Natalia 5 

Merrill, Vicky 2 

Nazarova, Anna 1 

Neukircher, Brenda 1 

Noskova, Elena 1 

Nyman, Pia 1 

Pohvalina, Victoria 3 

Slizhevska, Tetiana 8 

Tarnovskaya, Olga 1 

Trautmann, Jurgen 4 

Van Rooyen, Jan 1 

Vasilieva, Vera 1 

Vorobyev, Ivan 1 

Williams, Troy 3 

The following Guest Judges officiated at a CFA show during the 2025-2026 show season. Their 
paperwork was reviewed and each Guest Judge received correspondence on their review from 
Neil Quigley. Note the increased reliance on Guest Judges in Ukraine and in Russia. 

 Guest Judge Assoc 
Month of 

Show Location of Show 

1 Merrill, Vicky CFF May Concord, NH 

2 Gleason, Robert CCA May Cambridge, ON, Canada 

3 Gubenko, Dmitriy RUI July Jakarta, Indonesia 

4 Calmes, Fabrice WCF August Hong Kong 

5 Van Rooyen, Jan SACC August Hong Kong 

6 Hamalainen, Satu FIFe August Hong Kong 
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7 Harrison, Vicki Jo TICA August Hong Kong 

8 Kuznetsova, Olga WCF August Bangkok, Thailand 

9 Ling, Christine CCA August Shanghai, China 

10 Ling, Christine CCA September Nanjing, China 

11 Ling, Christine CCA September Shanghai, China 

12 Gleason, Elaine CCA September Glendale, CA 

13 Gleason, Robert CCA September Glendale, CA 

14 Bielova, Natalia WCF September Moscow, Russia 

15 Pohvalina, Victoria RUI September Moscow, Russia 

16 Vorobyev, Ivan WCF September Moscow, Russia 

17 Balciuniene, Inga WCF September Orange, France 

18 Gnatkevych, Olena RUI October Kyiv, Ukraine 

19 Gubenko, Dmitriy RUI October Kyiv, Ukraine 

20 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI October Kyiv, Ukraine 

21 Davies, Allan CCCA October Hangzhou, China 

22 Ling, Christine CCA November Shanghai, China 

23 Gnatkevych, Olena RUI November Kiev, Ukraine 

24 Gubenko, Dmitriy RUI November Kiev, Ukraine 

25 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI November Kiev, Ukraine 

26 Balciuniene, Inga WCF November Milano Malpensa, Italy 

27 Billing, Jorgen FIFe November Milano Malpensa, Italy 

28 Mantovani, Gianfranco FIFe November Milano Malpensa, Italy 

29 Trautmann, Jurgen WCF November Milano Malpensa, Italy 

30 Gnatkevych, Olena RUI November Kyiv, Ukraine 

31 Matskevych, Natalia RUI November Kyiv, Ukraine 

32 Ling, Christine CCA November Shanghai, China 

33 Gubenko, Dmitriy RUI November Hong Kong 

34 Neukircher, Brenda SACC November Istanbul, Turkey 

35 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI November Istanbul, Turkey 

36 Gudkova, Alla WCF November Moscow, Russia 

37 Lebedeva, Natalia WCF November Moscow, Russia 

38 Pokhvalina, Victoria RUI November Moscow, Russia 

39 Tarnovskaya, Olga WCF November Moscow, Russia 

40 Hamalainen, Satu FIFe December Bangkok, Thailand 

41 Dyachenko, Anna RUI December Kyiv, Ukraine 

42 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI December Kyiv, Ukraine 

43 Gnatkevych, Olena RUI December Kyiv, Ukraine 

44 Dyachenko, Anna RUI January Kyiv, Ukraine 

45 Gnatkevych, Olena RUI January Kyiv, Ukraine 
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46 Ingor, Alina WCF January Kyiv, Ukraine 

47 Matskevych, Natalia RUI January Kyiv, Ukraine 

48 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI January Kyiv, Ukraine 

49 Balciuniene, Inga WCF January Orange, France 

50 Noskova, Elena FIFe January Shanghai, China 

51 Nyman, Pia FIFe January Kerava, Finland 

52 Trautmann, Jurgen WCF January Padova, Italy 

53 Balciuniene, Inga WCF January Padova, Italy 

54 Trautmann, Jurgen WCF January Riga, Latvia 

55 Balciuniene, Inga WCF January Riga, Latvia 

56 Davies, Allan CCCA January Shanghai, China 

57 Ling, Christine CCA February Shanghai, China 

58 Abramova, Olga WCF February Moscow, Russia 

59 Vasilieva, Vera WCF February Moscow, Russia 

60 Pohvalina, Victoria RUI February Moscow, Russia 

61 Nazarova, Anna WCF February Moscow, Russia 

62 Ling, Christine CCA February Shanghai, China 

63 Dyachenko, Anna RUI February Kyiv, Ukraine 

64 Matskevych, Natalia RUI February Kyiv, Ukraine 

65 Ingor, Alina WCF February Kyiv, Ukraine 

66 Khomutovska, Daria RUI February Kyiv, Ukraine 

67 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI February Kyiv, Ukraine 

68 De Luca, Chiara ENFI February Orange, France 

69 Gleason, Elaine CCA March Brockport, NY 

70 Balciuniene, Inga WCF March Milan, Italy 

71 Willems, Troy CCCA March Xian, China 

72 Ling, Christine CCA March Bangkok, Thailand 

73 Ling, Christine CCA March Shanghai, China 

74 Dyachenko, Anna RUI March Kyiv, Ukraine 

75 Khomutovska, Daria RUI March Kyiv, Ukraine 

76 Matskevych, Natalia RUI March Kyiv, Ukraine 

77 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI March Kyiv, Ukraine 

78 Billing, Jorgen FIFe March Orange, France 

79 De Luca, Chiara ENFI March Orange, France 

80 Trautmann, Jurgen WCF March Orange, France 

81 Hamalainen, Satu FIFe March Tokyo, Japan 

82 Ling, Christine CCA March Shanghai, China 

83 Davies, Allan CCCA March Hong Kong 

84 Dyachenko, Anna RUI April Kyiv, Ukraine 



 

37 

85 Ingor, Alina WCF April Kyiv, Ukraine 

86 Khomutovska, Daria RUI April Kyiv, Ukraine 

87 Matskevych, Natalia RUI April Kyiv, Ukraine 

88 Slizhevska, Tetiana RUI April Kyiv, Ukraine 

89 Willems, Troy CCCA April Xian, China 

90 Willems, Troy CCCA April Xian, China 

91 Olga Kuznetsova WCF April Bangkok, Thailand 

92 Davies, Allan CCCA April Hong Kong 

Judging Program Reports 
Respectfully Submitted 
Vicki Nye, Co-Chair  
CFA Judging Program 
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(6) CLUB MEMBERSHIP AND NEW APPLICATIONS. 

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

Mastin: Carol, are you making a standing motion? Krzanowski: Yes. Mastin: Pauli, 
who is a member of this committee, are you the standing second? Huhtaniemi: I will be.  

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

New clubs applying for CFA membership were reviewed and presented to the Board for 
consideration. Assistance and guidance were provided to clubs with questions and issues 
regarding membership and applications. 

The deadline for clubs to submit their dues and membership lists was June 1, 2026, after which 
18 clubs were dropped from the membership roster: one from Region 2, one from Region 6, four 
from Region 8, one from Region 9 and 11 from the International Division. One club sent their 
membership list but did not pay their dues, two paid their dues but did not send their membership 
lists and the remainder did not pay their dues or submit their membership lists. 

As a reminder to all CFA clubs, it is extremely important to notify CFA if your club elects new 
club officers at any time during the year following submission of the annual membership list. 
Doing so will ensure that CFA records reflect the correct contact information for the club and 
will enable timely and uninterrupted communications on important CFA matters. 

Clubs are also reminded to keep their constitutions up to date and if revisions are made, the 
revised documents should be sent to CFA so that the club records remain current. 

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Club Resignations: 

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

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

1. Blue Sky Cat Club, Region 8, effective April 17, 2026  
2. Japan Liberty Cat Club, Region 8, effective May 4, 2026  
3. Thai Smile Cat Club, International Division – Other, effective May 2, 2026  

Krzanowski: Three clubs indicated to Central Office that they wish to resign from CFA. 
My motion is [reads]. Mastin: Discussion, objections? Seeing no objection, motion passes 
unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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The Los Colores Cat Club has submitted a name change request and has asked that the request 
be considered in executive session, as it refers to the club’s current financial status. Details are 
presented in the attachment. 

Club Name Change Request  

Current Name: Los Colores Cat Club (Region 5) 
Proposed Name: Los Colores Cat Fanciers 
Conflict with 
Existing Names: 

The new name does not conflict with any existing CFA club name. 

Reason: 

The club lost its not-for-profit status with the State of California, and it 
is not possible or practical for the club to regain this financial 
designation under the existing name. The proposed new name will 
allow the club to obtain not-for-profit status under a new name. The 
Southwest Regional Director supports this change. 

Action Item: Approve the request by the Los Colores Cat Club to change their name to Los 
Colores Cat Fanciers, effective immediately. 

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

Action Item: If the name change request is approved, publish the change in the Board 
Meeting Notes and in the open session minutes as part of the Club Membership report. 

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

Club Name Change Request  

Current Name: Rex Oriental Cat Club (Region 8) 
Proposed Name: Japan Bengal Toyfania Cat Club 
Conflict with 
Existing Names: 

The new name does not conflict with any existing CFA club name. 

Reason: 
The club’s activities and focus have changed, and the proposed new 
name more accurately reflects the current direction and specialties of 
the club. The Japan Regional Director supports this change. 

Action Item: Approve the request by the Rex Oriental Cat Club to change their name to Japan 
Bengal Toyfania Cat Club, effective immediately. 

Krzanowski: The next item of business is a club name change request from Rex Oriental 
Cat Club in Region 8. My action item is [reads]. Mastin: Discussion? Objections? Motion passes 
unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  
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New Club Applicants 

Action Item: Approve the eight new club applicants that were pre-noticed for membership. The 
applicants are: 

• Aristo Cat Club, Region 9; Pam DelaBar, Regional Director 
• Great West China Cat Fanciers, International Division - China; Ellyn Honey and Russell 

Webb, Subcommittee Co-Chairs 
• Japan Sacred Birman Fanciers, Region 8; Aki Tamura, Regional Director 
• Mekong Cat Club, International Division - Asia; Marilee Griswold and Bob Zenda, 

Subcommittee Co-Chairs 
• Mitten State Cat Club, Region 4; John Colilla, Regional Director 
• The No Drama Llamas Cat Society, Region 6, Janet Moyer, Regional Director 

[Secretary’s Note: A motion was made to move the discussion on three clubs to 
executive session. The motion was ratified by unanimous consent.] 

Club Statistics Pertaining to New Club Applicants 

Dick Kallmeyer has produced maps showing the locations of the new club applicants being 
presented at this meeting as compared to the locations of existing clubs in these areas. The new 
club applicants are indicated in green, existing clubs with shows are indicated in black, and 
existing clubs with no shows are indicated in red. Included with the maps are charts for each 
proposed new club area showing the total existing CFA clubs, number of shows produced and 
total registrations.  

In addition to the maps and charts noted above, Dick has also provided additional charts 
indicating the total number of all CFA clubs, registrations and shows in each of CFA’s 
geographic areas.  

Many thanks to Dick Kallmeyer for once again providing this valuable information. 

Aristo Cat Club 
Europe Region; Montpellier, France 

Pam DelaBar, Regional Director 

The constitution and by-laws are in order. There are 10 members. Six members are members of 
other CFA clubs. Eight members are breeders with CFA cattery names and are also active 
exhibitors at area shows. Most members have show production experience through working in 
other clubs. This is an allbreed club and if accepted, the club plans to produce one show a year 
in Montpellier, France. The club wishes to raise awareness of CFA in their region of France by 
partnering with local animal shelters and associations as well as schools. The dues have been 
set. If the club is disbanded, the funds will be donated to animal welfare. This club was pre-
noticed and no negative letters were received. The Europe Regional Director supports this club. 

Krzanowski: This club is based in Montpellier, a major city located close to the 
Mediterranean coast in the Occitanie region of southern France. The city is one of the largest 
urban centers in the region and is the seventh largest city in France. With a rich history and as 
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home to one of the world’s oldest medical schools, Montpellier is a center for education and has 
a large and vibrant student population. If accepted, this club plans to produce one show a year in 
Montpellier, France. The Europe Regional Director supports this club. Mastin: Pam, do you 
have any comments? DelaBar: This club is in Royal Canin’s backyard, which I hope we can 
convince to be more supportive of CFA. It’s a very exciting group that’s coming together to put 
on shows. They have thoroughly helped other clubs in France with shows. Mastin: OK. 
Discussion? Objections? Seeing no objection, motion passed unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Mastin: Congratulations, Aristo Cat Club, Region 9. 

Great West China Cat Fanciers 
International Division - China; Chengdu, Sichuan, China 

Ellyn Honey & Russell Webb, Subcommittee Co-Chairs 

This is a former CFA member club that was previously very active but was dropped in June 2024 
for not meeting the annual requirements. The constitution and by-laws are in order. There are 13 
members. No members are members of other CFA clubs. Five members are active CFA breeders 
and exhibitors and one is a CFA Allbreed Judge. All of the members have show production 
experience. This is an allbreed club and if accepted, the club plans to produce three to six shows 
a year in Chengdu, Shanghai and other major cities in China. The club also plans to raise 
awareness of CFA through various events including a clerking school, grooming school and 
judges’ school (BAOS). The dues have been set. If the club is disbanded, the funds will be 
donated to an animal related charitable organization. This club was pre-noticed and no negative 
letters were received. The International Division Committee supports this club. 

Krzanowski: This club is based in Chengdu, the capital city of Sichuan Province in 
southwestern China. With a population of over 20 million, Chengdu is the country’s fourth most 
populous city and an important and diverse center for finance, commerce, culture, research and 
communication. This is a former CFA club that was dropped in June 2024 for not meeting the 
requirements. If accepted, this club plans to produce three to six shows a year in Chengdu and 
other major cities, and sponsor various CFA activities and programs. The International Division 
Committee supports this club. Mastin: Russell, any comments? Webb: No. Mastin: Marilee, 
any comments? Griswold: No. Nye: This club was extremely active in the early 2000s. Is it the 
same club membership as it was then? Krzanowski: Yes. Mastin: Anything further? Any 
objections? Seeing no objection, motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Mastin: Congratulations, Great West China Cat Fanciers. 

Mekong Cat Club 
International Division - Asia; Ho Chi Minh, Vietnam 

Marilee Griswold & Bob Zenda, Subcommittee Co-Chairs 

The constitution and by-laws are in order. There are 18 members. No members are members of 
other CFA clubs. Two members are active breeders and exhibitors with CFA cattery names, and 
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four members have catteries registered with another association. Many members are regularly 
exhibiting at CFA shows and the majority are also exhibiting in another association’s shows. 
One member has show production experience and clerking experience. This is an allbreed club 
and if accepted, the club plans to produce two shows a year in Ho Chi Minh or Hanoi, Vietnam. 
The club also plans on working to increase awareness of CFA with new exhibitors from other cat 
associations by conducting breeding, grooming and health seminars to promote CFA standards 
and programs. The dues have been set. If the club is disbanded, the funds will be donated to an 
animal charitable organization in Vietnam. This club was pre-noticed and no negative letters 
were received. The International Division Committee supports this club. 

