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MINUTES 
AUSTRALIAN CAT FEDERATION (INC.)  

COMMITTEE & GENERAL MEETING 
Tuesday 9 June 2026 

CROWNE PLAZA, MAWSON LAKES 
 

1. Opening & Welcome 

2. Apologies  
As per the 2026 ACF AGM Minutes 

3. Previous Minutes  
a. Corrections To The Minutes 

As advised by CANT, Julie Schuller 
Moved by: CANT (JS) 
Seconded by: Cats WA (CG)      Approved Unanimously 

b.  Matters arising from the February 2026 Committee & General Meeting Minutes 
CANT (JS) Raised the WCC meeting of 2 April.  
ACF President (JJ): Confirmed the meeting had been held to instruct the WCC delegate.  

CANT (JS) moved that the WCC meeting minutes be accepted  
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA)     Carried Unanimously 

4. Finance 
Moved by: ACF Treasurer (JS) as tabled at the AGM.  
Seconded by: CANT (JS)       Accepted Unanimously 

5. Correspondence  
FCCQ & QFA Amalgamation Joint Statement 
ACF President (JJ): I'm going to be honest, and I've already mentioned this to the people who put it 
forward, I personally don't understand why this is on an agenda for an ACF general meeting, because it 
seems to me it is two affiliate bodies who are in discussions to amalgamate, and until they decide what 
they're doing it is not appropriate for ACF to discuss. 
Cats WA (CG) I suppose that it was a courtesy. 
GCCFV (LK) the only point that ACF need to consider is what happens under the Constitution with 
regards to whether the new body counts as a new member body or whether it counts as a preexisting 
member body. 
ACF President (JJ):  under the current Constitution, if it means creating a new member body, my reading 
of the Constitution is that they would have to go through as a new body following the procedures in the 
Constitution. 
ACF Secretary (RW) alternatively, the committee may choose to recognise the amalgamated body as a 
continuation of former members, provided this is supported by a resolution and is consistent with the 
rules. 
Meeting: Agreed to note the correspondence and to follow constitutional procedures regarding 
membership status if an amalgamation proceeds.     Correspondence was noted. 

6. Reports 
a. Judges Guild 

ACF Judges Guild President (AH) as tabled. 
Moved by: CANT (JS) 
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA)       Accepted Unanimously 
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b. Breed Development Programmes 
As tabled 

Moved by: Cats NSW (JW) 
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA) 

CAT (LM) is your Tonkinese person still breeding?  
TFA (AH) yes 
CAT (LM) is she significant to the program?  
TFA (AH) I've just written myself a note to follow this up. 
Action: ACF Secretary to circulate the report when it is received 
Cats WA (CG) I just have a query, with the furore that went on in South Australia over the longhair 
Bengal, that the particular breeder intimated that because these programs have been tabled to ACF, 
that that implied that ACF approved them, and my understanding is that's not the case, that these 
are approved at local level, and we're just noting it. 
GCCFSA (DA) I note that on the agenda there is a note that says that the reports are tabled, but 
the contents are not approved by the ACF Committee. 

Decision: Breed development program reports were tabled and accepted for noting. 

c. 2026 ACF National Show 
The GCCFSA representative provided an oral report; feedback on the show was positive and entries 
were strong. A small technology issue occurred at the end of the show, the financial details are not 
available at this time. 

Decision: The oral report was accepted. 
Action: GCCFSA to submit the full written show report and financial details to the secretary. 
7. Reports — Sub-Committees  

a. Breeding Rules Sub-Committee 
Moved by Isobel Johnstone (Chair) 
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA) 

Isobel Johnstone (Chair) reported that the committee had been busy and if any issues arise over the 
coming year, they email the committee for their action. 
Breeding Rules Sub-Committee Proposals 
Proposal One: that ACF No longer accept the Lykoi breed, as this breed was only accepted with 
provisos about health 

Moved by Isobel Johnstone (Chair) 
Seconded by: CAT (LM) 

Chair (IJ) explained the breed had been accepted originally with health provisos and that new 
evidence suggests skin and follicular lesions may present with age. Noted one breeder in South 
Australia had voluntarily suspended breeding. 
Cats WA (CG) an alternative approach is to return the breed to provisional status, require DNA 
testing and regular veterinary skin checks, amend the standard and breeding rules to manage welfare 
risks, and grandfather existing registered cats. 
CANT (JS) my understanding is that the breeder in South Australia is only suspending her breeding 
operations until she gets more information. She hasn't committed to go completely out of it. So, we 
need to have some provision for her to carry on in the future if it is shown that they are a viable 
breed. 
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GCCFV (LK) having read through the study, the study was ten cats, one control cat, seven of which 
all came from the same cattery, so were likely therefore the same genotype. Essentially, you're 
looking at seven cats and three potentially unrelated cats. The author herself said that there are not 
enough cats in the study, she herself is calling for more of samples.  
We saw yesterday with the Scottish Fold report where Dr. Malik had only looked at a certain 
number of cats, and further studies did show that his own conclusions were incorrect.  
I would suggest that we should not completely remove the breed but prudently adopt the actual 
change to the standard so we can show that from a welfare point of view, we are acting in the best 
interests of the animal.  
The report also did indicate that the cats, whilst the conditions looked awful, they said there did not 
appear to be any impact on the wellbeing of the cats affected by CAPS. That there were no systemic 
signs of pain or pruritus. So yes, I believe we should do something, but I think at this stage, 
completely removing the breed from acceptance is perhaps a step too far. 
Chair (IJ) our preferred position would be to not accept the breed in some way. But alternatively, we 
did put the alternative motion that we change the wording of the standard to take out some of the 
more extreme issues that are in there.  
ACF Secretary (RW) is it in the standard or is this in the breeding & registration by-laws 
TICA Judge Observer, Loraine Shelton reported seeing severe lesions in mature Lykoi and noted 
that many affected cats are not shown past young ages; and referenced a breeder survey indicating a 
significant proportion of pet Lykoi may be affected. 
Chair (IJ) I think we must take this very seriously if we are considering the health and welfare of 
breeds, we know that this issue arises. Exhibitors want to keep showing, I personally would like to 
see ACF unrecognise the breed anymore and grandfather those that are already registered. 
ACF President (JJ): you have an alternate motion here and a first motion. The first motion is that 
ACF no longer accept the Lykoi breed, as this breed was only accepted with provisos about health. 
Do you want to add something to motion one?  
Chair (IJ) over the page, it does say retire the breed and should no longer be registered after the 1st 
of January 2027 before the new show season commences. 
TFA (AH) add a sentence to the motion to retire the Lykoi breed as from 1 January 2027, with 
existing registered Lykoi permitted to continue to be shown. 
ACF President (JJ) suggested the meeting break for morning tea and the committee come back with 
a succinct proposal. 
ACF President (JJ) we return to proposal one, can we have the wording, please?  
Chair (IJ) From the 1st of January 2027, the Lykoi breed be no longer accepted for breeding and 
registration. However, existing registered cats as at that date may continue to be shown.” 

