
The following was written for the February 1966 issue of the 
GRNews: 

 
While in Scotland recently, we had an opportunity to attend a 

field trial at North Berwick, which is located on the North Sea 
about 20 miles east of Edinburgh. The trial was held on the 
Lennoxlove estate of the Duke of Hamilton, who is one of the 
most distinguished and respected members of the Scottish peer-
age. The estate consists of approximately 2,000 acres and is not a 
plaything of nobility, but rather a well-paying, producing agricul-
tural enterprise. The main crops were beef, turnips, and grains. 
The trial was held in turnip fields and cut-over grain fields. Game 
was limited because heavy rains had prevented the harvesting of 
much of the wheat, and, of course, these unharvested fields were 
not open to hunting. 

The structure of the field trial is quite in contrast to ours in 
the U.S. First there were three judges, with one assigned to each 
two gunners. Two of the participating dogs were called to the line 
for each gunner. These three judges, six gunners, and 12 dogs with 
their owners or handlers were arranged in a straight line across 
the field. The line may be one-third to one-half mile in length as it 
extends across the field. 

When everything is set, the signal is given by the steward, and 
the line advances across the field flushing the game ahead. Occa-
sionally, the beaters are used to drive the game within range of 
the gunners or to cause the game to rise. 

The gunners shoot. The dogs were trained to retrieve hares as 
well as birds. This is simply because the birds are not as plentiful as 

they used to be or on the day of the trial may be fewer in number. 
When a bird or a hare is flushed, the judge first has to decide 

which gunner actually shoots the bird. The judge then designates 
which of the two dogs attached to that gunner shall make the 
retrieve. If the first dog fails to find the bird, the second is sent 
out. If he fails, another is sent until the game is retrieved. Each 
failure adds to the points which the dog making the retrieve 
receives, he was taken off the line, and another called up from 
those waiting on the side line. When all have had their chance, the 
dogs are called back for as many chances as the quantity of game 
permits. Dogs not on the line and spectators must follow behind 
an assistant carrying a red flag, who is stationed at the left end of 
the advancing line. 

Determining who shot which bird and which dog should make 
a particular retrieve sometimes gets complicated. On one occa-
sion, five birds, three grouse and two pheasants were downed at 
the same time. Before any retrieve could be made, the judges had 
to decide who shot each bird, and which dog should make each 
retrieve, and the order in which the dogs were to be sent out. On 
this occasion, it took at least 15 minutes to settle all these points. 
In the meantime, the dogs were supposed to wait patiently while 
the humans determined the order of retrieves. Most of them did. 
It is the intention to have each handler and dog work under each 
judge. Thus a dog may be judged by three judges on the same day. 
Naturally, the amount of game will determine the opportunities of 
each on any given day. Weight is given to the difficulty of the 
retrieve. Sometimes a runner presents difficult problems, the 
game may have fallen over the rise of the land or back of a thick 
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hedge or over a wall, etc. 
A first reaction was that this method is much more natural 

than our trials, and, consequently, would not give each dog a com-
parable retrieve. The kind and amount of game might have some-
thing to do with this. There, the falls, even if of comparable 
equality, are seldom possible. Distances vary greatly, and, in some 
cases, game was shot behind the line and, consequently, behind 
the dog. For the advanced stakes, this makes for handling and 
blind retrieves. One dog, under their system, might get all very 
easy marks and retrieves while another had all difficult ones, but 
they all would count the same. 

In some areas, water retrieves do not have the importance 
that they do in this country. Emphasis may be upon upland game. 
In other areas, especially in Ireland and in the West of England, 
water work is an important factor. Compared to the Western U.S., 
which has a very long duck season and a limited season for 
upland game, one can well see why the emphasis varies. 

The gunners were expert and the shooting precise. No birds 
were lost, though, one hare made it over the land rise. 

Field clothes as worn in the U.S. and Great Britain differ, 
especially the dress of the men. All the men wore a white shirt 
with a tie, a sport jacket and plus fours (knickers), and, of course, 
a hat to top off the ensemble. It was one of the few, hot, sultry 
days, and we were too warm even without a coat, but they wore 
theirs to the end. There was that formality which is often lacking 
in the American scene. There was always that sincere, warm hos-
pitality of the true Scot. We enjoyed it greatly and hope to renew 
the experience in the not-too-distant future. 

The mechanics of the trials would be the same wherever held. 
The varied types of game demand a versatile and flexible dog, 
and one which will pick up any game when ordered to do so. The 
trial dog in the U.S. may be required to retrieve pheasant and 
ducks or possibly pigeons or chuckars only in his entire trial 
career, while the dog under English Kennel Club rules may be 
asked to retrieve pheasants, grouse, ducks, partridge, and hares or 
whatever type of game may be required of him. Certainly steadi-
ness must be maintained over a long period of time under the 
English rules. The attention of the handler is most important, as 
his or her mind must be kept continuously on the work at hand. 
There were fewer professionals running dogs in this trial, though 

some of the dogs had been professionally trained either by a pro-
fessional trainer or a game keeper. 

Everywhere one was impressed by the high sportsmanship 
and courtesy shown to all. This was true of the competitors and 
the spectators as well. 

While the entry was limited to 12, there were two reserve 
entries in the All-Age Stake. This has the advantage in a limited 
entry of permitting another to compete in the event that a dog or 
bitch is scratched or dropped early in the day. This is a contrast to 
our entries which could number 40, 100, or more. 

First place winner of the Open Stake was Mr. E. Baldwin’s 
bitch, PALGRAVE HOLWAY HARMONY by F.T. Ch. Holway 
Lancer ex Holway Sally. This bitch was to run at Balmoral on the 
next weekend. 

While Mrs. D. Gostyn’s dog, WHAMSTEAD KINSMAN, did 
not place due to a disqualification of breaking on almost the last 
retrieve after a long day in the field, he was an interesting and 
colorful dog to watch. His sire was Stubblesdown Nimrod and his 
dam was Ch. Flax of Wham. He took our eye. If, if, but the if’s are 
what make a trial fun and challenging. 

As Mr. Twist of Ireland gunned for the trial, Mr. and Mrs. 
Twist’s Golden, BRYANSTOWN SHANNON OF YEO was han-
dled by his trainer, Mr. Jim Cranston of Ireland. Some other com-
petent retrievers were descended from the Dual Ch. David of 
Westley line. 

On the following day the stake was for “Any Variety Non-
Winners.” On this day, wooded areas were used for the finding of 
game. Winner was Dr. D. Bunting’s bitch, STUBBLESDOWN 
DUCHESS by Golden Tio Pepe ex Stubblesdown Janita; breeder 
was Mr. W. E. Hickmott. 

Winner of the prize for the quietest handler, the one who 
allowed her dog to do the work without over-use of the whistle 
was CH. SYNSPUR LUNIK, owned by Mrs. P. Graham-White. 
“Lunik” is a very beautiful Golden with a flawless temperament 
and competent in the field. 

Prizes were silver cups as in our trials. But there were also 
money prizes for first, second, and third places in each stake. Nat-
urally, the All-Age Stake commanded the higher prize money. 

Again, we hope to have an opportunity to see another trial 
held under the English Kennel Club rules. One trial can give only 
a brief view of the trial mechanics and, of course, a good knowl-
edge of the excellent dog work as the retrievers are similar to our 
own. 

 
Reprinted from Mrs. Fischer’s column in the Pure Bred Dogs. 
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This is a typical scene at an English field trial with a dog being  
sent through cover for a mark with the judges directly behind the 
handler.
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