Krzanowski: This club is based in Ho Chi Minh, a city in southern Vietnam that was 
formerly known as Saigon. With a population of over 14 million, Ho Chi Minh is the most 
populous municipality in Vietnam, as well as the largest financial center and busiest international 
transport hub in the country. If accepted, this club plans to produce two shows a year in Ho Chi 
Minh or Ha Noi, and sponsor various seminars and programs to help increase awareness of CFA 
with new exhibitors from other associations. The International Division Committee supports this 
club. Griswold: I do not personally know the people on, or that are going to be in this club. 
However, from what I understand, they’re mostly WCF people. They’re very excited about CFA 
and they want to kind of move some of the people exhibiting in WCF in Vietnam into CFA. So it 
is a very positive club here. DelaBar: We have a very good, exciting group up in northern part of 
Vietnam, in Hanoi. This is down in the former Saigon, Ho Chi Minh City. Other associations 
have tried to put their foot in by putting on a show, I think it’s a great for us. Mastin: Russell, do 
you have any comments? Webb: No. Mastin: Any further discussion? Any objections? Seeing 
no objection, the motion passes unanimously. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Mastin: Congratulations Mekong Cat Club. 

Mitten State Cat Club 
Great Lakes Region; Decatur, Michigan, USA 

John Colilla, Regional Director 

The constitution and by-laws are in order. There are 14 members. Ten members are members of 
other CFA clubs and one of the directors is treasurer of another CFA club. All of the members 
are actively participating in various CFA programs: ten have CFA catteries and two others are 
aspiring to become breeders; one is the current Regional Director; two are Allbreed Judges; 
four are Master Clerks; one is a Certified Clerk; and nearly all are exhibiting and have show 
production experience. This is an allbreed club and if accepted, the club plans to produce one 
show a year in Kalamazoo, Michigan. The club also plans to partner with local boy and girl 
scout troops to host animal care seminars, and with local rescues to host adoption events at the 
annual show. The dues have been set. If the club is disbanded, the funds will be distributed 
equally to active CFA clubs in Region 4. This club was pre-noticed and no negative letters were 
received. The Great Lakes Regional Director supports this club. 

Krzanowski: This club is based in Decatur, a village and township in southwestern 
Michigan, United States. Decatur is located fairly close to the Indiana border. While the village 
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has a small population of approximately 1,600, the club plans to produce one show a year in 
Kalamazoo, Michigan, which is about 30 miles to the east and has a population of over 73,000. If 
accepted, this club plans to produce one show a year in Kalamazoo and partner with local youth 
groups as well as local rescue groups. The Great Lakes Regional Director supports this club. 
Colilla: This will help promote shows in Michigan and helps promote CFA. Anger: I’m super 
supportive of this club and the members behind it. My objection is the name. I belonged to a club 
called Mitten State Cat Club when I first started showing cats in 1970-something. That club was 
very active. Even after the De Geers moved to the Atlanta area, they still put on shows under the 
Mitten State name. I wish they had picked any name other than a name that was associated with 
a part of history for those of us from Michigan and then into the Atlanta area. DelaBar: Within 
the past two years, we had a request of this board to never issue “Dayton Cat Fanciers” and the 
board voted that down. So, we have set a precedent to allow reuse of club names as long as 
they’re no longer in the system now. Calhoun: I’m in support of this club. It’s a great area. We 
definitely support the show there. Back in the day, we in Michigan used to have shows all over 
that area. That’s been gone for quite some time and there really hasn’t been a club to step in and 
fill that void. I think this is great. I support your position, Rachel, but we have set a precedent, so 
I’m supporting this as is. Anger: I’m totally supportive of the club. I just wanted to get my two 
cents on the record about the name they chose. Mastin: Any objections? If you’re in favor, raise 
your hand.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Colilla abstained for cause. 

Mastin: Motion passes. Congratulations, Mitten State Cat Club. 

The No Drama Llamas Cat Society 
Midwest Region; Greenfield, Indiana 

Janet Moyer, Regional Director 

The constitution and by-laws are in order. There are 11 members. Six members are members of 
other CFA clubs, and the one of the directors is treasurer of one CFA club and a director in 
another. Most members are actively exhibiting and four are CFA breeders. One member is a 
CFA Allbreed Judge, one is a Master Clerk and seven have show production experience. This is 
an allbreed club and if accepted, the club plans to produce one show a year in Noblesville, 
Indiana and perhaps in other Indiana cities and in partnership with other clubs. The club also 
plans to participate in 4-H cat education, present health seminars and work with local shelter 
groups. The dues have been set. If the club is disbanded, the funds will be donated to the 
Hancock County Humane Society. This club was pre-noticed and no negative letters were 
received. The Midwest Regional Director supports this club. 

Krzanowski: This club is based in Greenfield, a city in central Indiana, United States, 
that is part of the Indianapolis metropolitan area. The club plans to produce one show a year in 
Noblesville, Indiana, which is northern suburb of Indianapolis and has a population of over 
70,000. If accepted, this club plans to produce one show a year in Noblesville and perhaps in 
other Indiana cities, as well as partner with local youth and rescue groups and perhaps with other 
clubs. The Midwest Regional Director supports this club. Moyer: I fully support this club. They 
have already borrowed a club and put on a very successful show. We have a great group of 
people that are a great asset for CFA. Nye: Any comments from the existing club in Indy, feeling 
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that they’re being infringed upon? Krzanowski: No. Anger: No conflict with the name. I love 
the name. Mastin: Is that another two cents worth? Anger: Yes, it is. Mastin: Further 
discussion? Any objections? Seeing no objections, motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Mastin: Congratulations to The No Drama Llamas Cat Society.  

Future Projections for Committee: 

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

Time Frame: 

June 2026 to October 2026 CFA Board meeting. 

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 other action items requested by member clubs. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Carol Krzanowski, Chair 
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(7) INTERNATIONAL DIVISION. 

Committee Co-Chairs: Darrell Newkirk, Dr. Marilee Griswold, 
Russell Webb 

Committee Vice-Chair: Matthew Wong 
  

List of Committee Members:  
Subcommittee Co-Chairs China: Russell Webb/Ellyn Honey 

Subcommittee Chair Asia East: Robert Zenda/Dr. Marilee Griswold 
Subcommittee Chair Africa, W Asia, Middle East: Jan Rogers 

Subcommittee Chair Central & South America: Miguel Mariano Pina Rodrigues/Anne 
Mathis 

Subcommittee Chair China Sponsorship: Gavin Cao 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Current Happenings of the Committee: 

Currently there are three active NGOs in China.  

The committee is very grateful to Dick Kallmeyer for his work on providing the ID committee 
with monthly updates on registrations. Dick also provided us with the listing of the top 10 China 
shows as well as ID-other shows.  

In China our top show with 223 entries was held in Xi’an China on March 14, 2026. Additionally 
Xi’an was the location for top shows 2-5 ranging from 216 to 220 entries. Top show 6 was held 
in Chongqing with 216 entries. 7th place was Zhangzhou with 215 entries. Top shows 8, 9 and 10 
were held in Shanghai with entries of 199, 196 and 176. We are seeing continued interest in show 
production and breeders/exhibitors supporting our CFA shows. 

Newkirk: We ‘re very happy with the three active NGOs functioning in China. We still 
have the ongoing issue of some complaints being filed with NGO offices because they want to 
limit the number of NGOs that are approved for us to put on CFA cat shows.  

As for Asia East shows: 

The top three shows were held in Thailand by Central Breed Cat Club. Entries ranged for 149 to 
208 entries. This club is our most active club hosting over 10 shows per year. Additionally, they 
are sponsoring this year’s ID other banquet and show. The club has sponsored more than 1 prior 
awards banquet and we expect to see there usually very high standards for an awards 
banquest.4th place with 137 entries is Borneo CF Indonesia and 5th place with 137 entries also 
in Indonesia. Malaysia with 6th place with 131 entries. 7th place Java Feline Fancier in 
Indonesia. 8th place Ambassador CC in Thailand with 112 entries. 9th place Taiwan 
International CC in Taiwan with 111 entries and coming in at 10th place Universal Feline 
Fanciers CC with 108 entries. Kudos to all the clubs for their successful sponsorship of CFA 
shows. 
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As for AWA shows: 

Temiro Cat Fanciers Istanbul, Turkey with 45 entries.  

Unfortunately each year we see several clubs that do not meet the bylaw requirements to renew 
club membership in CFA. This year the following club did not meet those requirements of paying 
dues and submitting a current membership list: 

Champ of the Champ 
Changan Cat 
China Ace Cat Club  
China Fashion Cat Club 
China Peace & Love Club 
GLB Cat Fanciers Club 
Malaysia Cat Alliance Society  
Meowbulous Cat Club 
Purradise Cat Club 
Purrrfect Cat Club of Thailand 
Southwest Sweet Cat 
Thai Smile CC (Resigned) 

The number of clubs not renewing their membership seems to fall within the numbers we see 
each year in the International Division. 

We currently have approximately 93 active clubs listing on the website. 

Shows in the International Division: 

• China: 43 
• Average entry 115 

ID other shows is noted in Bob Zenda’s Report 

CFA show season 2025-2026 registrations: 

• China: 3837 (-15.7% down from prior year) 
• Asia East: 4823 (-17.9% down from prior year) 
• Asia West: 457 (4.6% up from prior year) 
• South America: 83 (59.6% up from prior year) 

We are seeing an increase in requests for in-conjunction shows and we hope that this will be an 
enticement for exhibitors to enter and experience a CFA show. 

Newkirk: I want to thank Dick Kallmeyer for providing us with the statistics for us on 
registrations and shows and the like. It’s very valuable information that we use. A lot of the 
report comes from Dick’s information. Every year, a few clubs fail to meet the requirements. 
They either do not submit their membership or they don’t pay their dues. Thank you to Nancy for 
providing me with 12 clubs that failed to meet and were dropped from CFA membership on the 
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1st of June. I provided some of the information that Dick gave me about the top number shows. 
He did this for different areas of the ID and the local clubs in America and Regions 9 and 8. 

China Subcommittee 

 Subcommittee Co-Chairs: Russell Webb and Ellyn Honey 

We have had a very busy season. Lots of changes to rules. 

The clubs must license their shows 60 days prior to the show date. If licensed between 59 and 30 
days there is a $150 fee.  

Jon Lee, Agnes Sun and myself made sure that all clubs were encouraged to make sure their 
clubs were in good standing to vote. 

As of close of business on June 1, the clubs not in good standing were 8 clubs. 

49 shows were held in East China. 12 shows were held in North China and no shows in West 
China. as you can see the majority of shows are held in east China and primarily in Shanghai or 
surrounding areas.  

With the help of Agnes Sun I have included an Excel spreadsheet showing the shows that have 
been requested for China for 2026 and 2027 mostly again in East China. 

The registration numbers for China are down again. The reasons that I have been given by my 
people in China, are that there are many associations and that the rules that CFA presents to our 
China counterparts are difficult to follow. However, our registrations are down everywhere so 
this would not necessarily be a valid reason. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Ellyn Honey and Russell Webb 
Co-Chairs of the ID China section 

Newkirk: I got Ed and Rich’s permission to provide on my website that I keep and on the 
International Division website, the reports that I present because a lot of our people do not spend 
the money to come to the annual meeting and get in on those activities. Bob Zenda and Ellyn put 
together the numbers of shows and the entries for your review. Bob covers the banquet that will 
occur in Bangkok. This is like the third banquet that they put on for the International Division 
and they do an absolutely fabulous job.  

Asia (other than mainland China) Subcommittee 

 Subcommittee Co-Chairs: Bob Zenda and Dr. Marilee Griswold 

As shown below, the number entries present & competing during the 2025-2026 show season in 
the International Division shows (excluding China) continued to decline 21% from the previous 
season (and more than 30% since the 2022-23 show season). 
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CFA INTERNATIONAL DIVISION (OTHER) 2025-2026 SHOW SUMMARY  
FINAL PRESENT ENTRY COUNTS 

  

COUNTRY Shows Entries Kit CH PR HHP        

Hong Kong 22 1968 459 851 539 99        

Indonesia 9 825 305 400 66 54        

Korea 2 112 26 57 29 0        

Malaysia 3 203 84 78 13 28        

Singapore 2 176 38 50 59 29        

Taiwan 3 288 74 116 63 35 
  

      

Thailand 18 1507 511 760 236 0        

Turkey 1 45 10 29 6 0        

Vietnam 2 103 23 58 19 3        
 

Shows Entries Kit CH PR HHP 
TOTALS 62 5227 1530 2399 1030 248 
Change +/- 0.00% -20.98% -20.68% -23.91% -12.41% -19.74%        

2024-2025 62 6615 1929 3153 1176 309 
2023-2024 70 7492 2625 3175 1254 438 
2022-2023 75 7495 2449 3559 883 565 

I continue to maintain and share spreadsheets with the International Division Committee & Jen 
Brahler, which contain all the date clubs have reserved with Nadia Jaffar (our outstanding Show 
Scheduler). All show license applications are reviewed by Marilee and I and approved in 
coordination with Jen Brahler. By the time of the CFA Annual Meeting 7 shows will have already 
been held, 3 more have been licensed and 33 additional dates reserved for the rest of the 2026-
2027 show season in Hong Kong, Indonesia, Korea, Singapore, Thailand, Turkey and Vietnam. 

The 2026 ID Awards Banquet, hosted by the Central Breed Cat Club will be held on Sunday, 
August 30th at the Eastin Grand Hotel Phayathai, Bangkok in the elegant Phaya Thai Grand 
Ballroom. This is a 5-star hotel in the heart of Bangkok, featuring a perfect balance of luxury, 
comfort, and convenience, and is directly connected to two major train lines, making it 
exceptionally easy for both local and international guests to travel around Bangkok. 
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This venue is part of The Unicorn, a modern mixed-use landmark in Phaya Thai, with design 
inspiration drawn from the timeless charm of Phaya Thai Palace — blending contemporary 
elegance with a touch of Bangkok’s heritage. Guests can also enjoy the hotel’s premium facilities, 
including two swimming pools with Bangkok city views, a 24-hour fitness centre, Bhu Mhai Spa, 
restaurants and bar, and an Executive Lounge. 

The Phaya Thai Grand Ballroom is a high-tech grand ballroom, a perfect setting for this 
prestigious evening of honor, pride, and celebration for the CFA International Division family. 

I have provided the Award files to the club and sent Amber in Central Office delivery information 
for the Award Certificates. Thanks to James Simbro in Central Office for providing all the files 
and promptly responding to any questions/concerns I had. Here is summary of information 
contained in award files: 

 
FINAL 2025-2026 ID OTHER DW AWARDS 

  
            

COUNTRY KIT CH PR HHP DM COD GOD 
 

TOTAL 
 

GC/GP             

AWA 10 4 6 0 2 1 0 
 

23 
 

12             

HK 25 25 25 10 26 6 0 
 

117 
 

155             

IN 25 25 7 5 2 2 0 
 

66 
 

109             

KR 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 
 

2 
 

10             

MY 25 3 1 10 2 1 0 
 

42 
 

23             

SI 25 15 15 10 2 2 0 
 

69 
 

20             

TH 25 25 24 0 6 6 1 
 

87 
 

99             

TW 11 17 15 1 0 0 0 
 

44 
 

44             

VN 6 4 0 0 1 0 0 
 

11 
 

8             

TOTAL 152 118 94 36 42 18 1 
 

461 
  

            
       

Central America 1             
         

TOTAL 
 

481 

I have also asked Country Coordinators to submit nominations for clerks whose service should 
be recognized at the banquet. 
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I recently received an allegation that someone in the ID might be soliciting clubs to lend their 
club show license to third parties not associated with their club. I sent a message to all ID 
Country Coordinators asking them to ensure that club(s) in their area are aware if any club 
agrees to lend a third party a show license, they fully understand that their club still remains 
responsible for everything the third party does, including financial issues and potential protests.  