Moved by Isobel Johnstone (Chair) 
Seconded by: CAT (LM) 

ACF President (JJ)     For: 9 Abstain: 2   Motion Carried 

Proposal Two (A) - White Cats and Deafness 
that a new B&R Rule be added  
1.11.4 White cats with, or showing behavioural signs of bilateral or unilateral deafness, are not 
permitted to be bred after January 2027. Cats at risk for inherited deafness include those with the 
Dominant White gene. 

Moved by Isobel Johnstone (Chair) 
Seconded by: Cats NSW (PS) 
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Chair (IJ) The problem is, of course, working out if they're deaf it is going to be by behaviour, 
hopefully breeders can work out that the cat is deaf, and they do not breed from them. We have 
white to white cats cannot be bred with, they can be deaf if they are white and other colours.  
ACF Judges Guild discussed this, and they had an amendment to the proposal white cats with, or 
showing behavioural signs of bilateral or unilateral deafness, are not permitted to be bred after June 
2027. Cats at risk for inherited deafness include those with the Dominant White gene.  
CAT (LM) I am not comfortable with these cats not being bred with or registered, based on 
observation. The breeder's observation, that doesn’t always work. 
Chair (IJ) the trouble is, BAER testing is not readily available, it is expensive. I have talked to the 
person who's taken over the BAER testing in Brisbane, she explained what was existing, you do have 
to anaesthetise or heavily sedate the kitten, it is impractical. 
ACF President (JJ) can we call the vote?  For: 10 Against: 1   Motion Carried 

Proposal Two (B): Dominant Blue Eye Cats (DBE) 
Changed to Rule 1.11.5: Dominant blue eye cats with, or showing behavioural signs of, unilateral or 
bilateral deafness are not permitted to be bred. Cats at risk for inherited deafness include those 
carrying known dominant blue eye alleles associated with deafness and varying degrees of white 
spotting, including cats with one or two blue eyes or latent blue eyes. 
Chair (IJ) the Breeding & Registration Rules Subcommittee confirm they have already been asked to 
bring a future motion stating that ACF does not recognise DBE until it is demonstrated that DBE 
cats can be bred without deafness or other abnormalities, it is a pleiotropic gene, meaning it may 
affect multiple parts of the body beyond eye colour. 
ACF Judges Guild supported the motion, white cats with, or showing behavioural signs of bilateral or 
unilateral deafness, are not permitted to be bred after June 2027. Dominant Blue Eye cats with, or 
showing behavioural signs of bilateral or unilateral deafness, are not permitted to be bred. Cats at risk 
for inherited deafness include those with the Dominant White gene or one of the known Dominant 
Blue Eye alleles that cause deafness, and various degrees of white spotting, along with one or two blue 
eyes, or latent blue eye(s), in which the blue eye phenotype is hidden. 
Delegates agreed to avoid conflict with 1.11.4, the DBE rule should be assigned as 1.11.5 
ACF President (JJ) can we call the vote?  For: 10 Abstain: 1   Motion Carried  

Action: Proposed motion is pre noticed for the September meeting 
Proposal Three - Eye problems 
That the following eye-related problems be added to the General Remarks for All Breeds; Rules 
concerning Disqualification as shown in italics: 
Motion 1 (n). Entropion (upper, lower, or both eyelids roll inwards) 
Motion 2 (o). Dystopia Cantorum (eyes positioned abnormally far apart) 
Motion 3 (p). Deeply recessed eyes 
Motion 4 (q). Nystagmus (involuntary rapid eye movements)  
Motion 5 The following eye-related problem be added to the General Remarks for All Breeds; Rules 
concerning Faults precluding a Certificate 
h) Any tendency to squint or ‘incorrectly placed pupils (e.g. too high or too low).’ 
ACF President (JJ) Right. Okay. So now we're on to Proposal Three? 
Chair (IJ) there are various eye conditions that should be included in our disqualified or certificate 
withheld section under the general comments at the beginning of our standards. Entropion, dystopia 
canthorum (which has been seen in dominant blue eye cats), deeply recessed eyes, nystagmus. And we 
do a drawing of that. We add those extra eye conditions to that section.  
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ACF President (JJ) the way this is put, we've got five motions. I would ask that proposals be 
condensed and written so they are in a related and logical order, and we have one motion instead of 
five. 
ACF Secretary (RW) could we instead of five separate motions, remove motion two, remove motion 
three, remove motion four, remove motion five, and it just becomes one motion.? 
ACF President (JJ)The one motion that we add those eye conditions to that part of the standard. 
GCCFSA (DA) may I make a recommendation to the meeting through the Chair. Can we take the 
wording just below “general remarks for all breeds, rules concerning disqualification or certificate 
withheld” and add (o). Dystopia Cantorum (eyes positioned abnormally far apart), (p). Deeply 
recessed eyes, (q). Nystagmus (involuntary rapid eye movements), and the following eye-related 
problem be added to the General Remarks for All Breeds; Rules concerning Faults precluding a 
Certificate or Certificate withheld h) Any tendency to squint or ‘incorrectly placed pupils (e.g. too 
high or too low).’? 
Are you happy first with Deb’s suggestion? 
ACF Judges’ Guild Secretary (JS) the Guild supported this motion as one motion, with the 
recommendation that the standard for every breed have a referral to page 1 General Remarks For All 
Breeds. 
ACF Secretary (RW) so do you want the ACF Secretary to go through every single breed standard 
and add the note “please refer to the general remarks”? 
GCCFV (LK) my committee wants me to raise a question about the breeders notes in breed standard 
section where it says, “effective disqualification.” A disqualified cat is not counted towards systems 
for Cat of the Year. Does that mean if a judge believes the eyes are deeply recessed, and that cat is 
leading Cat of the Year, we will now have to disqualify it?  
ACF Secretary (RW) could we put “effective from 1 January 2027” it is a new show year? 
GCCFV (LK) that’s suggesting they want a definition of disqualification vs flow on effect. That’s a 
problem. 
GCCFSA (DA)That’s why I suggested adding “certificate withheld,” because judges rarely disqualify. 
ACF Secretary (RW) the page needs to be rewritten and organised better 
ACF President (JJ) so, the motion becomes: General remarks for all breeds — rules concerning 
disqualification or certificate withheld with “certificate withheld” included. 

Moved by GCCFSA (DA) 
Seconded by: Cats NSW (PS) 

ACF President (JJ) can we call the vote?  For: 10 Abstain: 1   Motion Carried  
Proposal Four — Imported Pedigrees (Deferred) 
1.8.3. Before Breeders importing a cat, breeders must initially check the pedigree with their Member 
or Provisional Member Body and ACF (Inc.) Secretary before importation to ensure the cat can be 
registered under ACF (Inc.) Breeding and Registration Rules. It must be DNA tested and confirmed 
to be free of genetic diseases and unregisterable characteristics that may impact the cat’s health & 
welfare. The ACF (Inc.) Secretary is to circulate pedigrees to the ACF Registrars’ group with the aim 
of picking up any anomalies. 
Discussion about fake or abnormal pedigrees, EMS code issues, and registrar processes. Deferred to 
item 8.2. 
Chair (IJ): There's been a lot of discussion about abnormal, fake, pedigrees from overseas, and that 
they be checked. Imported cats should initially have their pedigree checked with their member body 
or provisional member body, and with the Secretary of ACF, to ensure the cat can be registered. 
ACF Secretary (RW) unfortunately not all breeders importing cats do their due diligence. I was 
recently told of a breeder who had imported a cat however did not check with their registering body 
and unfortunately was advised that the cat could not be registered. 
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Chair (IJ): the Secretary is going to circulate these pedigrees to the ACF Registrars Group with the 
aim of picking up any abnormalities.  
ACF Secretary (RW) at the recent joint meeting, it was felt that a joint statement from both CCC of 
A and ACF regarding this be sent out to every member and breeders. That will be in the report. 
CAT (LM) how would CCC of A register a cat with only the EMS code? 
ACF Secretary (RW) it would be a learning curve; we can direct them to the EMS document on our 
website. We could use the ACF Registrars email list and create a joint registrar circulation group. 
Hopefully a lot of pedigrees will be written in full, but some are not, they’re just EMS codes. 

Moved by: Chair (IJ) I would like to propose this motion. I need a seconder. 
Seconded by: Cats NSW (PS) 

GCCFV (LK) can I ask a question, the motion doesn’t say what happens if they pick up an anomaly, 
nor does it say what an anomaly is. So, we’re circulating pedigrees to these people, then what? 
ACF Secretary (RW) initially they are looking at whether it conforms to the ACF breeding rules. 
GCCFV (LK) the motion does not say that. 
Chair (IJ): do we need to say, “to ensure the cat can be registered under ACF breeding and 
registration rules”? 
GCCFV (LK) yes, but what’s an anomaly? 
Cats NSW (PS) anything that doesn’t conform to our breeding and registration rules. 
GCCFV (LK) let me give you a hypothetical, when the Lykoi pedigrees were coming in as a natural 
mutation, you had cats that did not have a complete pedigree because of generations of inbreeding. 
You were relying on foreign-listed pedigrees.  
So that is a pedigree coming in with a four-generation gap, I have also been instructed that CFA 
pedigrees coming in are three generation, not four generation. Registrars then must contact the owner 
or purchaser and get the parents’ pedigrees to show the missing generations. Those are pedigrees 
coming in with an anomaly they do not meet our four generations. 
Chair (IJ) I thought this topic started because there were a lot of fake pedigrees out there. That’s how 
it started trying to get extra eyes on these to pick up fake pedigrees. 
GCCFV (LK) I’ve also thought about what is going to happen, we have insurance as a committee for 
our decisions. Would this registrar group likewise be covered, if someone imports a cat and we say, 
“No, you can’t import that one,” they’ve already paid for the cat, airfares, quarantine, etc. Are we 
prepared to be sued again? 
ACF Secretary (RW) that’s why we’re trying to educate and inform breeders to contact their 
governing body before they bring the cat in, it is in our by-laws.  
GCCFV (LK) you might not always have the pedigree before you must put a deposit on the cat. 
Chair (IJ) they could ask for the parents, before importing the cat, breeders must check the pedigree. 
The onus is on the breeder. 
QICC (LB) as somebody who has imported before, I wouldn’t even put a deposit down until I’d seen 
a pedigree it is not worth the risk. If I get it into the country and it’s not allowed, I have wasted all 
that money, its buyer beware, due diligence. 
Cats WA (CG) can I ask a naive question? Is it not possible that these pedigrees just go to the 
registrar of the member body or provisional member body, and they circulate it to their registrar 
group? Sending it to the Secretary as well seems like a bottleneck. 
ACF Secretary (RW) no, it would simply be forwarded by the ACF Secretary to the group, which is 
already set up. The registrar can do that, they’re already talking. I established the circulation list. It 
probably makes sense to send it to the Secretary as well to keep a record. It’s a simple forward. 
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GCCFSA (DA) through the Chair, I’d like to know how we’re defining anomalies. Is it a genetic 
anomaly, a phenotypical anomaly, an anomaly on the pedigree itself? What training will be given, 
some registrars may not have a strong grasp of genetics. We haven’t defined what an anomaly is, we 
don’t have enough clarity. 
CAT (LM) I think the most common anomaly I’ve observed is in the EMS codes and how they’re 
translated into breed colours, and its way off beam in many cases. For example, the prefix with an 
asterisk and the international ISO abbreviation we’ve agreed repeatedly not to put “Imp GER.” It’s 
“Imp DE, that’s a beauty.” 
Chair (IJ) at our last meeting, there was a big discussion on fake pedigrees, it was to sort out how we 
check these pedigrees and have multiple eyes on them to pick up fake or manmade pedigrees. 
CANT (JS) Madam Chair, CANT have put in a motion like this one, but more focused on fake 
pedigrees than just having eyes on imported cats. Why don’t we do the two together? 
ACF President (JJ) are you happy if we defer Proposal Four and decide which wording we’d like to 
see?  
Chair (IJ) yes, because it’s to deal with fake pedigrees, and unregistered characteristics and other 
issues. 
ACF President (JJ) so that’s deferred until 8.2. 
ACF President (JJ) following the discussion on proposal 8.2 which was withdrawn, call the vote 
For: 8 Against 3         Motion Carried 

Action: Sub-committee to coordinate with CANT on the withdrawn proposal and bring it back to the 
September meeting 

Proposal Five — DNA Testing 
That B&R Rules be revised as shown in italics:  
Motion 1 
1.10.1.3 Ideally, the DNA samples should be collected from a microchipped cat or kitten by a 
veterinarian or an approved, qualified collector or breeder, and if stipulated, the results should be 
recorded on the pedigree. Kittens who are too young or fragile for microchipping may have samples 
collected for DNA testing for parentage or carrier status etc if it does not present a health or welfare 
issue. These kittens should be retested after microchipping if their DNA test results are to be added 
to a registered pedigree.  