Bob Zenda, Co-Chair 
CFA International Division OTHER (except China)  

Newkirk: Vicki Nye and I worked together to prepare the information for the discussion 
you had earlier about the Judging Program. There are issues that overlap between our two 
committees and we’re very good about keeping each other informed. For the month of May, we 
had 12 shows in the ID. The lowest count was 13 and the highest count was 78. There were only 
three shows that had more than 31 entries out of those 12 shows. In May, there’s not a lot of 
count at shows. With every issue that the board faces, there’s always some fallout from it. I 
believe that if there are nine cats entered in the show, that’s not a good training experience.  

AWA Subcommittee 

 Subcommittee Co-Chair: Jan Rogers  

No report for this meeting. 

Future Happenings of the Committee: 

We will continue to monitor adherence to current show rules by CFA clubs hosting shows in the 
international Division.  

I have created files for all licensed CFA shows in the international division. In those files I keep 
the show license applications, show flyers, the CFA online entry counts and the breed summary 
files once the show is closed. I also enter the marked master clerk catalog once the show has 
been scored by Cathy Dunham or Paula Noble. 

The CFA ID committee has worked hard this past year. We field many questions and at times the 
CFA attorney is brought in to resolve questions that we cannot answer. We want to thank Ed 
Raymond for all his help during the past year. 

A special thank you to Allan Raymond as the elected CFA ID representative for the past two 
years. We welcome Matthew Wong as the new ID-Other Representative for the next term and 
welcome back Jon Lee as the China ID representative. 

As I noted in my last report. Central Breed Club will be hosting the ID-Other CFA International 
Division awards show and Banquet on August 28-29, 2026 in Bangkok, Thailand. The photos 
that have been shared of the banquet hall are absolutely awesome. Hope to see many of you 
there.  

Congratulations to all of our award winners from this past 2025-2026 show season. CFA is a 
global organization and we have some fantastic examples of our recognized breeds competing in 
CFA shows!! 
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Thank you to all for your support!! 

Respectfully Submitted 
Darrell Newkirk. Chair 
CFA International Division 

Newkirk: To add to this report, the ID-China banquet will be October 17th and 18th  in 
Shanghai. Have a good board meeting. 
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(8) TREASURER’S REPORT SUMMARY. 

Treasurer Kathy Calhoun gave the following report: 

Reporting Period May 1, 2025, through April 2026 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

This Profit & Loss statement for May 2025–April 2026 shows a very strong overall financial 
result. 

Executive Summary 

Metric Actual 
Prior 
Year     

Budget 
% of 

Budget 

Total Income $2,344,677 $2,187,263 $2,524,038 92.89 

Total Expenses $2,131,749 $2,430,566 $2,313,051 92.16 

Net Operating Income $212,929 -$243,303 $210,988 100.92 

Net Other Income $229,679 -$16,249 -$88,157 -260.53 

Net Income $442,608 -$259,552 $122,831 360.34 

Key Takeaways 

• CFA generated $442,608 in net income for the year.  

• Operating activities produced a positive $212,929 surplus.  

• Investments and other non-operating activities added another $229,679.  

• Net income represents approximately 18.9% of total revenue ($442,608 ÷ $2,344,677).  

Calhoun: It starts with an Executive Summary. Hopefully, that will be beneficial to you. 
We should all be pleased with that. 

Revenue Analysis 

Largest Revenue Sources 

Revenue Source Amount % of Total Income  

Ordinary Income $1,719,076 73.3%  

CFACS Income $472,837 20.2%  

Annual Income $94,942 4.1%  

Publications Income $55,709 2.4%  
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Observations: 

Registration, which is captured in Ordinary Income, remains the organization’s primary funding 
source. The 2025/2026 registration total was $771,074 compared to 2024/2026 registration total 
which was $660,065. This represents a 16.8% increase, 

Calhoun: The report goes on to do analysis of all those components. I will mention that 
we have also included the annual financial statement and the International Show report. We’re 
looking to have the final numbers. 

Expense Analysis 

Largest Expense Categories 

Expense Category Amount 

Central Office Expense $1,149,762 

CFACS Expense $424,767 

Annual Expense $170,377 

Corporate Expense $122,937 

Software Amortization $110,473 

Computer Expense $99,838 

Expense Concentration 

Central Office Expense alone accounts for approximately: 

 
 
of total operating expenses. 

This is the single largest cost driver and merits continued monitoring. 

Investment Performance 

Positive Contributions 

Category Amount 

Unrealized Gains $180,607 

Realized Gains $167,913 

Interest Income $3,529 

Rental Income $29,040 

Credit Card Rewards $6,555 
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Other notations 

1. Computer Expense Volatility 

 Computer expenses fluctuate significantly: 

Period Amount 

May–Jul $35,911 

Aug–Oct $19,182 

Nov–Jan $42,560 

Feb–Apr $2,185 

2. Annual Event Economics 

 Annual Income: $94,942 
 Annual Expense: $170,377 
 Approximate net result: ($75,434) 

3. CFACS Program 

Item Amount 

CFACS Income $472,837 

CFACS Expense $424,767 

Net Contribution $48,069 

CFACS appears to be modestly profitable. 

4. Reconciliation Discrepancies 

Net discrepancy expense of $3,689 is not material relative to the organization’s size, but 
reconciliation differences ideally should be near zero. 

Overall Assessment 

 Operating surplus: $212,929  
 Total surplus: $442,608  
 Healthy cash-generating core operations.  

Overall, the organization appears financially healthy and ended the year with a substantial 
surplus. 

Balance Sheet Snapshot 

 Total Assets: $3,625,084.66  
 Total Liabilities: $121,464.13  
 Total Equity (Net Assets): $3,503,620.53  
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 Current Year Net Income: $442,607.68  

Liquidity 

Current Assets: $2,704,595.49  
Current Liabilities: $121,464.13  

Current ratio: 

 
 
This indicates very strong liquidity. 

Cash and Investments 

Cash equivalents and bank accounts total: 

 Huntington checking and deposits: $281,976.89  
 PayPal: $9,095.80  
 Wells Fargo 8830: $1,763,549.74  
 Wells Fargo 0042: $579,392.35  

Total cash-related balances: $2.63 million, representing approximately 73% of total assets. 

Fixed Assets 

Net fixed assets are approximately $920,489, including: 

 Building and land  
 Software development projects  
 Website and technology investments  
 Office and show equipment  

Accumulated depreciation totals $742,894, indicating a mature asset base. 

Liabilities 

Liabilities are very low relative to assets: 

 Accounts payable: $10,772  
 Accrued payroll/vacation/expenses: $33,929  
 Deferred revenue and subscriptions: approximately $65,000  
 No significant debt  
 No lease liabilities recorded  

The balance sheet reflects an organization with: 
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 Strong liquidity 
 Minimal liabilities 
 No apparent debt burden 
 Significant unrestricted net assets ($3.06 million) 
 Positive current-year earnings ($442,608) 

Submitted by, 
Kathy Calhoun, CFA Treasurer 

DelaBar: Kathy, you have used some terms that I was not aware of what they meant 
when you’re talking about operating versus non-operating activities. What do you mean by the 
two different categories? Calhoun: Operating activities include everything – all of the finances 
that are included in net operating, bottom line. That’s all the registration, all of the other items, 
ordinary income, that’s publications, that’s all that sort of thing. When you talk about non-
operating, that’s more of the bottom line and we’re talking about corporate investment. The net 
operating is more around things that we have more control over, which talks to how well our 
registration is, how prudent we’ve been about expenses. That’s when we get the net. When we 
get into the bottom line, it also includes things where we don’t get as much stability and control, 
like investments. It’s been a very good view from an investment perspective. Griswold: Not a 
question, but a statement. I would like to say that’s a pretty good net contribution from our 
International Show. I wanted to congratulate the International Show Committee for doing a good 
job with that. Mastin: We told them they had to make a profit and they delivered. Calhoun: 
They did. Mastin: I want to congratulate the board for making the decisions that needed to be 
made in order to have the results that we had. It’s not any one department that did it. It was the 
collective efforts of the board and what the Central Office team did in terms of controlling their 
expenses. There’s a little bit of arm twisting going on and some negotiating in order to get to 
what we have, but it’s nice to see these numbers. Calhoun: I want to echo what you said, that 
it’s the collaboration of everybody on this board that makes this happen. No one person makes 
this happen. In fact, it’s the collaboration of all of CFA. The biggest line item that contributes to 
income, to what we’re all about, is registration. That’s what all of CFA does, all of the CFA 
family – registering the kittens, TRN, litters in their entirety. That all delivers to this number. So 
everybody plays a role in this.  

BREAK. 
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(9) CFA LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE. 

Legislation Committee Chair Alene Shafnisky gave the following report: 

 Committee Chair: Alene Shafnisky 
 Liaison to Board: Marilee Griswold  
 Regional Liaisons: Leann and Mike Karinick (R2), Holly Mueller (R6) 
 Liaison for Region 9: Mireille Gobel 
 Liaison for ID: Nadia Jaffar 
 List of Committee Members: George Eigenhauser, Group Members 
 CFA Legislative Group:  Alene Shafnisky, Sharon Coleman & Kelly Crouch 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The Committee is dedicated to taking as much action as we can while remaining cognizant that 
every state has its own rules about when someone’s grassroots activism turns into lobbying that 
requires registration. We continue to monitor multiple channels, including the use of the Pet 
Advocacy Network, and post our bulletins and updates on our blog on the CFA website and 
Facebook page.  

The Legislative Group has an open invitation to clubs and Regional Meetings to give a short 
presentation of how fanciers can more easily follow their local jurisdiction’s proposed 
legislation. While we run daily searches and have added AI to create reports on worldwide 
regulation of animals, the fanciers are still our eyes and ears. We’re happy to help you help us. 

Current Happenings of Committee and Group: 

We need to encourage the promotion of the positive side of breeding, likely using social media, 
to get the word out that CFA advocates for the responsible ownership of all cats, and supports 
strong enforcement of local and state animal cruelty laws. We need to all work on combating the 
narrative that all breeders and breeding are bad and done in a substandard fashion. The vast 
majority of CFA breeders are committed to responsible cat ownership and the well-being of all 
cats. Many members of the public have no idea how many breeders also open their homes to 
rescued cats and support rescues across the country. This vital message needs to be shared. 

Only 9 percent of pets come from retail pet stores in the US. Retail bans create a situation where 
buyers have no choice to turn online, where they are now commonly met with pet selling scams. 
Breed bans and mandatory spay/neuter laws combined with retail bans creates a situation where 
buyer choices can’t be found locally – and that puts them on the internet to encounter bad 
actors.  

Currently at least 32 US States have restrictions in local law on breeders, and that number 
continues to rise each year. More than five states have restrictions that apply to every animal 
entering or bred in their state. These are commonly the “one size fits all” laws that evidence 
simply does not support. 
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Many people ask us, what it is we do. The Legislative Group is made up of licensed, experienced 
attorneys. We are not capable of hiring lobbyists, unfortunately, so much of the work falls to us. 
We track and review legislation to determine impact on cat breeders, owners and fanciers. We 
run online searches and alerts for bills related to animals, and when an alert comes up, we look 
at the existing law, the proposed changes to the law, determine potential effect on fanciers, and 
craft informed legally correct statements for fanciers to use in their communications. 

While sometimes people wonder, much of our work is done out of the public eye. The intense 
research, as well as investigation into involved legislators and sponsors, mean the Committee’s 
greatest successes are ones you may never hear. They’re the laws that didn’t pass, or were never 
introduced. We work with AKC, TICA, and any organization that has the same goals in mind – 
protecting the valued breeder creating wonderful, healthy pets for both show and pet homes. 

Shafnisky: I wanted to let you know two things that we’re facing right now. States are 
altering the way that they register grassroots lobbyists, and they are actually turning a lot of us 
into professional lobbyists, which would require licensing. So, we are paying very close attention 
to the ways that we are combating legislation on different levels. 

Future Projections for Committee and Legislative Group:  

We have been asked to return to Pet Night on Capitol Hill, however the price point remains 
insurmountable. To overcome this, we have started to again seek donations to the Sy Howard 
Fund, which was previously used to attend events and seminars such as this one. 

We now are monitoring situations with both New World Screwworm, which is already affecting 
the travel of animals in states like Florida and Texas, and the resurgence of last year’s 
dangerously lethal bird flu that arrived again last week in Pennsylvania.  

Shafnisky: The other thing that we are looking at that I mentioned in my report, you 
might wonder why we’re looking at the New World Screwworm. That is because a few states 
have already implemented the movement of certain animals, including domestic animals coming 
from those states to insure that nothing is inadvertently brought in from one state to another. So, 
right now in a couple of states it looks like it might just require a veterinary clearance to bring an 
animal out. For example, if you wanted to go to a show in another state and you’re coming from 
a state that has the outbreak, that is something we need to keep an eye on. 

We are also monitoring, among a large number of other things: 

 Reports that Hong Kong may be implementing tighter rules on the entry of animals onto 
the island due to smuggling cases rising, which could result in stiff fines and restrictions 
on importing 

 The implementation across the EU and UK of new rules regarding the care of breeding 
animals, in some cases including ever expanding breed bans with no scientific evidence 
for doing so 
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 Cities like Coconut Creek, Florida; Palm Beach County, FL and Riverview, MI, as well 
as the State of Pennsylvania, who are seeking to tighten their breeding related legislation 
without input from any animal breeders 

 A new tactic in Oregon, where activists got enough signatures for a poorly understood 
ballot measure to qualify to go to a vote; this law would prohibit breeding, hunting, 
fishing, and more, and which will hopefully continue to spread awareness in the plan to 
vote no in November 

 A plan to introduce mandatory spay/neuter and breeder licensing in areas of Monterey 
County, CA 

Action Items: 

None. 

Time Frame: 

Ongoing. 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Updates and pending legislative matters.  

Respectfully Submitted, 
Alene Shafnisky, Chair 

DelaBar: If I can add to your report about Europe. You know that the European Union 
passed animal welfare legislation. It’s going to be phased in over the next two years, but they 
have allowed countries to add to what was passed. You have all heard about the Netherlands 
banning hairless cats. Actually, one of our worst countries is Switzerland, who has banned 
breeds based on absolutely no scientific evidence whatsoever. This is all based on emotion and 
what I consider unqualified veterinarians speaking at the parliament. One of the main focuses of 
the EU legislation was on livestock, especially from Eastern Europe, but many of our countries 
already have the microchip laws, and I do hope that CFA will consider that we put it on our 
registrations and entries to really push hard for our people to microchip their animals. We need 
to fight this with the posture of, “we can do this and this and this; you want this; where is your 
scientific evidence to back it up?” We need to be more progressive to say, “prove it.” If they say 
it is bad for cats to have curly whiskers, prove it. There have been no studies. Our brachycephalic 
cats, “they have such a hard time with breathing when they do activity.” Prove it. The Edinburgh 
Study was done only on dogs. There have been no studies on cats. I still use what you said at last 
year’s Breed Council Secretary meeting: our show standards are our blueprint for healthy cats. 
We’ve got to make sure that we follow through in it – we are our worst enemy when we can be 
our best chance to fight restrictive legislation. One thing that we have in our favor is the history 
of our breeds. We need to use it. Mastin: Any other comments or questions for Alene? Alene, 
thank you. Shafnisky: Thank you.  
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(10) ANIMAL WELFARE/BREEDER ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

 Committee Chair: Charlene Campbell 
 Liaison to Board: Pam DelaBar 
 List of Committee Members: Charlene Campbell, Acting Breeders Assistance 
  Tracey Dalton, Food Pantry 
  Tamara Sender, Breed Rescue 
  Cyndy Byrd, Treasurer 
  Linda Berg, Disaster Relief Liaison 
_________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The committee continues to provide rescue assistance and cattery downsizing support for CFA 
breeders. Most recent cases involved catteries housing between 15 and 40 felines. 