Moved by: Chair (IJ) I propose this motion. 
Seconded By: Cats WA (CG) 

CAT (LM) I have a problem with another breeder taking the sample. 
ACF President (JJ) what's the problem? 
CAT (LM) Cronyism. We had a breeder who was consistently sending in registration forms for 
litters, and the father would change, I sent it back the first time, then there were miracle litters, which 
were seven weeks apart from the same mum. I have a problem with another breeder being able to take 
the sample. 
ACF Secretary (RW) the breeder should do it 
TFA (AH) can I ask why we need the second sentence? If they’re too young or fragile for 
microchipping, we can test them, but then we’ve got to do it again anyway. So why do we need the 
second sentence? 
Chair (IJ) this is the existing rule, we’re just adding “breeder.” when you are DNA testing, it says 
already veterinarian or an approved qualified collector, and we’re adding that a breeder can do it as 
well. 
COAWA (JR) I’m not querying that at all. I’m querying where it says every cat and kitten must be 
DNA tested. 
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Chair (IJ) it’s just identifying how DNA samples are taken. How they can be recorded. How they can 
be taken. Who can take them we are adding or/the breeder. 
ACF President (JJ) is the person or organisation moving the motion happy to have the word “the” 
put in between “all” and “breeders.”  
Chair (IJ) yes. 
ACF President (JJ) call the vote  For: 4 Against: 4 Abstain: 3   Motion Lost 

Motion Two Discussion 
Motion 2 
1.7.2.1. ACF (Inc.) requires breeders to DNA test for all known genetic disorders in their breed. 
Unless otherwise stated, cats negative by parentage are excluded from DNA testing for health and 
other breed-specific requirements, although it is good practice to routinely DNA test kittens and 
breeding cats. Imported cats must undergo direct DNA testing and cannot rely on parentage 
verification for health and other breed-specific requirements before importation (as per Rule 1.8.3). 

Moved by: Chair (IJ). 
Seconded By: GCCFSA (DA) 

Chair (IJ) it’s just the requirement for DNA testing, now it’s all the time, we’re saying if the 
parentage can be excluded if they’ve already tested negative. 
GCCFSA (DA) through the Chair, I’d like to discuss why there’s a differentiation between cats that 
are tested here at Orivet as the organisation that is doing the DNA testing. I’ve got a cat here in 
Australia. I’ve DNA tested both parents. I don’t need to DNA test the kittens. I bring a cat in from 
New Zealand. It has parentage testing done by Orivet, but I must then retest the kitten here because 
it’s been imported. Testing is done via the parentage by Orivet, but it is now not sufficient because 
it’s an importation.  
FCCQ (EB) what happens if you bring it in from China or Russia? 
GCCFSA (DA) you’re saying that imported cats must undergo direct DNA testing as well as 
parentage, but we’re using the same lab. 
QFA (JC) well, previously we were talking about cats, that pedigrees must be authenticated, and they 
must undergo all this testing before we agree for them to come in, and then you’re turning around 
and saying they must be redone when they come in. Why, demand it before they can come in, 
demanding it again when they come in? 
GCCFSA (DA) I’m asking why there is a discrepancy if we’re using the same lab between two 
different countries, I just used New Zealand as an example, but it could be another country. It could 
be the Orivet lab in the US that was used for the parentage testing. But it’s got to come all the way 
here, and we’ve got to redo it because you’re saying that any imported cat parentage testing does not 
count because it can’t be guaranteed. But we’re using the same lab, regardless of country. The same 
approved labs do parentage testing, like UC Davis and all that sort of thing. 
TICA Observer Lorraine Shelton, Theoretically I do want to preface this with theoretically parentage 
testing is standardised across laboratories that are doing feline parentage testing. It’s self-validating. 
“Well, my vet didn’t take the sample, the breeder took the sample.”, who cares, it’s going to fail 
parentage testing if they grabbed the wrong cat, either if not in this generation, in the next generation. 
It would not behove you to take an incorrect sample because you couldn’t register any kittens out of 
the cat anyway. All labs use the same parentage panel per an international agreement between all the 
laboratories, and this is something that Leslie Lyons is keeping really on top of. The main problem 
right now is their reports all look different, and that’s one of the projects that Leslie Lyons is working 
on trying to get the reports to look the same. 
Chair (IJ) thank you, so we’re taking out that sentence. 
CANT (JS) I’d just like to say, if you’re accepting the parentage on the pedigree, then you should be 
accepting the parentage from the testing. Because it’s going to be the same, isn’t it? 
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Chair (IJ) so you want us to take out the sentence about imported cats? 
GCCFSA (DA) I don’t think we should take it out. I suggest we should just say, if they haven’t 
provided a parentage test. Recently, I bought a kitten from New Zealand. I had the parentage test 
because the breeder had the parents tested, but I could not use them. I had to get DNA test redone, 
but the parentage tests were clear. Going by that rule, I would have to do that every time. But if I’ve 
got parentage tests, it shouldn’t be any different from what I’ve got here to what I get from overseas. 
As Lorraine has just clearly stated, it’s to a standard, and it is being monitored. And that includes 
health tests. 
CAT (LM). I must dispute that as far as Orivet’s concerned, I have seen and/or been shown a 
definite seal point Birman who was identified by Orivet as a lilac. 
ACF President (JJ) what I’m hearing from the left over here is that the proposal will get through if 
you take out that last sentence. 
Chair (IJ) I’m happy to take it out 
ACF Secretary (RW) is the Breeding and Registration Rules in South Australia happy that that last 
sentence be removed altogether in the proposed? 
ACF Secretary (RW) everyone understands what we’re voting on? 
ACF President (JJ) deleting last sentence and stops at breeding cats. Call the vote 
For: 8 Against: 3.         Motion Passed 

b. Breed Standards Review Sub-Committee 
Lesley Morgan (Chair), Debs Armishaw, Jo-anne Frank 
ACF Secretary (RW) there is no report from the Breeding Standards Review Subcommittee. We 
need to reaffirm that Lesley Morgan continues as Chair, with Debs Armishaw and Joanne Frank 
as members.  
Are all members happy to continue in their roles?  

Members indicated agreement. 
c. Feline Health Research Fund 

Isobel Johnstone 
I submitted my report, this is a worthwhile fund, and member bodies are required to contribute 
ten thousand dollars per year. I added the CCC of A to the President Carol’s report. I also want 
to note that one of the items on our agenda is succession planning for the trustees. We are all 
aging, and the trustees are discussing ways to develop a pipeline of prospective trustees who can 
step in when needed. 
One of the skills currently being sought for the seventh trustee position is marketing and social 
media capability. If anyone is interested, or knows someone who may be suitable, please contact 
our secretary, Helen. We would welcome younger people coming forward. I will be taking on 
some social media responsibilities myself. 
ACF President (JJ)can we confirm that Isobel is happy to continue in her role? 

Isobel confirmed 

d. Feline Terminology Sub-Committee 
Isobel Johnstone (Chair), Kathryn Hill, Jo-anne Frank, Lesley Morgan 
There is no report from the Feline Terminology Subcommittee. No material has been received.  
ACF President (JJ)Can we confirm that all members are happy to continue? 

Members confirmed. 
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e. Legislative Watchdog Sub-Committee 
Julie Schuller (Chair), Linda Kitson 
Chair (JS) Linda has advised that she is standing down from the committee. 
ACF President (JJ) thank you, Linda, for everything you have contributed. We now need 
someone to fill that position.  
Chair (JS) the committee originally had three members, so ideally, we require two additional 
volunteers. 
ACF President (JJ) do we have anyone interested? No volunteers were forthcoming. We will 
leave the committee as Julie Schuller, with two vacancies. If anyone identifies a suitable 
volunteer, please inform us. 

f. UTH/UTJ Sub-Committee 
Peta Sperduty (Chair), Barbara LaRocca, Linda Kitson, Debs Armishaw 
ACF President (JJ) there is no report from the UTH/UTJ Subcommittee. Do you have 
anything to report? Are all members happy to continue?  

Five members are confirmed. 
I move that all the reports presented be accepted. 

Moved by: QICC (LB) 
Seconded by: TFA (AH)       Accepted Unanimously 

8 Submissions – By-laws 
Deleted text is shown with a strikethrough and new text is underscored. 

8.1 ACF B y-laws Part 1 Administration 
Motion from FCCQ 
“that a new clause 3.1.5 be added to by-laws Part 1 Administration 
Points a – d is also in the requirements to become a member 
3.1.5 Requirements To Maintain Membership 
3.1.5.1 Existing members of the Federation must maintain, as a minimum, the following criteria to 

remain as a Federation Member Body: 
a. retain “recognised organisation status” in accordance with the state or territory legislation 

of origin. 
b. continue the registering, breeding, and exhibiting of cats 
c. have a membership of at least fifteen (15) full members, actively participating in the 

organisation. 
d. have published in a public domain its Constitution, Breeding and Registration Rules, Codes 

of Ethics and Show Rules, 
e. have published in a public domain its committee of management, including contact details 

for the President, Secretary, Treasurer and Registrar 
f. have published in a public domain its breeders, calendar of shows and events 
g. conduct a minimum of two shows per year, which must not conflict with another cat 

organisations show date in the state/territory. 
h. all payments to ACF are to be made by electronic means from the member body’s bank 

account.  
i. payments may not be made from a personal or secondary persons bank account. 
j. must abide by the ACF Constitution, By-laws, Codes of Conduct and Ethics and all State 

or Territory laws and statutes. 
k. must submit all documentation as required in accordance with the state or territory 

legislation and in a timely manner.  
l. The ACF (Inc.) Secretary must have active contact details, including the President, Secretary 

or Secretary/Treasurer, Treasurer and Registrar. 
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3.1.5.2 Suspension and Expulsion 
a. Subject to Rule 38 of the constitution, the committee may suspend a member or provisional 

member body from the Federation if, in the opinion of the committee, the member does 
not meet the requirements to remain a member of the Federation.  

b. In the case of suspension, such decision will be made at a committee meeting convened in 
accordance with procedures outlined in the constitution and the suspended member or 
provisional member body will assume member or provisional member body under 
suspension status for a period of one year.  

c. If at the expiry of that period, the member or provisional member body under  
suspension has not met the requirements to remain a member of the Federation to the 
satisfaction of the committee; the committee may proceed with expulsion procedures as per 
the Constitution. 

Whilst the member body or provisional member body is suspended, they will not have 
voting rights, its breeder members may continue registrations. Any official or judge may 
not represent the Federation in any capacity whilst under suspension, judges listed on 
the Federations Panel of Judges will be removed until such time the committee agrees to 
relicense and reinstate the judge/s to the panel. 

Rationale: 
1. Whilst we list the requirements to join the Federation there is nothing in the rules regarding 

requirements to remain a member body. 
2. We should require our member bodies to be fully compliant with the relevant state legislation 

requirements for them to exist in each state and remain registered as such. 
3. We should amend our by-laws to reflect these requirements. 
4. To do so means that each affiliate member body is on equal ground with voting as they are legally 

compliant in all aspects. 
5. If we do not amend the by-laws to require full legal compliance, then it means we are potentially 

leaving ACF open to some form of complaint if an issue arises with a non-compliant at State 
legislation level Affiliate eg we have not done our due diligence. 

6. Further, to not alter the by-laws in the manner proposed means that one Affiliate member 
has an equal vote with other Affiliates who are fully compliant at a State/Territory Level 
and this would appear inequitable. 

ACF President (JJ) we'll resume the meeting we are up to 8.1, ACF Bylaws Part 1, Administration.? 
Moved by: FCCQ (IJ) 
Seconded by: Cats NSW (PS) 

ACF President (JJ): Can you repeat that, please? That requirement to maintain membership is a new 
clause under the by-laws. The part that's underlined is what is required to join, with slight reduction 
in members. 
QFA (JC) what is the definition of a full member. 
ACF President (JJ) a definition of a full member is a voting member?  
GCCFSA (DA) doesn’t every member body have within its constitution the definition of members, 
full member, associate member, junior member? 
QFA (JC) what is “have published in a public domain”? What is public domain? 
ACF President (JJ) I would imagine that most state bodies would have to have their constitution 
published somewhere. 
QFA (JC) It's not just talking about its constitution. 
ACF President (JJ) you would also have to publish breeding and registration rules and show rules 
being published. 
QFA (JC) one of the new ones, F, says “include its breeders listed in a public domain.” Isn't that on 
your website, for example? 
ACF Secretary (RW) 3.1.4.1: To join, the requirements are: 
 Are, or are in process of applying for recognised organisation status in accordance with the 

state or territory legislation of origin. 
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 Are, or are in the process of applying for an incorporated organisation in the state or territory 
of origin prior to application to the federation for membership. 