We remain actively involved in six Animal Control cases as they progress through the legal 
system. Many Animal Control agencies were previously unaware of the CFA Breeder Assistance 
Program (BAP) and have welcomed the opportunity to work with our program while learning 
about CFA’s proactive commitment to feline welfare. 

We continue to address purchaser complaints regarding sick cats, averaging about one case per 
week, and negotiate mutually beneficial resolutions that serve CFA’s best interests. 

During this reporting period, we provided food and litter assistance to five catteries in need, 
including one in Region 9. Through our Breed Rescue Program, we assisted the following 
breeds: Persian, Exotic Shorthair, Ragdoll, Cornish Rex, Bengal, Maine Coon, Norwegian 
Forest Cat, Manx, Scottish Fold, Himalayan, Ragamuffin, American Shorthair, American 
Wirehair, and Siamese. 

Our program handled approximately 431 cats during this period. In addition, our rescue 
partners treated approximately 98 purebred kittens diagnosed with FIP.  

The attached Profit and Loss Statement reflects a net loss of $13,471.95. 

A continuing challenge is the widespread misinformation surrounding FIP. New breeders, in 
particular, often encounter multiple litters affected by the disease and lack the resources 
necessary for treatment. Additionally, many veterinarians may not yet be familiar with the latest 
treatment protocols and research. We are fortunate to have access to guidance from 
representatives associated with Dr. Niels C. Pedersen’s research team at UC Davis, who remain 
available to provide assistance and educational support as needed. 

DelaBar: If you’ll notice in the report, the Breeder Assistance Program had a net loss. 
Let’s get donations going back into the Breeder Assistance Program, such as if you’re looking at 
judges’ gifts, because we’re up over 40 cats involved. It’s expensive when the Breeder 
Assistance Program goes in and helps people who have entire litters of cats affected by FIP. 
Campbell: We are taking in litters because the breeders can’t afford to treat two and three litters 
at a time.  
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Currle: The P&L reflects a loss of $13,471.95. CFA has donated an average of $750 per 
month. Given our superb financial situation, I would like to make a motion to donate an 
additional one-time $5,000 to the BAP Program. Calhoun: Second. Mastin: Charlene and Pam, 
are you willing to share your account balance us? We don’t know if you have $100,000 or 
$10,000 or a million dollars in the account. Campbell: Right now, we have in our reserve about 
$25,000. DelaBar: Some of that is fenced for Disaster Relief. Campbell: We can’t use it for 
anything other than a disaster. Mastin: Are there any additional accounts, CDs or bank 
accounts? DelaBar: The BAP treasurer can provide the board with those figures. Bennett: I 
want it on record to remind everybody that according to NOAA and the almanac, this is going to 
be an incredibly active hurricane season this year, based on weather predictions, which means 
that reserve of disaster funds is probably going to be consumed. We have to keep in mind that 
there is every reason to expect there’s going to be significant storm activity this year, based on 
the weather patterns. Mastin: Are there any objections to the motion? Seeing no objections, the 
motion passes unanimously. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

We still believe that having CFA Cats/Kittens microchipped thru CFA suggestion (especially 
now that we have a place for the chip number on the registration) and delivery of feline with a 
current Veterinary Health Certificate (as required by most Countries and many US State Statue) 
would save a lot of CFA “sick feline complaints” due to cattery blindness and website 
complaints against CFA and its breeders.  

Microchips can be purchased inexpensively by the breeders and they can easily insert them SQ 
(subcutaneous just like a kitten SQ vaccination) or have their Vet insert very inexpensively at 
kitten checkup.  

Check into https://www.akcreunite.org/ The cattery controls the chip number information (no 
other entity (like a Veterinarian or Animal Control) has access to your group of chip numbers) 
and new owner can register kittens chip with AKC’s registry for a Lifetime enrollment is ONLY 
$22.95 online, or pass cost and benefit to new owner (enroll your cattery-phone and add the new 
owner-phone under your cattery). AKC sells chips as low as $6 and sells scanners as well.  

AKC has been very proactive in this field, as they use chip number for certification of the canine 
passing certain medical scans, like hip certifications etc. If there is a cattery seizure this will 
help breeders get their cat returned in most instances, without chip there is little to no chance 
with just photo. 

Altschul: I wanted to speak to the part of the report that talks about microchips through 
AKC Reunite. I’ve come to the board multiple times, talking about how we use this with our 
cats. What we really like about the AKC Reunite chips is, you can pre-register the chips to your 
name with a permanent registration, and then if you sell the cat, they can add their name but you 
will always be on it. If the cat is ever in a shelter and they scan it, you will get the call. If you 
really want to protect the cats that you sell, this is an amazing program. Also, if you work with a 
breed where you have multiple cats of the same color, if something happens to you, no one is 
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going to be able to know which animal is which unless you microchip them. It is very easy to 
order these chips and it’s a very easy way to protect your animals, should something happen to 
you or if you sell them to someone and that person disappears. Campbell: You have complete 
control over the numbers. DelaBar: With the EU Parliament legislation, if you move from one 
country to another country, all of the 27 countries in the EU will have to have a means to track 
those microchip numbers. I want to reinforce what Charlene and Carissa have said. When I had 
Animal Welfare, we had a horrendous case in California of 200 affected animals. 32 of those 
animals of the same breed that were in for breeding. Only one of the 32 was ever able to be 
returned to the owner, because it was microchipped and we could prove that it needed to go 
back. When I was working disasters in the U.S., it was so much easier for those of us working 
with these animals to be able to get them back to their people because they were microchipped 
and we could identify the owners. In Europe, it’s mandatory. I wish that CFA would join other 
associations in making sure that we take care of our cats.  

We have been fortunate to work with Nicole Jacque, CA, who is at the forefront of FIP research 
and treatment with the new drug, GS-441524. She has written numerous papers with Niels C. 
Pedersen, DVM PhD, Distinguished Professor Emeritus at U.C. Davis, and dedicates her 
(spare) time to helping cure FIP+ cats and kittens. Nicole has been gracious and shared her 
knowledge with our Rescue Partners to teach them about the FIP treatment protocol and 
breeders who want her help. Our Rescue Partners will also advise, guide and help any Breeders 
who want help, including the best places to buy the medications at discount. NEVER BREED 
FIP TREATED KITTENS/CATS! 

Our National Rescue Coordinator is currently working with veterinary specialists to provide 
treatment for two kittens affected by Swimmer Syndrome and Pectus Excavatum. The breeder 
entrusted our program with the three-week-old litter and dam to ensure proper medical care and 
placement in suitable homes. At present, the rescue program is managing 98 active cases. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Starting our Donation acknowledgement campaign. Bronze thru Rhodium! Continue Research 
outside fund raising and grant opportunities. Update Web Page graphics. 

Work on adding a valid Feline Health Certificate to our CFA Breeder Code of Ethics that will be 
acceptable. A valid Feline Health Certificate (Current/valid as defined by sellers governing 
entity, signed by a veterinarian, certificate usually valid for 15-30 days). 

Time Frame: 

TBD 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Updates from the research to update our forms. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Charlene Campbell, Chair 
cc: Linda Berg, President BAP-BRP 
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(11) SHOW RULES COMMITTEE. 

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

Mastin: Carol, are you making a standing motion? Krzanowski: Yes. Anger: Standing 
second. Raymond: It wouldn’t be a board meeting if we didn’t have show rule changes. We 
have two today, and they are both intended to be retroactive to the beginning of the current show 
season. 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

The Committee has assisted Central Office with the implementation of the various show rule 
changes for the 2026-2027 Show Season. 

Board Action Items: 

The following amendments are to be retroactive to the beginning of the 2026-2027 Show Season. 

1. Amend Show Rule 13.08.h. clarify how the surcharge for Agility is calculated. 

Article XIII – Show 
Completion/Cat Removal/Late 
fee Collection, amend 13.08.h. 

Central Office 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

13.08 

… 

h. the show entry surcharge fee of $2.00 per catalog 
entry (including HHP and Agility). Shows held in 
the International Division (excluding China but not 
the Special Administrative Regions of Hong Kong 
and Macau), Canada, and Hawaii will include a 
show entry surcharge fee of $1.00 per catalog entry 
(including HHP and Agility), shows held in China 
but not the Special Administrative Regions of Hong 
Kong and Macau will include a show entry 
surcharge fee of $ 3.25 per catalog entry (including 
HHP and Agility). Entry Surcharge payments not 
received by Central Office within 30 days after 
receipt of the show package are subject to an 
additional fine as specified in the CFA’s current 
price list. Shows will not be scored until all fees 
(surcharge, addendum, TRN, etc.) have been paid. 

13.08 

… 

h. the show entry surcharge fee of $2.00 per catalog 
entry (including HHP and Agility). Shows held in 
the International Division (excluding China but not 
the Special Administrative Regions of Hong Kong 
and Macau), Canada, and Hawaii will include a 
show entry surcharge fee of $1.00 per catalog entry 
(including HHP and Agility), shows held in China 
but not the Special Administrative Regions of Hong 
Kong and Macau will include a show entry 
surcharge fee of $ 3.25 per catalog entry (including 
HHP and Agility). The surcharge calculation for 
Agility is the number of cats running the course 
each day, including cats also entered in other 
classes at the show, multiplied by the applicable fee 
for the area in which the Agility is held (Example: 
10 cats run Saturday and 8 cats run Sunday for a 
total of 18 cats multiplied by $1.00, $2.00, or $3.25 
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… 

 

as appropriate. This count will include duplicate 
cats as each day of Agility is considered a separate 
scoring event). Entry Surcharge payments not 
received by Central Office within 30 days after 
receipt of the show package are subject to an 
additional fine as specified in the CFA’s current 
price list. Shows will not be scored until all fees 
(surcharge, addendum, TRN, etc.) have been paid. 

… 

RATIONALE: By adding the calculation for the Agility surcharge to the SR, it clarifies the amount due 
from a club. Most clubs do not know this SR took effect for the 2026-2027 show season; this helps Central 
Office in explaining why additional surcharge fees are being requested when a club has Agility.  

Raymond: The first is an amendment to Show Rule 13.08.h., which simply clarifies how 
the surcharge for Agility is calculated. Central Office has been running into issues with master 
clerks not knowing how to calculate the Agility surcharge. I recently learned that we could have 
a two-day show, with Agility on both days. Those are separate Agility entries, so there are two 
Agility surcharges involved. The language here is simply to clarify. Griswold: I talked with Niki 
Feniak about this. She believes a surcharge is charged when you enter Agility online, in addition 
to the two Agility surcharges Ed mentioned. Central Office is calculating surcharges from the list 
that the Agility Master sends, and they haven’t been able to coordinate which ones have already 
paid the Agility surcharge, based on the entry form. Raymond: The surcharge is something that 
the club has to pay to Central Office, not the individual. Dunham: If one cat enters competition 
and the two days of Agility, it is $2 times 3 for that particular cat, because scoring for Agility is 
each day. It’s a separate competition and the competitive class is a separate competition. The 
Agility entrants know that they are paying an Agility fee each day. The feedback I was getting 
and what prompted this show rule change to add the calculation in was, the clubs were not aware 
that this show rule went back to May 1, so we wanted to help the clubs and the master clerks 
understand how to calculate the total surcharge fee. Mastin: How many clubs expressed their 
concern about the May 1 date? Dunham: I have had four Agility competitions and three of them 
said they didn’t know this existed. Now, they didn’t argue about paying it, but they just said, “we 
didn’t understand that something had taken effect May 1.” Mastin: Based on the comments you 
received, do you anticipate this being an issue if it’s effective May 1? Dunham: No, because 
those clubs that have already had their Agility competitions in their shows have already paid the 
fees. This is just putting it in effect so it covers those shows and moving forward, to make it 
retroactive. Raymond: The May 1 date is to make it easy to put this into the Addendum and 
have it be a permanent show rule change for the entire season. Griswold: Just to make sure this 
is all correct, a cat entered in Agility and entered in the regular show, shows up twice in the 
catalog. It shows up in your class judging and it shows up in Agility. Dunham: You’re right. If 
the entry comes to the entry clerk, it does show up in the catalog twice. However, prior to May 1, 
Agility was never looked at when calculating the surcharge. It was kittens through household 
pets. Now, as of May 1, Central Office added Agility into that number. Raymond: This 
organization needs to do a better job of publicizing changes to the show rules. Mastin: As Ed 
mentioned earlier, every board meeting we have had, we have had show rule changes. We have 
to do a better job on show rules in order for our people to understand and follow the show rules. 
Are there any objections to the show rule? Seeing no objection, the first one passed unanimously. 
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The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

2. Amend Show Rule 20.05 to specify that a judge who does not stay at the show hotel may 
not bill the club more than the cost of the show hotel. 

Article XX – Responsibilities of 
Show Treasurer – Show Fee 
Payments, amend 20.05 

International Division Committee 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

20.05 Clubs are required to provide individual hotel 
accommodations for each judge for the night 
before the beginning of a judge’s judging, the 
night after the completion of a judge’s 
judging, and for each night in between, if 
any. Accommodations provided must include 
a door that locks and a private bathroom. 
Meals are to be provided within this same 
time frame; meals and beverages must also 
be made available at the show. Clubs shall 
not ask judges to share rooms (although 
judges may volunteer to do so). 

... 
 

20.05 Clubs are required to provide individual hotel 
accommodations for each judge for the night 
before the beginning of a judge’s judging, the 
night after the completion of a judge’s 
judging, and for each night in between, if 
any. Accommodations provided must include 
a door that locks and a private bathroom. If a 
judge does not stay at the show hotel, actual 
documented costs, no more than the cost of 
the show hotel, may be charged by the judge. 
Meals are to be provided within this same 
time frame; meals and beverages must also 
be made available at the show. Clubs shall 
not ask judges to share rooms (although 
judges may volunteer to do so). 

... 

RATIONALE: While judges may stay at any hotel that they wish, the club should not be responsible for 
costs in excess of those which would be incurred if a judge stayed at the show hotel. This language mirrors 
the show rule language applicable to judges who do not stay at the show hotel during the week between 
overseas assignments. 

Raymond: The second change is an amendment to Show Rule 20.05 to specify that a 
judge who does not stay at the show hotel may not bill the club more than the cost of the show 
hotel. The language that is being added very closely mirrors the language that is already in the 
show rule that applies when a judge is judging overseas and has back-to-back weekends and in 
between goes and stays somewhere else. It simply prevents judges from billing more than the 
club would pay if they stayed at the show hotel. Bennett: Some of our colleagues are staying 
with friends and putting the cost of the hotel bill on their bill. That needs to be addressed, to 
make it very clear that you don’t get to charge the club when there was no expenditure involved. 
I would amend it to say, whichever is less, because what if they get a room for $30 a night and 
they’re charging $120 because that’s what the club is charging? It should be equal, not to exceed, 
but whichever is less. Raymond: We covered the second part, which says, no more than. 
Bennett: It needs to say whichever is less. Anger: It should be what was actually incurred by the 
judge, not to exceed. The club should be provided with receipts. If someone stays with a friend 
and charges the club $150 a night, that is cheating the club. Ethically incorrect. Nye: I am 
appalled that a CFA judge would have this lack of integrity. Judges should not assume they can 
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simply book a hotel on their own, either. Clubs will oftentimes pre-pay hotel rooms, so they 
shouldn’t be paying for a judge’s room twice. A judge’s arrogance in doing any of this is 
unbelievable. Please let the Judging Program know if those kinds of things are happening. We’re 
here not just to protect the judges, but also the clubs against any sort of abuse like this. It should 
be written in the rule, no more than whatever the club is paying or the lowest amount.  