 Have been established for the purpose of registering, breeding and exhibiting cats. 
 Have a membership of at least 30 full members actively participating in the organisation 

prior to application. 
 Have published in a public domain its constitution, show rules, breeding rules, and codes of 

ethics. 
QFA (JC) not all breeders want to be published on the website. 
ACF President (JJ) are FCCQ happy to remove “breeders” from there? 
FCCQ (IJ) Yes, remove breeders.  
ACF President (JJ) I guess we just assume that H and I, where it says, “all payments,” that that means 
all payments to ACF. 
FCCQ (IJ) yes, that's fine. 
GCCFV (LK) we have a problem from the start; we believe that this should be a constitutional item 
and not a bylaws item. We don't believe that we should be changing the requirements to obtain 
membership when every single member here has become a member without these things being in 
place. 
The condition to have a membership of 15 full members actively participating in the organisation—
under being an incorporated association, not one incorporated association requires you to have 15 
members. Most states in Australia, including WA, you only need to have five. Sorry, WA needs six. 
All other states except Queensland is five; Queensland is seven.  
So, a member could be fully compliant with their state's incorporated association requirements, and 
we're then saying, “Well, no, sorry, you don't have enough people.”  
We agree with the bit about the members. The bit about conducting shows which don't conflict with 
another cat show organisation's show date set our show dates two years in advance so that we comply 
with international judges.  
We have both other governing bodies in our state that have then deliberately set show dates, some 
only recently, on those same dates. So, we are now breaking your rules that you want to put in, 
through no fault of our own. We can't obviously change those dates. 
ACF President (JJ) is FCCQ happy with that? 
ACF Secretary (RW) the reason this was in the by-laws is to follow on from what is required, and 
that's in the bylaw, not in the constitution.  
GCCFV (LK) well, this should be constitutional anyway. 
ACF Secretary (RW) it's an existing bylaw in Part 1 This has come about from the meeting in 2024 
as discussed by the ACF committee, there was nothing in our by-laws. Julie Walker raised the issue 
that ACF did not have any requirements for maintain membership of the Federation. 
GCCFV (LK) most clubs already have in their own constitution what they need to be doing to 
remain an organisation. We are only a regulatory body. I do not see why it's necessary. 
ACF Secretary (RW) So, you're saying that ACF has no right to have that there be a requirement to 
maintain certain criteria to maintain membership 
GCCFV (LK) I'm referring to rationale number six that you included under your items there, which 
says that if we do not do this in the manner proposed, we are saying that one affiliate member has an 
equal vote with other affiliates who are fully compliant at the state or territory level. 
I'm just saying that for an incorporated organisation, I can be fully compliant at a state level by 
having five members if the legislation says you only need five. We are going above and beyond what 
every single state's incorporated association law says. 
ACF President (JJ) I hear what you're saying, would that be remedied by saying have a membership in 
compliance with its relevant state legislation and take that number out? So, if it's seven in Queensland 
and five in WA, you comply with state legislation. Would that work? 
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GCCFSA (DA) our existing rule says to become a member of the Federation you have to have 30 
members. All this is saying and I think it's looking at the fact that we do have reducing membership 
that we may not be able to maintain that, but we can look at maintaining 15 full active members. 
My understanding is that we are complying with state legislative requirements, but there is nothing to 
stop us from adding a further level to that. And that might say five or seven, but we can say we want a 
bit more. 
Cats WA (CG) a lot of this can be eliminated just by saying that you must maintain your status as an 
incorporated association. The only thing that's different, that's specific to us, is really holding two 
shows a year. Everything else is pretty much what we must do to be an association to be compliant 
with state legislation and putting in a financial report every year. 
ACF Secretary (RW) you should still have to be able to contact the President, Secretary, Treasurer, 
you need those contact details there. 
Cats WA (CG) I'm just bewildered we've managed to survive for 20-odd years without this. 
If you have a problem with an individual, I have a problem with bringing in a rule for everyone to 
deal with that issue. But an issue with a particular association that's good. And this may affect more 
than one of our associations here. 
ACF Secretary (RW) Carol, you were in the meeting in 2024 when this subject was raised, ACF 
could not deal with the discussion in that in camera meeting because there was nothing in our by-laws 
to allow that discussion to occur. 
ACF President (JJ) yes, Leslie? 
CAT (LM) I had every intention of asking if this could be in camera. May I do so at this point? 
ACF President (JJ) we can move to in camera if you'd like.  
GCCFV (LK) I'll second that.  
ACF President (JJ) we will break for lunch and come back at 1.00pm and go in camera, observers. 
we'd appreciate you staying outside so we can be in camera, and then we'll come and get you when 
we're done in camera. 

MEETING ADJOURNED IN CAMERA 
CAT were suspended subject to compliance to By-laws Part One Clause 3.1.5 

8.2 ACF By-laws Part 2 Breeding & Registration Rules 
Motion from CANT 
“that Australian Cat Federation (Inc.) By-Laws Part 2 – Breeding and Registration Rules clause 
5 Application For Registration be amended to read 

5.8. Application for the registration of imported cats, or cats brought into the Member or 
Provisional Member Body's jurisdiction from other jurisdictions must be supported by the 
production of an Export or Certified Pedigree Certificate and/or such other evidence of 
identity as the Member or Provisional Member Body may require. Cats from overseas are 
required to be micro chipped to identify them and have the Country of origin shown on the 
pedigree i.e. ‘IMP UK’. 
• In order to circumvent the importation of cats with “fake pedigrees” a copy of the Certified 

Export Pedigree must be submitted to the ACF(Inc.) Secretary for submission to a specially 
convened ACF(Inc.) panel of  experts in the pedigrees of  the breed for verification of its veracity 
prior to importation. 

• Similarly, cats being exported should have their Export Pedigree verified by the dedicated 
panel prior to Export. 

Rationale: 
The veracity of pedigrees is a fundamental requirement of ethical cat breeding. 

ACF President (JJ) we are at item 8.2, Clause 5.8 is proposed to be amended as shown. 
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Moved by: CANT (JS) 
Seconded by Cats WA (CG). 

CANT (JS) when we discussed this earlier, we noted that some people in Australia who are not part 
of ACF committees are experts in certain breeds. It would be useful to have such experts available to 
review pedigrees e.g., British Shorthairs. That’s why the committee is not restricted to ACF member 
bodies; it could include anyone with expertise. 

ACF Secretary (RW) Tracey Bill raised this issue originally. She was one of the suggested experts, but 
there could be others. We put this on the agenda for the next joint meeting with CCC of A. 

GCCFV (LK) can I query the last sentence which states “Cats from overseas are required to be 
microchipped to identify them and have the country of origin shown on the pedigree.” Are we talking 
about the pedigree from overseas, or the Australian pedigree? A UK pedigree won’t say “import UK.” 

ACF President (JJ) we insert the word Australian, does everyone agree 

GCCFSA (DA) already do this, under AQUIS/DAFF rules, cats must be microchipped before 
importation. So that part is superfluous. 

CANT (JS) up to UK is already in the rules i, the bold text is what is being added. CANT is counter 
proposing to circumvent the importation of cats with fake pedigrees. 

ACF Secretary (RW) travel companies sometimes require pedigrees signed by the ACF Secretary. The 
Secretary can only check what is submitted; they don’t have access to overseas databases. 

FCCQ (EB) why don’t we simply contact the issuing body overseas and verify the pedigree? 

ACF President (JJ) the motion needs rewording, I suggest parking the proposal until September and 
withdrawing the current motion.      Motion withdrawn. 

Action: CANT in conjunction with the Breeding & Registration sub-committee reword the motion and bring it 
back to the September meeting. 

8.3 ACF B y-laws Part 2 
Motion From Cats WA 
“15.5.20.2 b) Sepia offspring of Mandalay programmes to be designated Burmese with no 
restrictions added to the registration.  
15.5.20.2 c) Offspring used in Burmese breeding programmes must be DNA tested to confirm 
cb/cb plus proven not to carry colours not recognised by ACF eg, russet, cinnamon, fawn, caramel 
and apricot.  
15.5.20.2 d) Offspring registered as Burmese are eligible for breeding in Burmese programmes and 
competing in the Burmese breed group at Championship level.    
Rationale: 
To clarify the existing breeding and registration rules for Mandalays 

Moved by: Cats WA (CG) 
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA) 

ACF Guild Secretary (JS) the Guild supported the amended motion as above. It was thought the 
addition should be to By-Laws Part 2, Breeding and Registration Rules 15.5.11 rather than 
15.5.20. 
Cats WA (CG) the purpose of this motion is to simplify the registration of the sepia offspring from 
the Mandalay programme. It's already been approved that sepia offspring can be registered as 
Burmese, but there's some confusion amongst the current registrars. Some are requiring every one of 
them to be comprehensively DNA tested, not just a single test, like nearly $200 worth of DNA 
testing. Foundation cats in breed development programs already undergo full DNA testing. 
Proposed amendment: Offspring used in Burmese breeding programs must be DNA tested to 
confirm Cb/Cb, must not carry colours not recognised by ACF, and must not carry longhair. 
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ACF President (JJ) is everyone happy with that amendment? The person who seconded is happy 
with that amendment? Call it 
For: 9 Against: 1        Motion Passed. 

8.4 ACF B y-laws Part 5 Awards 
Motion from Cats NSW 
“that the words ‘where a minimum of three (3) adult companions are entered’ be removed from 
Clause 4.1 (d) Awarded to the Best Adult Companion Neuter and Spay in Show where a 
minimum of three (3) adult companions are entered. 
and a new clause 4.2 be inserted to read 
The awarding of a certificate is to be regarded as a mark of excellence in a particular exhibit. It 
is not to be regarded as an automatic award in any respect. 
Rationale: 

1. The Companion AoH should be treated the same as the AoE award for pedigree exhibits. The 
criteria for the award should be based on the ‘Quality’ of the exhibit, not the ‘quantity’ of the 
competition.  

2. If a judge assesses a companion exhibit to be excellent and deserving of an Award of Honour, it 
should be awarded, irrespective of the number of other companion exhibits entered.  

3. An AoH should never be awarded automatically, but a truly deserving exhibit should not be denied 
due to a lack of competition. 
Cats NSW Motion — Companion AOH Requirement 
Cats NSW (PS) moves to remove the requirement that companions must have three adult cats 
owned to receive an AOH. Judges should award AOH based on merit, regardless of number of 
cats owned. 
For: 10         Carried unanimously. 

8.5 ACF By-laws Part 2 Clause 9 Breed Development Programmes 
Motion from TFA 
“that ACF introduce mandatory compliance requirements for new outcross programs” 
Rationale: 

1. Protect established bloodlines and preservation breeding efforts. 
2. Respect the intellectual property and long-term genetic stewardship of breeders. 
3. Promote ethical collaboration and transparency. 
4. Prevent unilateral appropriation of carefully developed lines into outcross programs 
5. without prior knowledge or consent. 

This proposal strengthens governance, protects breeder confidence, and reinforces ACF’s 
commitment to ethical breeding standards and accountability. 

Moved by: TFA (AH) 
Seconded by: FCCQ (IJ) 

Judges Guild Secretary (JS) The Guild deferred discussion on this item. 
Cats WA (CG) this proposal really crosses over the breed development programmes, and to have to get 
permission three generations prior before you can do outcross under an approved breed development 
programme is ridiculous. 
Cats NSW (PS) it states the information they want, but it doesn't say what rules they want to change 
So, it needs a lot more work before we even make a vote on it. 
GCCFV (LK) we believe that the intent of the actual motion is to try and change breed development 
programmes. However, all the wording in it is referring to our process and under our definition the 
rules an allowable outcross is a mating that results in no loss of generation. For instance, allowable 
outcrosses for Persians are Exotic Shorthair. In other words, the ruling applies to someone who 
approaches an Exotic Shorthair mating and thus might get breed generations for acceptance, which is 
clearly not the intention.  
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Clearly, this was intended to bring in rulings for breed development programs, but as everybody else 
has said, it doesn't fit into that wording. It's not showing exactly where this is going to slot in with our 
current breed development program rules, and we believe that it should be withdrawn, and it should be 
worked on. 
TFA (AH) I can’t withdraw the motion, I do know that it needs work, and it's a starting point for a 
discussion that needs work and in a bigger group. 
GCCFSA (FH) wasn't it stated earlier that breed development programs are approved at local level 
only and reported at ACF only? So where does this fit? How can ACF make mandatory rules on 
something that is only reported on? 
ACF Secretary (RW) it is in ACF by-laws Part Two, which talks about breed development programs, 
which is in the breeding and registration rules. It states that if a member body approves a breed 
development program, they're meant to advise the ACF Secretary that have approved a programme, and 
this should be within 30 days 
GCCFSA (FH) I'm just suggesting that if we are strengthening the breed development rules, that we 
make sure that ACF strengthens its rules and makes sure that they can follow them up. 
TFA (AH) which is the reason for tabling this proposal. 
ACF President (JJ) call the vote  
Against: 9 For: 1         Motion Lost. 

8.6 ACF By-laws Part 2 Clause 9 Breed Development Programmes 
Motion from GCCFSA 
that “Mandalay & Burmese progeny be entered in the appropriate register under their recognised 
breed/type.” 
Rationale: 
The current ACF registration rule regarding the registering of cb/cb kittens from Mandalay breeding 
as Mandalay AOV creates a genetic inaccuracy and therefore attempts to subvert the genetic accuracy 
and integrity of the ACF’s Member Bodies Registration Databases. It is an accepted fact that the 
Registry of a cat body is to maintain an accurate registration system based on the genetic make-up of a 
breed and their phenotypical appearance. 
With this in mind, and having a precedence set in other breeds, where offspring are registered on 
phenotype, one example: SIA/BAL/OSH/OLH (coat colour/pointed gene/non-pointed gene), then 
to propose that an exception be made that cb/cb offspring from a Mandalay program, be registered as 
Mandalay AOV, although they DNA test as cb/cb and phenotypically display the cb/cb pattern of 
Burmese , means they are being penalised and denied acknowledgement of their true genotypes and 
phenotypes, this then compromises all Registries within ACF and other registration bodies throughout 
Australia and Overseas.  
Given that the existing rules state that the offspring be DNA tested for cb/cb, and we know the nature 
of the colour restriction gene that is in effect for Burmese, Siamese and Balinese, these Burmese coloured 
offspring from the Mandalay program can be nothing else but Burmese. There is no chance that these 
cb/cb offspring if mated to another cb/cb, will produce anything else than cb/cb. 