Anger: I would like to propose an amendment, If a judge does not stay at the show hotel, 
and add actual documented costs, no more than the cost of the show hotel, may be charged by the 
judge. Adding the words actual documented costs. Krzanowski: As the maker of the motion, I 
agree. Anger: As the second, I agree with my amendment. Mastin: Any further discussion on 
the motion? Any objections? Seeing no objections, the motion passes unanimously. 

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. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Ed Raymond, Chair 
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(12) BREEDS AND STANDARDS. 

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

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Notified BCS of proposals ratified/passed at February, 2026 board meeting. Reviewed updated 
Standards for breeds that had changes passed at the February, 2026 Board Meeting. Solicited 
agenda items for BCS/BOD Meeting on June 27. Sent reminder to BCS that declarations for the 
2027-2029 term are due by August 1.  

Current Happenings of Committee: 

Reviewing registration rules for breeds that had changes ratified/passed at the February, 2026 
board meeting. Collecting names of BCS that are attending the June meeting in person or via 
Zoom. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

Review ballot proposals for fall voting. Follow up for volunteers for open BCS.  

Board Action Items: 

None.  

The agenda for the June 27, 2026 BCS meeting with the BOD is attached to this report. 

Time Frame: 

June 2026 through September 2026 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

An update on Breed Council Secretary candidates. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Annette Wilson, Chair 

Wilson: We have no action items. Just a reminder that breed council ballots this Fall will 
be for every breed council. We will be voting for breed council secretaries beginning May 1st. 
Declarations are encouraged, and they are due by August 1st. We’re looking forward to 
Saturday’s meeting of the breed council secretaries with all of you. We’re very appreciative of 
the opportunity and the willingness of the board to meet with the breed council secretaries. It’s 
really important to the breed council secretaries, so thank you very much for doing that. I also 
want to thank Central Office for being so responsive to the Committee.  
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(13) AGILITY. 

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

Dawn Pettyjohn, Jill Archibald, Kimi Dustin  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

The Agility Committee was established and began meeting in August. The Committee focused on 
reviewing and updating the Agility Show Rules. A total of 29 rules were revised to provide more 
detailed guidance for Ringmasters and to clarify obstacle specifications. 

The Agility Committee has begun focusing on exhibitor engagement and spectator entertainment. 
New initiatives include informational signage such as "How to Enter" and "Free 5-Minute 
Trial," flyers promoting free agility trials, and spectator demonstrations at agility events. The 
Committee will continue to explore opportunities to increase exhibitor participation and enhance 
the spectator experience. 

The Agility program added three new Ringmasters from Regions 4, 5, and 6, areas where 
additional Ringmasters were needed. 

The Agility Committee has collaborated with a Region 5 club to bring an additional agility event 
to the West Coast. In February 2027, Golden West Cat Club will host an agility trial, providing 
exhibitors with another opportunity to compete. 

The Agility Committee looks forward to the new season and the opportunities ahead. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Niki Feniak, Chair 

Griswold: There are no action items for Agility. They just wanted to let you know 
they’re expanding. They’ve got more agility ring masters, and they’re excited to move into more 
regions.  
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(14) SHOW SCHEDULING. 

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

1. Since April 1, 2026 six requests for Regions 1 – 7 shows have been announced and 
approved.  

2. Recorded more than 50 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 through June 27. 

Future Projections for Committee: 

None  

Board Action Items: 

None 

Time Frame: 

Through June 27 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting: 

Nothing 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Pamela Moser, Chair 

REGION 4 SHOW DATE DISPUTE 

BACKGROUND: A show date dispute has arisen in Region 4 for the third weekend in 
September. This weekend has been a traditional date for Thumbs Up Cat Fanciers for decades, 
and had rights to the date through September 2026.  Thumbs Up has had difficulty finding an 
affordable show hall on that weekend, and had been in discussions with National Siamese for 
perhaps a year about giving them Thumbs Up’s traditional date. 
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Kittyhawk Felines enters the picture on August 21, 2025, when the club (through Ginger 
Gunlock) requested September 19-20 2026 for a traditional weekend. The Show Scheduling 
Committee responded, stating that Thumbs Up intends to put on a show in 2026, so the request 
must be denied. But that if Thumbs Up CF does not put on a show in 2026, the date will be 
available to Kittyhawk. (A copy of this response email has been requested.) Kittyhawk went 
ahead with plans for a traditional date the following weekend. On September 6, 2025, Kittyhawk 
requested September 26-27, 2027. This request was published by CFA for the September 26 -27 
2027 date. 

Sun, Sep 7, 2025 at 6:06 PM 

  

  

 

 

Region 4 
 

 

 

Kittyhawk Felines is requesting to hold, a 2 day (back to back) 10 ring show, the 
4th  weekend of Sept. (26 & 27) 2026, in Dayton, OH. 
  
They would like to make this their traditional date.  
  
  
  
Question or comments? Contact the Show Scheduling Committee Pam 
Moser bp.moser@comcast.net or Mary Auth mary@maryauth.com before 
September 15, 2025 
   

   
 

 

On October 9, 2025, the Thumbs Up club secretary sent the following message: 

Dear Show Scheduling Committee: 

With regret, Thumbs Up Cat Fanciers finds itself unable to secure a show hall for 
a 2026 show. The members have agreed to give our traditional date, the third 
weekend of September, to the National Siamese Cat Club for their Region 4 show 
in Rochester, New York. 

Please note that the club secretary specifically pointed out that this would be a traditional date 
given to National Siamese. 
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Anger: In summary, per the show rules, if a club is not going to put on a show, they are 
supposed to notify the Show Scheduling Committee 100 days before the show, which in the case 
of Thumbs Up’s date – which is in dispute – would have been June 11, 2026. Thumbs Up 
notified the Show Scheduling Committee on October 9, 2025, which is eight or nine months 
before they’re required to, that they were giving up the traditional date and giving it to the 
National Siamese Cat Club. So, this was all done in a very transparent way – Thumbs Up not 
putting on a show, National Siamese wants our date, end of story. Notice of all of this was sent 
October 9, 2025 and accepted by the Show Scheduling Committee. National Siamese was told 
they could have the date.  

Anger: Unbeknownst to National Siamese or Thumbs Up, Kittyhawk had made a request 
for the date. The Show Scheduling Committee, thinking that Thumbs Up was still trying to put 
on a show, which they were at the time, told Kittyhawk that the date was not available because 
Thumbs Up had it. Instead, Kittyhawk chose to put on a show the following weekend – 
September 26 and 27th, which was pre-noticed via a show change request on the CFA News. 
Kittyhawk requested a two-day show in Dayton, Ohio the following weekend as a traditional 
date. Everything was fine.  

National Siamese sent a notice to the Show Scheduling Committee on October 28 2025, 
requesting September 19-20 2026 but the Committee now claims it did not specify it as a 
traditional date.   

National Siamese is requesting to hold a show the third weekend in Sept 19&20, 
2026 in Brockport NY (Rochester NY area). 

Rachel Anger has told us that Thumbs up will not be holding their show in 
Michigan and she’d like to give us that date.  Our regional director (4) John 
Colilla has approved it, so I’d like to go through the formal request process. 

The issue of the traditional date was clearly implied, both in Thumbs Up’s email giving the 
traditional date to National Siamese, and in National Siamese’s email stating that Thumbs Up 
was giving them that date.  Unfortunately, none of the Committee’s emails have been provided, so 
we don’t know if the question was ever asked to be clarified if it was going to be a traditional 
date – even though it was clearly stated in Thumbs Up’s original communication: have agreed to 
give our traditional date.  

National Siamese did everything they were supposed to do and believes they did go through the 
process with approval from their Regional Director and the schedulers.  They don’t agree that 
this is their fault. 

On October 28 2025, the Show Scheduling Committee responded to the request from National 
Siamese for September 19-20 2026 date. <<National Siamese already has the 3rd weekend in 
September.>> The Committee admits mistaking that National Siamese already had the date, and 
National Siamese went ahead with plans to hold a show on its new traditional date, based on the 
Committee’s approval, which the Committee now claims was a mistake. The show was never 
formally announced via the CFA System.  
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Anger: They went forward and National Siamese sent a note to the Show Scheduling 
Committee confirming that they wanted the date and they were taking it over for their show. 
Unfortunately, they did not know the nuances of that request. It lacked the words “traditional 
date”. That was the intent. It is what Thumbs Up told the Show Scheduling Committee from the 
onset. You see the copy of that email in the report. The members have agreed to give our 
traditional date, the third weekend of September, to the National Siamese Cat Club. The National 
Siamese Cat Club confirmed it by saying they’re requesting to hold a show the third weekend in 
Sept 19 &20, 2026 which was Thumbs Up’s date in Brockport NY (Rochester NY area). Rachel 
Anger has told us that Thumbs Up will not be holding their show in Michigan and she’d like to 
give us that date. To me, it was assumed that since we said from the beginning that it was our 
traditional date. This all transpired in October 2025.  

On May 18, 2026 – almost seven months later – the Committee corresponded with National 
Siamese to explain the error in giving them the date initially and that the original requester 
(Kittyhawk) is entitled to that 2027 date because of an earlier request.  

Anger: If we go down seven months later to May 18, 2026, National Siamese was told 
by the Show Scheduling Committee, “oops, we made a mistake. It’s really going to be 
Kittyhawk’s date.” Everything for the year 2026 is in place. National Siamese is putting on a 
show in place of the Thumbs Up weekend. Kittyhawk is putting on a show the following 
weekend. But, National Siamese is being declined the traditional date and the Show Scheduling 
Committee has given it to Kittyhawk. So, this is the dispute, from my perspective and from the 
perspective of the National Siamese Cat Club.  

The Show Scheduling Committee feels that Kittyhawk requested this date first. When it was 
posted to the CFA site, Thumbs Up objected because they still had the traditional date until 
September 2026, at which time the date would become open if Thumbs Up was not able to hold a 
show. As noted above, on October 28, 2025, Thumbs Up realized that a 2026 show would not be 
possible, so the Committee was informed that the date would go to National Siamese for 2026. 
Kittyhawk had already moved on and taken the week after to put on their show in 2026.  

Kittyhawk would now like the third weekend of September.  The traditional date actually still 
belongs to Thumbs Up until September 2026, but since they turned it over to National Siamese, 
Thumbs Up believes that the date should go to National Siamese.   

Action Item: Regarding the traditional date held (or formerly held) by Thumbs Up Cat Fanciers 
for the third week of September, honor Thumbs Up’s October 9, 2025 email to the Show 
Scheduling Committee and give the traditional date to National Siamese Cat Club, provided that 
the club holds a show in the same location for two consecutive years. 

Anger: The motion is [reads]. Webb: Second. Anger: Remember again, we informed 
everyone on October 9, 2025 that this was happening. Thumbs Up really had until June 11, 2026 
before we had an obligation to notify anyone that we were giving up the date. We did it in 
complete transparency, specifically for the reason to give the traditional date to National 
Siamese, which was agreed to and then seven months later the agreement was reversed. That’s 
my perspective. The Show Scheduling Committee may have a different idea about that. I do want 
to point out; the Show Scheduling Committee does claim that they told Kittyhawk if Thumbs Up 
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doesn’t put on a show in 2026, the date will be available to Kittyhawk. I requested a copy of that 
communication, but it was never received. I’m taking them at their word that they did that, but I 
don’t know that it was actually said in those exact words. That is the issue we have before you 
today.  

Auth: First of all, it’s our assumption that clubs cannot just give another date without 
some pre-noticing. The National Siamese show was not pre-noticed as a traditional date. It can’t 
be assumed that because one club gives up a date, regardless of what their status is, that it still 
needs to go through the process and it never did. Pam did communicate with Kittyhawk, that 
initially that the date would be open if Thumbs Up abandoned it for two years, which is how it’s 
happened. So, the first year we have National Siamese taking it for 2026. Pam initially did 
communicate to Kittyhawk that the date was available for 2027 because of National Siamese not 
asking for it officially as a traditional date. Is that clear? Mastin: I understand. Anger: In 
rebuttal, Thumbs Up did everything we were supposed to do, and National Siamese did what 
they were supposed to do in order to begin the process, but the process was apparently not 
initiated or followed through by the Show Scheduling Committee for the date switch to be pre-
noticed. It wasn’t because of any failure on the part of either of those two clubs. Other than the 
Show Scheduling Committee doing it, I don’t know how that process would be initiated. The 
Show Scheduling Committee’s process is to move forward on requests like this, so we were 
relying on them to do it. Now, from Thumbs Up’s standpoint, we notified the Show Scheduling 
Committee, saw that the National Siamese had also contacted the Show Scheduling Committee, 
so we assumed that everything would be naturally take place and it was no longer our issue. 
Most clubs aren’t sophisticated about the process and I don’t know how sophisticated National 
Siamese members are of the process. Perhaps they should have known that their request was also 
supposed to say “traditional” and they should have known that they didn’t see anything 
happening and made sure to follow it up. This process isn’t published anywhere, so we relied on 
the Committee to follow through on the process and they didn’t. So, now the date is being taken 
away from the National Siamese.  

Mastin: Does National Siamese have their show license? Tartaglia: For 2026, yes. 
Griswold: Does Kittyhawk have a traditional date? Auth: No. Griswold: OK, does National 
Siamese have a traditional date? Auth: Not technically, no. They were looking for a new date. 
They had a date at another time and now they’re looking for that date to be theirs but they only 
requested it for 2026, in the viewpoint of the Show Scheduling Committee. Griswold: When 
Thumbs Up had a show and Kittyhawk or National Siamese had a show, they were far enough 
apart that there was no issues previously? Auth: That’s correct. Griswold: So, now because of 
the location of where National Siamese wants to have the show, now they’re too close together. 
Auth: Yes. They cannot have a show on the same weekend as Kittyhawk. Griswold: Because 
they’re within 500 miles? Auth: Yes. Griswold: So, this is a dispute over the date and then also 
the shows are now too close together. Auth: Correct, but Kittyhawk would be denied a show in 
Dayton, Ohio because it’s too close to when National Siamese is putting it on in 2026. It’s the 
viewpoint of the Show Scheduling Committee that the 2027 date is up for grabs and would 
require an additional request by National Siamese to request it for 2027 as a traditional date and 
beyond. Griswold: Can I just get a clarification on what is required to create a traditional date? 
Raymond: Shows in two consecutive years on the same date, same location. Mastin: Until the 
board changes it, that is the show rule. Anger: So, in that case, all National Siamese has to do is 
request the date for 2027 to hold the show and they have the traditional date? Auth: They can do 
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that, but Kittyhawk already has a request in. Mastin: Mary, did the Show Scheduling Committee 
give National Siamese the OK that they could have the third weekend in September? Auth: For 
2026, yes. Mastin: Does Kittyhawk have the fourth week in September? Auth: For 2026, and 
they requested it for 2027 for the third weekend. Mastin: Kittyhawk has the fourth weekend in 
September of 2027?Auth: To say yes would be presumptuous. I don’t know, I’d have to go look 
at the records and I don’t have them. Colilla: I’m not aware of any conflicts in the region. Auth: 
What I’m not aware of is, does Kittyhawk have a facility for 2027, because we do require that 
you have a location and a facility locked in. Nye: When a club is asking for a date for year one 
and they are given that date, they haven’t established it yet as a traditional date. If someone else 
comes along and says, “I want it for next year,” does the first club that’s holding it on year one 
receive communication from the Show Scheduling Committee, offering the date to them, or is it 
a free-for-all until somebody establishes a traditional date in two years? Auth: When the initial 
requester requests it as a traditional date, it goes on the calendar and is held. If someone else 
were to come in and request that same date within 500 miles of a club who is in the first year of 
their traditional date, then we automatically contact that club to say, “are you going to put on a 
show your second year?” If they say yes, then it is denied to the new requester. Nye: Isn’t that 
what happened here, that National Siamese has 2026 and before Kittyhawk is given the 
opportunity to have 2027, National Siamese should have been contacted to see if they were going 
to use it in 2027? Auth: But they did not ask for it as a traditional date, so it’s assumed it’s a one-
time request and our notices that go out from CFA specifically say one-time request or 
traditional.  

Raymond: In the report is a screenshot of the request that was sent out for Kittyhawk for 
the fourth weekend of September 2026. There’s a statement that they wish to make this their 
traditional date. So, now they’re backing away from that and trying the weekend earlier? Auth: 
They did not request their 2027 date as a traditional date, only the 2026 date, which was denied 
initially. Nye: But it’s on the pre-notice from Central Office. They would like to make this their 
traditional date. Auth: For this fourth weekend in September? Mastin: Yes. Auth: Alright, then 
I’m mistaken on that because I wasn’t aware of that. Then we assume that Kittyhawk has a space 
and available for their fourth weekend in September. Mastin: Ed, thanks for pointing that out.  

Anger: I’d like to go back to the original email that Thumbs Up sent as the notification. 
We have agreed to give our traditional date, the third weekend of September, to the National 
Siamese Cat Club. It was very clear what the intent was. Auth: I would argue that circumvents 
the system that we have in place that follows the show rules. Anger: What show rule? Auth: 
That a club wanting a traditional date goes through the process, requesting it through the Show 
Scheduling Committee and it’s noted that it’s a traditional date request. Anger: National Siamese 
did everything they were supposed to do and believes they did go through the process with 
approval from everyone. They don’t agree that this is their fault. They were told that they had the 
date and in the notification from the Show Scheduling Committee, it says from a quote from the 
emails, “National Siamese already has the third weekend in September” and National Siamese 
assumed that that was the traditional date because that is what had been discussed throughout the 
entire procedure. Bennett: My question then is, does it actually have to come from a member of 
the club to request the traditional date or, in this case, you have two clubs working together? The 
request was made copying National Siamese, because I think that’s the nuance here. It sounds 
like the request for the traditional date was made, but because it came from Thumbs Up on 
behalf of National Siamese, you’re saying it wasn’t following the process. Auth: That’s correct. 
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One of the issues with this is that a request for any show date has to come from either the 
president or the secretary of the requesting club. Bennett: Is that nuance clear? Raymond: I 
wasn’t aware of it. That’s not part of the show rule. The show rules are silent as to how the 
process works when a club, like in this case, abandons their traditional date and turns it over to 
another club. Bennett: So, in your opinion, there was no violation. The way that Thumbs Up and 
National Siamese did it was in no way a violation of CFA show rules. It was an acceptable 
method of doing it. In my limited legal experience, ambiguity is always given in favor of the 
person who isn’t writing the process. Raymond: Ambiguity is usually when there are two parties 
in a contract situation, the ambiguity is resolved in favor of the person. In this situation, neither 
of them are contracting parties. Bennett: True, but it’s our Show Scheduling Committee 
representing CFA who did and so based on this, I would support Thumbs Up and National 
Siamese. Raymond: The kicker is that the announcement for Kittyhawk for 2026 that came from 
the Show Scheduling Committee indicates they wanted to make this their traditional date going 
forward. Bennett: I would have to support Thumbs Up and National Siamese, because of those 
details. Just want to make sure I’m understanding rules.  

Mastin: Ed, based on the motion and show rules, can the board approve that motion? 
Raymond: I would add to the motion, provided that the club holds a show in the same location 
for two consecutive years. Mastin: We want to comply with show rules. If you’re in favor of the 
motion, raise your hand.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Jensen voting no. Anger abstained for cause. 
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(15) JUNIOR FANCIERS. 

 Committee Chair: Sheri Shaffer – Albert Sweitzer 
 Liaison to Board: Jacqui Bennett  
 List of Committee Members: Albert Sweitzer, Beth Grant-Field, Frank Schaefer 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Brief Summation of Immediate Past Committee Activities: 

Junior Fanciers had Juniors participating in both the North Atlantic Region and the Great Lakes 
Region.  

Future Projections for Committee: 

I am stepping down as the Co-Chair of the Junior Program. I appreciate all of the Board’s 
support during my tenure. I am always here to help whoever may be chosen as the next Junior 
Fancier Chair.  

Board Action Items: Two additions made to the Junior Fanciers Guidelines.  

1. See Addition to the section, Enter a CFA Show and Exhibit a Cat 

 Show Participation – Juniors gain experience by becoming involved in activities 
associated with CFA Cat Shows. The goal is to expand the Junior Fancier’s knowledge of 
breeds, standards, and grooming experience through show participation.  

o Bring a friend to a CFA-licensed cat show - The Junior Fancier brings a friend 
to a cat show in which they participate. Please read this page: Cat Shows – For 
Kids… About Cats (cfa.org). The Junior will print out a copy of the CFA Show 
Guide and bring with them to the show. The Show Guide can be found here in pdf 
form Show Guide – For Kids… About Cats (cfa.org). The Junior will take a photo 
of themselves and their friend at the show they are participating, with the Show 
Guide in the photo, and add to their notebook.  

o CFA Show Rules – The Junior Fancier will download, or order a printed copy 
from CFA, and read the latest CFA Show Rules. A copy of the latest Show Rules 
can be found here: CFA Manuals – The Cat Fanciers’ Association, Inc . The 
Junior Fancier will acknowledge they have reviewed the Show Rules and keep a 
copy of this acknowledgement in their notebook. This activity can be counted 
annually toward achievement. 

o Enter a CFA Show and Exhibit a Cat- The Junior Fancier will enter and exhibit 
their cat in any competitive class (Kitten, Championship, Premiership, Household 
Pet, or Agility) offered at a CFA Show. A competitive entry will be entered in the 
Judge’s book in the same way as other entries in the show included in the count 
for its class, as part of its class, and will be eligible for all awards in its class. The 
Junior Fancier will take a photo of their cat on the Judging table and keep it in 
their notebook. 
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 Entries in a show - If a Junior does not currently own a cat, they may 
participate by shadowing an exhibitor who has an entry in the show. This 
opportunity is intended to introduce the Junior to the experience of 
exhibiting. Should the Junior wish to shadow the Program Chair or the 
Regional Coordinator, the entry being shown must be owned or co-owned 
by that Chair or Coordinator. The Chair and/or Coordinator may not be 
an agent for any entry shown by a Junior Fancier.  

 Earned Titles – For each title earned on a cat (Grand, Regional Win, 
Breed Win, or National Win), the Junior Fancier will be awarded one 
activity earned in Show Participation. 

Shaffer: We would like to make two additions to the Junior Fancier Guidelines. The first 
one I have in yellow. Should a Junior wish to exhibit a cat, we had allowed them to shadow 
another exhibitor and help them show their cat, put their cats in the ring, learn about how to show 
and exhibit cats. We are going to clarify our guidelines concerning this. So what we added is in 
yellow. Bennett: So moved. Currle: Second. Mastin: Discussion on the first motion? Any 
questions? Any objections? Motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

2. Added a Junior Fanciers Code of Ethics as Attachment B to 2026-2027 Junior Fanciers 
Guidelines 

Junior Program Code of Conduct 

 Program Chairs, Regional Coordinators, and Junior Fanciers shall conduct themselves 
in a manner that preserves the dignity of the cats and maintains mutual respect among all 
participants. 

 Program Chairs, Regional Coordinators, and Junior Fanciers will promote interest in 
cats, support the betterment of our breeds, and encourage the continued advancement of 
the cat fancy. 

 Program Chairs, Regional Coordinators, and Junior Fanciers will encourage others to 
develop an interest in the cat fancy and participate in our shared endeavors. 

 The Program Chair and Regional Coordinators will encourage Junior Fanciers to 
participate in activities that interest them and ensure they are aware of the various 
opportunities available within the Junior Fanciers Program beyond exhibiting. 

 The Program Chair, Regional Coordinators, and all individuals associated with the 
Junior Program will conduct themselves in a professional manner at all times. 

 The Chair and/or Coordinator will demonstrate conduct that upholds the integrity of the 
Program at all times. 

 Individuals involved in the Junior Program will refrain from using their position or 
responsibilities to advance their own cats or personal interests. 
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Shaffer: We propose to add a Code of Conduct for anyone in the Junior Program, using 
other codes of conduct with similar statements. That includes any chair, regional coordinator, or 
Junior themselves. Bennett: I fully support it. Currle: I second. Mastin: Any objections? 
Motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Time Frame:  

Effective Immediately 

What Will be Presented at the Next Meeting:  

None expected at this time. 

A copy of the 2026-2027 Junior Fanciers Guidelines are attached. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Sheri Shaffer, M.A., CFA Junior Fanciers’ Co-Chair 

DelaBar: You are resigning? Thank you for your work. Shaffer: Thank you for having 
me. Bennett: I want to thank Sheri and Albert for the work that they have done and also on this 
Code of Conduct and expanding this Program. I hope this Program will continue to expand and 
grow with CFA. We will miss you. Mastin: Sheri, thank you. Shaffer: I’m always here to help. 
I’m really hoping we can eventually expand internationally. 
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Reports of Special (Select or Ad Hoc) Committees 

None. 
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Reports of Affiliates 

(16) WORLD CAT CONGRESS. 

 Delegate: Pam DelaBar  
 Advisor: Marilee Griswold  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Report on the World Cat Congress (WCC), 23-27 April 2026, Liverpool, Great Britain  

The 2026 World Cat Congress meeting and events were hosted by the Governing Council of the 
Cat Fancy (GCCF) in Liverpool, Great Britain. Marilee Griswold attended the event as CFA 
Advisor and Pam DelaBar attended as CFA Delegate. Marilee is also a member of the WCC 
Health & Welfare Committee and Pam is the chair of the WCC Legislative Committee. 

Delegates and Advisors arrived 23 April and were treated to a welcome dinner at the Pullman 
Hotel. The hotel was located on the famous Mersey River and many did “go ferry on the 
Mersey” on Friday 24 April. The main event on Friday was the Beatles Tour of various locations 
throughout Liverpool, culminating with an extended stop for lunch and beverages at The 
Caverns Club where the Beatles performed and started gaining fame. 

The Saturday seminar presentations were highly informative and were live-streamed, available 
for a fee. Professor David Killick gave a very interesting presentation on cancer in cats and the 
latest research. Of particular note was the updated treatment of cats with mammary cancer. 
Professor Danielle Gunn-Moore updated the group on current FIP treatments, and that cats 
once treated “and cured”, could be infected again. Professor Dan O’Neill briefed on the 
extreme confirmation crises in dogs and how to prevent this from happening with cats. Professor 
(Dr.) Leslie Lyons spoke about current status of breed specific genetic problems, some newly 
discovered conditions, and the necessity applying consistent health criteria in breeding and 
showing. She introduced us to the Phoenix mutation, which is a brownish orange color. Dr. Sara 
Heath presented the effects of emotional well-being of cats and environmental enrichment and 
optimization which affects physical, emotional, and cognitive health. Elodie Morel from Royal 
Canin (a sponsor of the World Cat Congress) spoke about their Choose Health initiative. 
Updates were given from the chairs of the Health & Welfare and Legislative Commission and all 
nine member organizations gave presentations. A gala dinner was held Saturday night. 

On Sunday, GCCF held its Supreme Show which is the largest show for the organization for the 
year. This year over 400 cats were entered. Pam was honored with judging Persians, Exotics, 
and Norwegian Forest Cats and her best of breed Norwegian was ultimately named Supreme Cat 
in Show. 

The WCC Annual General Meeting was conducted on Monday, 27 April. Annette Sjodin (FIFe) 
was re-elected vice president and Robbie Walker (ACF) was reappointed secretary/treasurer. 
Member dues were held at $400 Australian (about $286 USD) and member travel allowance at 
$1000 Australian (about $717 USD). Though both CFA and TICA had nominated LOOF for 
membership, it was not accepted this year. 
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There was a lot of discussion on fake pedigrees and much of it about Ragdolls. DNA parentage 
testing was recommended to prove if pedigrees were correct, but it was noted some false DNA 
tests results were generated using AI. Also advised was that each organization develop methods 
for dealing with false pedigrees. CFA stated free cattery/offspring reports were provided yearly 
to CFA registered catteries to check for any “strange” entries on the reports. 

Health and welfare of cats was extensively discussed during the meeting. Also stated that not 
only responsible breeding should be addressed but more focus is also needed on responsible 
ownership. A “backyard breeder” was defined as someone who breeds for sales vs a responsible 
breeder who breeds for health and provides pedigrees. Question to all: how healthy are our 
breeds? WCC committees were formed to address the alignment of EMS codes, parentage testing 
and pedigree documentation, comprehensive assessment of overall health status of pedigreed 
cats within member organizations, and judging and show practices actively support sustainable 
breeding and animal welfare. 

The next WCC meeting will be hosted by TICA, 25-30 March 2027 in Toronto, Canada 
(Mississauga, The International Center), 2028 meeting will be hosted by FIFe, and 2029 by 
WCF. The CFA budget for attendance at the 2027 WCC meeting has been approved. 

The overall approved budget for the Delegate and Advisor for the 2026 WCC was $5328. The 
total expenditures were $2,968.27 (44.29 percent of budget). Pam’s hotel rate was reduced by 
two nights for judging the GCCF Supreme and she also recently received $1000 Australian 
(about $717 USD) for the member travel allowance. The $717 was reimbursed to CFA as 
expenses had been reimbursed. 

The World Cat Congress is essential to identify, research, and solve problems across the member 
organizations, and literally around the world. Much of our networking is done during meals and 
socially in the lounges. There are difficult problems we must solve and many involve genetics 
and health/welfare of our breeds. 

Thank you for entrusting us to represent CFA in this most critical function. 

Pam DelaBar    Marilee Griswold, M.D. 
CFA Delegate    CFA Advisor 

DelaBar: The focus of this entire time with the other eight members of the World Cat 
Congress was on health and animal welfare, on addressing the diseases of cats, on addressing the 
health of our cats, breeding healthy cats, showing healthy cats. It also very much emphasized, 
when a cat changes hands or if a cat is going for breeding, that there be an updated, recent health 
certificate of that cat or to have a copy that was handed out for veterinary inspections before 
breeding. This is one of the better ways we can start helping ourselves fight restrictive 
legislation. As for breed bans, the major sponsor of the World Cat Congress, which is Royal 
Canin, has come out with a strong statement not supporting banning of breeds, but we also need 
to look very seriously at genetic testing on many of our breeds to ensure that we can keep them 
healthy and focus on more healthy breedings to ensure the viability and the continued history of 
our breeds. Also frequently discussed was the validity of the pedigrees coming from the different 
associations within the World Cat Congress. Parental testing is often one way to be able to 
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identify whether we’ve got a valid or an invalid pedigree, and that’s registration. Artificial 
intelligence has often come up with very invalid pedigrees and has now started affecting our 
genetic testing and is where we were getting false genetic testing. As an organization, we need to 
determine how we’re going to do this. I have to say, people look to CFA. Thanks to Karen 
Lawrence for identifying fraudulent registrations and violators. Even in our southern 
hemispheres, other associations are having problems with different breeds.  