Motion Withdrawn 

9 - General Business 

9.1 Motion from CANT  
Espousing responsible cat ownership 
“that it is a requirement on online advertising and placing on the market When operators advertise online 
a cat with a view to its placing on the Australian market, they shall ensure the display of the following 
warning in the advertisement in clearly visible and bold characters: 
“An animal is not a toy. Getting one is a life-changing decision. It is your duty to ensure 
its health and welfare and not to abandon it.” 
Rationale: 
It is a small but positive step to promoting responsible cat ownership in Australia. 
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Moved by: CANT (JS) 
Seconded by: GCCFSA (DA) 

CANT (JS) Well, this was just taken directly from the WCC Legislative Commission paper that the 
European Community has issued on animal welfare altogether. And it was one of the suggestions, and 
CANT thought it was quite a good stepping off point for responsible cat ownership if breeders would 
take on board. It would mean going into a breeder's premises. It would be a voluntary condition; we 
think it's quite good. CANT have adopted it for their breeders 
FCCQ (IJ) it would be best to withdraw the proposal and when the statement has been developed, bring 
it back to another meeting.       Motion Withdrawn 

9.2  Motion from CAT 
Odd Eyed breeds standard 
“that the standard for all breeds’ odd eyed eye colour carries the addition of ‘sectoral (partial) 
heterochromia is not permitted in odd-eyed cats.’ 

Moved by: GCCFSA (DA) 
Seconded by: GCCFV (LK) 

ACF Judges Guild Secretary the guild did not support the motion.  
GCCFSA (DE) a quick statement to the effect that this was discussed yesterday at the Judges Guild. 
Most of us were all present there. I don't think it needs to be any further discussion into this. 
Against: 10         Motion Lost. 

9.3 Matters referred from the ACF Judges Guild 
ACF Secretary (RW) I received a letter from the ACF Judges Guild Secretary  
“Dear Robbie,  
At the ACF Judges Guild meeting held yesterday, it was agreed that exploratory negotiations should be 
commenced to ascertain if a more official status, such as a subcommittee, can be conferred on the guild 
to afford its officers, more protection under the umbrella of ACF's Incorporation status. Although 
recognized in the ACF constitution, the guild has no right to propose motions and no protection 
whatsoever if any litigation were to be instigated. Looking forward to your attention in this matter 
Yours faithfully,  
Julian Schuller 
ACF Judges Guild Secretary the letter was a notification to ACF, there's probably going to be some quite 
detailed discussions moving forward. We were quite worried with doing so much work on the judges 
training scheme and training judges that some of the officers that are involved in that guild members 
could be up for litigation, also the officers of the guild, we don't have any protection whatsoever.  
ACF Judges Guild President, if our trainees up the back are listening just close their ears to that statement. 
ACF Secretary (RW) I have done some research on the other world bodies most of who don't have a 
separate Judges Guild/Association. So perhaps the meetings need to be had between the executives of 
both organizations. 
Cats NSW (PS) may I suggest that the two Executives work together on this 
ACF Judges Guild Secretary it will require changes to both constitutions probably, which will need to 
be actioned. This can’t happen with us till June of next year anyway. So, we could set an interim period 
of twelve months, and if needs be, I think we can get it 
Action: The Australian Cat Federation executive and the ACF Judges Guild to work together and prepare 
a proposal for ACF and the Guild members. 

9.4 National Shows 
 2027 Australian Capital Territory - CCI 
 2028 – Western Australia -Cats WA  

This coincides with Cats WA’s 60th anniversary, and planning is underway. Venue challenges exist 
due to the King’s Birthday long weekend.  

 2029 – CCC of A 

 2030 - ACF  
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10.  Other Business 
1. Joint ACF/CCC of A meeting report 
 Rosettes 
ACF logo on one tail and the CCC of A logo on the other tail. CCC of A agreed 
 Exclusion periods 
As discussed, ACF agreed with the revised exemption periods,  
 Show Entries  
Breeds not recognised by the host body's governing body. ACF agreed, and CCC of A ratified 
their agreement.  
 Judges 
Cats WA inability to be able to invite equal number of local judges was discussed. CCC of A 
understood  
International and New Zealand judges,  
Contracts need revising and must include a clause that require them to judge, all breeds, all 
colours, their organisation may not accept. They are required under both ACF and CCC of A 
contracts. 

2. Cats WA (CG) suggested that the meeting consider retiring the Turkish Angora breed 
standard as there were no breeders in Australia 
GCCFSA (DA) advised they had two Turkish Angoras in South Australia however they did 
not show 
TFA (AH) if judges have judged them in New Zealand our trainee judges will need to study 
them. 
Decision, the meeting agreed not to retire the breed standard  

3. Historical records preservation 
The ACF Committee discussed the need to preserve historical ACF materials held by members, 
including videos, documents, and reports dating back to 2007. 
Lesley requested permission to obtain copies of historical ACF show videos and documents at 
ACF’s cost. Council agreed that the Secretary should formally write to Lesley outlining the 
request and seeking costings for digitisation. 
The ACF Committee noted the recent recovery of ACF records from the former residence of 
Nell Evans, with approximately nine kilograms of historical material sorted and retained. It was 
acknowledged there is a need to explore digitisation options for older records, noting potential 
costs and time requirements. 

4. Sub-committee Review 
Following the suspension of CAT, the committee reviewed the appointees of the following 
sub-committees 
 Breed Standards Review Sub-Committee 

Debs Armishaw (Chair) was appointed Chair, Jo-anne Frank and Peta Sperduty was added 
to the sub-committee 

 Feline Terminology Sub-Committee 
Isobel Johnstone (Chair), Kathryn Hill, Jo-anne Frank, another person to be appointed, 
the committee will advise the new committee person at the September meeting.  

11. CLOSE Meeting closed at 2:28 pm.  
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11. 2026 – 2027 Meetings: 
29 September 2026 
31 July 2026 – Notice of Meeting 
15 August 2026 – Deadline Proposals  
23 August 2026 - Deadline Reports 
30 August 2026– Agenda 
17 February 2027 
19 December 2026 – Notice of Meeting 
3 January 2027 – Deadline Proposals  
10 January 2027 - Deadline Reports 
18 January 2027 – Agenda 
15 June 2027 
16 April 2027 – Notice of Meeting 
1 May 2027 – Deadline Proposals  
8 May 2027 - Deadline Reports 
16 May 2027 – Agenda 
1 June 2027 – Nominations Close 
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