Griswold: The last two years that I’ve been to the World Cat Congress, I have been 
impressed that they’re trying to form activity groups, which they didn’t have previously. The 
World Cat Congress was critiqued for not being proactive. Pam is now on the Legislative 
Committee. I’m on the Health and Welfare Committee, and we’re working together with all of 
the constituents of the World Cat Congress on how to address some of the health issues that our 
breeds are being accused of, as well as the legislation that’s going to affect them going forward. 
The WCC is starting to be a proactive. 

DelaBar: The World Cat Congress this year was hosted by the Governing Council of the 
Cat Fancy, GCCF, in the UK. The show had 400 entries. We brought down some of the costs 
because they picked up two hotel nights, for me being a judge. We came in at 44.29% of our 
approved budget. I thought the seminars were quite good. I think that we represented CFA quite 
well. It was an honor and thank you. Mastin: Pam and Marilee, thank you for attending and 
doing a great job. 
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Unfinished Business and General Orders 

(17) UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 

None. 
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(18) OTHER COMMITTEES. 

None. 
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(19) NEW BUSINESS. 

(a) Allowing TICA Judges. 

FROM: Pam DelaBar, Director, Region 9, CFA Delegate to WCC 

TO: CFA Board of Directors 

SUBJECT: Update CFA Policy on “Domestic Organizations”. 

CFA’s policy on the recognition of organizations and limiting participation in, especially those 
within the boundaries of the United States, has been in effect for at least the past 50 years. At the 
latest FIFe annual general meeting in Vilnius, Lithuania, a FIFe federation was approved in the 
US, specifically in San Antonio, Texas. FIFe federations (and WCF federations as well) function 
much the same as those organizations with central registries: they promote and enforce the 
parent organization rules, issue registrations and pedigrees, maintain the registry database, 
license and conduct cat shows, and accept/train judges. 

DelaBar: One thing that became very evident during this past World Cat Congress is that 
CFA is the only organization of the nine members that does not allow the reciprocity of judges. 
This makes CFA appear arrogant. CFA and several members of the World Cat Congress have 
talked about having a pool of well-qualified judges that could judge for any of our WCC 
members. Yes, we have good judges, we have good programs. Our expertise is valued throughout 
the world, but we have colleagues in other associations who have outstanding talent and ability 
to take a breed standard and apply it. It’s what you learn to do when you guest judge and you’ve 
got some experience behind you. Judges in other associations sometimes have better genetic 
knowledge. We’re very picky on the guest judges we allow, and so are other associations. We 
have had a policy of not recognizing the judges from other domestic organizations. It’s time for 
CFA to get rid of the policy and allow reciprocity with our judges. We’ve done that with CFF. 
What has happened in Europe with legislation and animal welfare laws is going to come here. 
We all need to work together. I’m proud of being a CFA judge. I want us to be open to the 
possibilities and probabilities that this organization is going to be faced with in the upcoming 
years. We need all the friends we can get, so please consider doing away with this policy of not 
working with our domestic partners.  

DelaBar: I have gone through the Judging Program rules and the show rules, and have 
made minor changes to be able to open us up to the rest of the World Cat Congress. Anger: Pam 
has a very external view of this issue. I have an external view of this issue. I also have a direct 
experience. In February 2018, the Executive Committee approved me to guest judge for TICA in 
an emergency situation. The universe did not implode over this guest judge situation. It was a 
beautiful, feel-good time when everybody was happy that it worked out. My comments at the 
time included, Developing stronger relationships domestically will strengthen our hobby. As the 
exhibitor base shrinks – this was in 2018, imagine how much more shrunken today –we are 
going to have to rely on one another, starting with more in-conjunction shows right now and 
getting to know one another. CFA is viewed as snobby and flexible and old school. Since 2018, 
that impression has only magnified itself. Despite the progressive moves we have made in the 
past 10 years or so, whether we are or not isn’t the issue. How do we get more fun in our shows? 
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Working together is the key to the future. Those things are so much more true today than they 
were then. As I said, the world didn’t fall apart. It only strengthened things for just that beautiful 
moment. TICA has some very talented judges. We have a very strong guest judge program 
already in place, to offer oversight that we need on all guest judges. My vision is very clear. We 
need this now. Today is a good day to seriously consider how this could help CFA in a very 
external and internal way with our global reputation in the community and our own Judging 
Program. Won’t we look even stronger if we do this?  

Nye: I want to talk about two aspects of this. One, this involves mostly Regions 1 
through 7, the United States. I’m talking about how this impacts the United States. We’re 
delivering a brand, the CFA brand. When you come to a CFA show, your expectation is to see a 
panel of CFA judges. It’s very rare when we get guest judges in the United States. It’s not 
actually written into our show rules, “everybody except for TICA.” We actually allow the Cat 
Fanciers’ Federation to participate with their seven judges. We did this to help CFF, but we’re 
delivering the CFA brand. When we opened up to domestic associations in 2020 through 2022, 
we allowed TICA and ACF judges to come judge our shows in CFA, and the CFA judges could 
judge their shows, with certain distance limitations. The complaints that I received from CFA 
judges were numerous. I feel an obligation to protect our CFA judging panel. Single specialty 
judges will be competing with TICA judges for assignments, and they will have difficulty 
meeting the requirements for advancement. I’m afraid that our future applications are going to 
dry up. I need to be able to encourage the people that have been loyal and committed to CFA all 
these years to continue to strive to become judges for CFA. It comes down to the CFA brand in 
the United States and that is why in many cases we have had this rule or policy all these years. 
The only place that I’ve seen it written is on our guest judging document, which says that we 
have an automatic judging reciprocity agreement with any association that is a member of the 
World Cat Congress. We have additional reciprocity agreements with several associations in 
Australia and New Zealand. I am not in favor for the two reasons – keeping the CFA brand, 
delivering the CFA product in the United States as CFA, and also the fact that our CFA judges 
deserve the support of the board to keep their assignments and to keep them from having to 
compete with judges who are closer to where the show is being put on. In the United States, I 
feel an obligation to protect our judging panel.  

Bennett: On two separate occasions in the past five years, I have proposed two different 
methods of doing exactly this, so you’re not going to be surprised when I tell you I am in support 
of this. Let me reiterate why I am in support. One, the only member of World Cat Congress we 
do not have reciprocity with is TICA. It is elitist, it is arrogant, and it is affecting our reputation. 
Two, as Rachel said, the world won’t come to an end. The CFA judge complaints are from our 
colleagues who feel ownership or entitlement to those assignments. My colleagues and I need to 
remember, we’re not owed anything. It is an honor to be offered an assignment. The clubs choose 
and hire us. They pick the judges they want for different reasons, some of them for finance, some 
of them for past behaviors, some of them for showmanship. There’s a lot of reasons clubs hire 
certain judges. Three, a rising tide floats all boats. By doing the reciprocity, we gain credibility 
with TICA. We gain an ally that we already have to a certain extent, but we strengthen that 
relationship. We also encourage cross-pollination. A TICA exhibitor who’s never tried CFA but 
sees a familiar judge might come over and show in our shows, where they never would have 
before and vice versa. Region 3, the Texas area, has a lot of TICA shows and we have a lot of 
cross exhibitors going back and forth. It’s usually our exhibitors going to them, not their 
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exhibitors coming to us. We have a guest judging program that evaluates the skills of those 
judges. None of that would change. We would just be evaluating the skills of the TICA judges, as 
we do every other association, and if they behave badly, we wouldn’t let them guest judge again. 
They get evaluations. It’s the same process. Four, are we a global organization or are we a U.S. 
organization? We need to pick. If we are a global organization, what we do for Europe, what we 
do for Japan, what we do for Asia, we should also give that same freedom to the U.S. If a club 
wants to hire a TICA judge as a novelty, as a way to attract new exhibitors, they should not be 
forced to hire a CFA judge they don’t want for some reason. Judges are not employees of CFA. 
We are fully licensed independent contractors who work for the clubs. The clubs are our 
customers, but we are tying their hands. I firmly support this. We cannot continue to link 
ourselves to our performance in the 1980s. We have grown globally. We need to act like we’re 
growing globally. My last point is, Don Williams once told me that his vision of the World Cat 
Congress was that one day, a judge from a member of the World Cat Congress could judge any 
of those associations. He wanted an elite panel of judges who were cross-qualifying to represent 
cats all over the world and bringing everybody together. That was a pretty smart concept. He had 
a great vision. I think it’s time that we adopt it.  

Altschul: I want to speak to this as an exhibitor. As an exhibitor, I prefer CFA judges. 
This is why I only go to CFA shows. However, as an exhibitor, I also prefer that there are CFA 
shows. Clubs are absolutely struggling to complete their judging panels. Even trying to license 
judges a year out, they are finding very little availability or they’re having to invite judges that 
are very cost prohibitive for them to bring in. They need more flexibility. I’ve been to numerous 
shows in the last year where they had to do multiple last-minute replacements of judges. One of 
them, after replacing three judges, was not able to replace a fourth judge and we ended up having 
one less ring. Changing the way we view competing organizations and perhaps trying to build 
bridges so we can work cooperatively would be beneficial to not just our association but to our 
exhibitors. We lose exhibitors when they cannot get to shows. We lose exhibitors when the entry 
fees get raised because it costs so much to bring the judges in. They cannot afford to show. When 
we lose exhibitors, we lose breeders, we lose registrations. It has to be looked at from more than 
just the perspective of, yes, we love our CFA judges. This is not a negative perspective toward 
our CFA judges. We love our CFA judges. We show CFA. We are dedicated to CFA, but we are 
also realizing that the world is changing. Speaking as Regional Director, my clubs come to me 
and they say they cannot find judges. I try to help them but no judges are available. They were 
already contracted a year and a half out. We’re going to have to be more flexible to help our 
clubs, our exhibitors, and our breeders.  

Jensen: To look at this in a narrow way isn’t beneficial to us. I’m licensed as an attorney 
in California. I can get licensed and practice in Washington. It doesn’t mean that I’m better or 
worse than a Washington attorney. You can also appear temporarily in an outside jurisdiction. I 
think if we do something like that, then it’s an inroad. I’ve contacted people that I thought would 
be good judges and I asked them if they would be interested in going into the Judging Program, 
but they’re tied to TICA and they wouldn’t want to let go of that to join us. They would be good 
judges. Doing this would open the door to them. I have a lot of TICA people in my region that I 
think that if they could see the name of a TICA judge every once in a while, it would bring more 
entries. We need entries. We need shows, as Carissa and Jacqui said. Last season, I had a last-
minute cancellation and I had to scramble to find a judge. That last-minute judge came at 
considerable expense, enough that the club ended up in a loss. We are doing our shows on a razor 
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margin of profitability. If the clubs can’t make any money, they’re not going to put on shows. 
With the price of everything going up, a lot of my clubs are not so sure that they want to do a 
show. This is a good thing and it’s time. Moyer: I support this. From a show producing 
standpoint, it is definitely becoming harder and harder to find judge, especially when there is a 
cancellation. I became aware that ACFA approached us as an organization and asked us for 
reciprocity, and they were told we were not interested. Should that not have been a board 
discussion? Mastin: It most certainly should have been a board discussion. Who told them we 
weren’t interested? Moyer: I understand they wrote to the Judging Program. Nye: I’ve never 
received a request from ACFA on reciprocity. Mastin: I wasn’t the one that said no. I met with 
them two years ago. Webster: As a regional director, putting on a show requires judges from 
another region. Some of them will be retiring next year. We need to be flexible. Huhtaniemi: I 
am supporting this change. Exhibitors want to see new judges. TICA is going to offer new judges 
for the CFA exhibitors. When we have a guest judge, they are judging based on the CFA 
standards, not the TICA standards. I’m very much for this change.  

Nye: I managed the guest judging piece during the time we had the reciprocity, and it was 
only used in Florida and in Gardner, Kansas. With regard to getting a replacement at the last 
minute from TICA’s judging panel, that’s not going to happen because the rules require the 60 
day approval to have a guest judge. It is not easy for Neil to manage all these requests. When we 
get a request for a guest judge we’re not familiar with, they’re basically approved on the fact that 
they’re licensed by the other association. Clubs are supposed to make sure that these guest judges 
have an experienced clerk in their ring. The majority of the time, that does not happen. Neil or I 
review every guest judge’s paperwork, every assignment, and they are rife with mistakes, not just 
little, but mechanical errors. It’s got to be a scoring nightmare for Central Office. The clubs don’t 
help us by making sure that their paperwork is right. Consequently, exhibitors pay the penalty 
because they’re not getting the points that they earned. And then the evaluations from the clubs, 
there’s a conflict of interest in their bias to start with because they want to be able to hire these 
guest judges, so these evaluations are typically useless. We’re not asking the right audience. I 
agree that many of the TICA judges are very talented judges. I hate to see us referred to as 
snobbish. Maybe I’m too much of a CFA person at heart. Bennett: You’ve made some excellent 
points, but none of those points are specific to TICA. They’re specific to the guest judging 
program. If it’s truly ineffective and we’re truly having all these programs, then we need to re-
evaluate whether we need a guest judging program at all or we do something to fix the guest 
program. Everybody agrees we need a guest judging program. Isolating TICA from it is not 
going to fix it or change it. It’s just going to make it more available to the Region 1 through 7 
clubs to make that request. Clubs potentially want to have those people as a pool for them to hire 
in the normal process. We’re not going to have six rings of TICA judges. Our current guest 
judging program rules specify a maximum number of guest judges allowed per show, so no 
association is going to skew our national or regional results. This is just opening the pool to 
allow Region 1-7 exhibitors to have the same increased pool that Region 9 has and benefits from. 
If you’re having failures in the paperwork, then we need to revamp our guest judging program to 
do better training and accepting and ranking them. I know that JPC does an amazing job and that 
they’re working on it. While I absolutely agree with your points that the guest judging program 
has weaknesses, holding TICA out isn’t going to solve any of those. Anger: We have an 
approved guest judge list. Some TICA judges could work their way to Approved Guest Judge 
status, which will no longer require the 60 day pre-notice. Also, in our Judging Program rules, 
we do have a prohibition, Approval is conditioned upon there being no licensed CFA show within 
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a 500 mile radius or within a country in Europe as the subject show at the time the approval is 
granted. Some safeguards and some opportunities for flexibility are already in place. 

[Secretary’s Note: A discussion ensued regarding whether board member/judges should 
abstain from the vote.] Raymond: To require the judges on this board to abstain on this question 
would fly in the face of board processes for as long as I can remember. For example, all of you 
judges on the board relicense your colleagues every year. This is really no different. That being 
said, if you personally feel that you have a conflict, you can abstain. You are not required to 
abstain.  

DelaBar: This is not just about shows. We’re a global association. We have problems 
happening within our globe that are directly affecting many parts of our association, but haven’t 
yet to kick in for Regions 1-7 when it comes to animal legislation and animal welfare. We need 
friends, and our friends who agree with us the most are sitting on the World Cat Congress. Let’s 
be open to all our people on the World Cat Congress.  

Action Item: Reconsider Motion #8. 

8. Anger 
Griswold 

06.03.2026 

Due to the economic struggles in Singapore and the extreme 
challenges caused by the country’s strict import policies, for its 
August 1, 2026 show in Singapore (ID-Other), grant the TICA 
club, Feline Club Singapore, permission to use a CFA judge as 
a guest judge. grant a CFA judge permission to judge for TICA 
club Feline Club Singapore. 

Motion Failed. 
Nasin, Webster, 
Colilla, Calhoun, 
Mastin and Nye 
voting no. 

This event was originally intended to be a two-day TICA show. However, the show 
committee discussed whether they could also support and help CFA in Singapore, given that CFA 
currently has fewer shows in Singapore. With that in mind, they raised the idea with their team, 
and everyone voted in favor of extending our support. 

The intention was simply to contribute positively to the cat fancy community in Singapore 
as a whole. They listen to the interests of their exhibitors and members, and felt that supporting 
CFA alongside TICA would be beneficial for the growth of the community. 

In addition, the show hall venue, table, chairs are also being fully funded by the TICA 
club. TICA team has built strong relationships with many suppliers and sponsors over the years. 
These relationships have helped them secure support for their events, and they believed that this 
goodwill and network could also help contribute to the success of a CFA event. As for the 
remaining CFA-related expenses, one of the show managers has generously agreed to sponsor 
them personally as part of their effort to support CFA’s growth in Singapore and the success of 
the show. This is what made the event possible, together with CFA’s support and approval to hold 
the CFA show on the following day.  

At present, TICA is doing well and have more show in Singapore. Encouraging more 
opportunities across organizations can help strengthen the hobby and benefit the entire 
community. 
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Mastin: I want to go back to Online Motion #8. The original motion was made by 
Rachel, and it was seconded by Pam. Rachel, will you read the motion? Anger: It has now been 
amended on our legal counsel’s advice. [reads] Mastin: Pam, do you agree with the amendment? 
DelaBar: I do. Nye: I don’t understand how the import policy has anything to do with using a 
CFA judge. Is it because they can’t get any entries, and so they have to use a CFA judge so that 
they can put on their show in Singapore, or put on their part of the show? Anger: There’s several 
other board members who have judged in Singapore. These people aren’t allowed to even live 
with their cats; they have to go visit their cats. They can’t have cats in their house. If they want to 
have custodial ownership of a cat for their Judging Program requirement, the government says 
you can’t do that. It’s crazy. How would we have shows here, how we have breeding programs, if 
you have to drive 30 miles and make an appointment to see your cat, and the cats are living in a 
government facility? That’s what these people have to do to stay involved in the cat fancy. If you 
want to import a cat, it’s not going to happen legally. The struggles are astronomical. We cannot 
even fathom what these people are up against. The joy they have in the simple act of being able 
to get their cats out for a show, come to a show, hang out with their friends, and have their cats 
there with them. Can you imagine if you couldn’t even live with your cat? I have a rescue cat 
that I miss a lot. If I went home knowing that I would have to make an appointment and drive a 
half an hour, this is what these people are faced with every day. The challenges we cannot even 
imagine are what they’re overcoming just to put on a show. This is a simple thing that this TICA 
club wants to do to help us. I think we should accept it. DelaBar: Let’s help a fellow WCC 
member. Mastin: Are there any objections? Seeing no objection, the motion passes unanimously. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Much has changed in the cat fancy in the past 50 years. Based on my many years of experience 
with the World Cat Congress member organizations, I believe our policy needs to change. I am 
proposing the following Show Rule changes and changes to the Judging Program Committee 
Rules:  

Effective immediately: 

Show Rule # 3.02.a.  

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

3.02 a.  … 

If a CFA judge who is under contract to 
officiate at 2, 3 or more consecutive, non-
CFA sanctioned shows as a guest judge, has 
cause to cancel these foreign assignments in 
response to a change of circumstances 
domestically (excluding illness or 
incapacitation) then the judge is allowed to 
accept a CFA show on any of these same 
weekends. 

3.02 a.  … 

If a CFA judge who is under contract to 
officiate at 2, 3 or more consecutive, non-
CFA sanctioned shows as a guest judge, has 
cause to cancel these foreign assignments in 
response to a change of circumstances 
domestically (excluding illness or 
incapacitation) then the judge is allowed to 
accept a CFA show on any of these same 
weekends. 

Show Rule # 3.12  
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Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

3.12 A judge may not accept two CFA shows at 
different locations in any one weekend nor 
may they officiate at both shows consisting 
of two one-day shows in the same location. 
This does not preclude CFA judges accepting 
guest judge assignments for approved 
associations when contracted for a CFA 
show that the CFA Board of Directors has 
approved in conjunction with a show held by 
one or more foreign associations. A judge 
who judges a CFA show on a day other than 
a “weekend” (see rule 2.42) has the option of 
treating that assignment as taking place on 
either the previous weekend or the following 
weekend. 

3.12 A judge may not accept two CFA shows at 
different locations in any one weekend nor 
may they officiate at both shows consisting 
of two one-day shows in the same location. 
This does not preclude CFA judges accepting 
guest judge assignments for approved 
associations when contracted for a CFA 
show that the CFA Board of Directors has 
approved in conjunction with a show held by 
one or more foreign associations. A judge 
who judges a CFA show on a day other than 
a “weekend” (see rule 2.42) has the option of 
treating that assignment as taking place on 
either the previous weekend or the following 
weekend. 

Raymond: My only question is, there’s show rules and normally, unless there’s another 
statement, they’re effective at the beginning of the next show. If Pam intends something else, 
then there needs to be a statement of expectation. DelaBar: Effective immediately. Mastin: Can 
we do these in a block, or do they have to be separate? Raymond: You can do them either way. 
DelaBar: For good organization, we should take the two show rules and pass them, then do the 
Judging Program rule. Mastin: We’re going to do 3.02.a. and 3.12 at the same time. Carol, as 
board liaison to show rules, will you be the second? Krzanowski: Yes. Mastin: Are there 
objections to the two show rule motions? Currle: I’ll object so you can call the vote.  

Mastin called the motion. Motion Carried. Currle abstained. 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

Judging Program Rule 
#12.1.a. and b. 

 

Existing Wording Proposed Wording 

12.1 Judging Invitations to CFA Judges by 
Non-CFA Associations 

a.  Invitations to CFA Judges from clubs 
affiliated with non-CFA cat associations not 
domiciled in the U.S. are subject to the approval of 
the JPC and may be considered only by Approved 
Allbreed, Approval Pending Allbreed or Approved 
Specialty Judges. A Judge may judge only the 
specialty/specialties in which they are approved. 

b. Judges invited to guest judge for eligible 
international cat associations MUST request 

12.1 Judging Invitations to CFA Judges by 
Non-CFA Associations 

a.  Invitations to CFA Judges from clubs 
affiliated with non-CFA cat associations not 
domiciled in the U.S. are subject to the approval of 
the JPC and may be considered only by Approved 
Allbreed, Approval Pending Allbreed or Approved 
Specialty Judges. A Judge may judge only the 
specialty/specialties in which they are approved. 

b. Judges invited to guest judge for eligible 
international cat associations MUST request 
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permission and receive approval from the Guest 
Judge Administrator prior to signing a contract. 
Such approval is conditional upon there being no 
licensed CFA show scheduled within a five 
hundred (500) mile (or equivalent kilometer) radius 
or within a country in Europe of the subject show, 
at the time the approval is granted. CFA show(s) 
licensed after approval has been granted will not 
negate the approval. CFA Judges participating in 
Multi-Association/In-Conjunction shows may be 
approved to judge for CFA on one day, and guest 
judge for an approved association on the other day. 
For a Multi-Association/In-Conjunction request, the 
five hundred (500) mile (or equivalent kilometer) 
rule would not apply. The request for approval must 
contain: 

1. Judge’s name. 

2. The invitation from the affiliated 
association. 

3. Name of the club hosting the 
show. 

4. Show location, date and format. 

permission and receive approval from the Guest 
Judge Administrator prior to signing a contract. 
Such approval is conditional upon there being no 
licensed CFA show scheduled within a five 
hundred (500) mile (or equivalent kilometer) radius 
or within a country in Europe of the subject show, 
at the time the approval is granted. CFA show(s) 
licensed after approval has been granted will not 
negate the approval. CFA Judges participating in 
Multi-Association/In-Conjunction shows may be 
approved to judge for CFA on one day, and guest 
judge for an approved association on the other day. 
For a Multi-Association/In-Conjunction request, the 
five hundred (500) mile (or equivalent kilometer) 
rule would not apply. The request for approval must 
contain: 

1. Judge’s name. 

2. The invitation from the affiliated 
association. 

3. Name of the club hosting the 
show. 

4. Show location, date and format. 

DelaBar: This reflects in the Judging Program rules what we passed in the show rules. 
Nye: At first when it was presented it didn’t actually say “open door” for TICA cross-
pollination. This should have been corrected because what’s domestic and international depends 
on where you live. It has always been rather vague in its intent. Mastin: Pam, this is also 
effective immediately? DelaBar: Yes. Mastin: OK, any further discussion? Any objections? 
Seeing no objections, motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

The above changes do open up many avenues for both clubs and judges. However, the final 
approval of any CFA function lies with the CFA Board of Directors. 

Submitted by: 
Pam DelaBar, Director 
Region 9 Europe 
Copies furnished: JPC, Show Rules 

(b) Insurance for War Zone Countries. 

Anger: We spoke with our insurance carrier earlier. Part of his discussion addressed 
insurance coverage for international shows, particularly in war zones. He recommended that 
those clubs obtained separate insurance. The question arose whether that separate insurance is 
optional or should be required for a show to be licensed, and our job is to answer that question. 
Raymond: That is the question we have to decide. If you want to make this a requirement, then 
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you need to spell out the limits of coverage. If CFA is going to get the insurance, we’re going to 
have to define it as proof of insurance, and provide a coverage representation. The U.S. policy 
Chubb issues is $1 million dollars of coverage. If the board’s decision is that you want to move 
in that direction, then we’ll draft changes to the show rules to bring it back in August. Mastin: 
The only time it’s different than the $1 million is when the club comes to us requesting increased 
coverage based on the facility’s requirement, such as at the International or World Shows. We 
accomplished it. DelaBar: Problem being, the first date for a show in Ukraine is on the 19th and 
20th of September. If this comes back August, it’s going to be tight for them, to submit the show 
license and get the show insurance. I don’t like it tied to the show license. It’s a responsibility of 
the club, it’s stated in the show rules, and I believe it’s a requirement for contracting show halls. 
They’ve got to know what the show hall requirements are, and their requirement for show hall 
insurance. Griswold: I would like to know what CFA’s responsibility would be if someone gets 
hurt at the show hall and the club does not have insurance? Mastin: We insured all the show 
halls under our current policy up until May 1st, 2026. We insure all clubs putting on a show, as 
part of our whole package with Whitaker Myers. I think the board needs to make a decision. 
Clubs that do not have access to where to buy a policy are required to get show insurance. 
Otherwise, we’re probably going to be liable, because we most likely had deeper pockets than 
clubs. Raymond: That’s true. If someone’s going to sue, they are going to sue the deep pockets. 
That’s how it works. The reason I suggested tying to the show license is, that is the only way 
CFA can enforce this. With regard to the show coming up in September, maybe there’s a bit of 
assumption of risk on that first show, and when the show rule amendment gets passed, it 
becomes effective for shows licensed after a certain date. So, that gives the clubs time. It doesn’t 
put them in a penalty situation in terms of requesting the show license. Anger: Why can’t we 
reach out to them and tell them there will be a proposal coming forward, but we suggest in the 
meantime that they obtain their own insurance so that they are covered? Griswold: We have a 
fiduciary responsibility. We shouldn’t subject ourselves to liability. Part of the reason our 
insurance company is opting out is because it is a war zone. Bad things could happen. I don’t 
want CFA to become embroiled in a legal battle with that. DelaBar: We definitely need to tell 
the club, if they want to have a show, they had best get insurance.  

Bennett: I move that any show requesting licenses must either have insurance through 
the CFA policy or, if not available, must provide proof of insurance prior to show licensing being 
granted. DelaBar: Do you read Russian or Ukrainian? That’s exactly what you’re going to get. 
Bennett: We have to trust the people that come forward. Moyer: Why don’t we just put the 
same limits that we currently offer at CFA? Mastin: This is specific to Russia and Ukraine. I’m 
adamant about getting something done today, because after today I’m not going to be here, and I 
don’t want this to be dumped on the new board’s lap. As Marilee commented, we do have a 
fiduciary responsibility to CFA. We need to protect what we have. Not making the requirement 
for those clubs to have insurance is a big mistake on our part. We can’t allow that to happen. 
After the club shops around, if the insurance is too expensive to put on a show, they can choose 
how to proceed. It’s their choice, but it keeps us out of liability claims and big financial losses 
without legal representation. What is the revised motion? Anger: For shows in Ukraine and 
Russia, the club must obtain an insurance policy that meets the limits of the club, naming the Cat 
Fanciers’ Association as an additional insurer and must provide proof of such insurance as part 
of their license package. Mastin: Vicki Nye made the second. Griswold: There are wars in other 
places of the world, as well. Mastin: Belarus is the other country that we do not have coverage 
for. Griswold: That could change easily within the next six months or a year. Is there a way to 
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be more inclusive, instead of naming specific areas? Raymond: Those are the named exclusions 
in our insurance policy. They have to honor the policy for a year, so when it comes up for 
renewal, if it changes, we change the show rule. Mastin: There’s three countries right now that 
are named in our policy. The third one is Belarus. Raymond: We can add Belarus. Mastin: If 
something should change with the insurance industry, the next board can add that it falls under 
that new set of rules. DelaBar: We have a definite conflict in Russia and Ukraine, but Whitaker 
Myers doesn’t seem to be concerned about portions of Israel or the current war that has affected 
Qatar where we have clubs, or the Soviet Union where we have clubs. Just because it’s much 
more published than what’s happening there, clubs in Region 9 are the ones that are affected and 
not the other areas. Mastin: It’s not Whitaker Myers that’s concerned about it. It’s Chubb. 
Anger: For shows in Belarus, Ukraine, and Russia, the club must obtain an insurance policy 
naming CFA as an additional insured and must provide proof of such insurance as part of their 
show license application package. Raymond: We need to include what the insurance limits are 
and I don’t know that. Mastin: Allene, please send the insurance limit requirements to Rachel so 
she can include it. We’re just going to copy what we have. We’re not increasing it, we’re not 
decreasing it. You just got to match it. Anger: For now, add The club must obtain an insurance 
policy at the same limits CFA currently requires, naming CFA as additional insured. Raymond: 
That’s fine. Mastin: Any objections to the motion? Seeing no objections, the motion passes 
unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

[From Executive Session] Krzanowski: Just before the break, we passed a motion 
regarding the insurance requirement for Belarus, Ukraine, and Russia shows. My motion is to 
add that information to the current show rules, and to also include in the show rules addendum, 
as published on the CFA website. Bennett: Second. Mastin: Discussion? Objections? Seeing no 
objections, motion passes unanimously.  

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

(c) Ukraine Ring Sharing. 

Motion: Rescind the approval given to Ukraine shows to ring share with Allbreed Rings. 

[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.] 

The motion is ratified by unanimous consent.  

* * * * * 

Mastin: We have concluded open session. This part of the meeting is adjourned. 

The Thursday open session meeting adjourned at 2:04 p.m. Eastern Daylight Time.  

Respectfully submitted, 
Rachel Anger, Secretary 
The Cat Fanciers’ Association, Inc. 


