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FROM THE EDITOR

JAN GARDNER

I egislation is a continuing
fight. We have finally ac-

cepted that the target of the Ani-
mal Rights philosophy is not the
other guy—itis US.

We must not become sanguine
about our recent partial success in
California and revert to our usual
behavior. For all the impact that
AKC has in our lives, we are actu-
ally a very small player on the
state and national scene. Our ad-
versaries (PETA, HSUS, AHA,
and etc) have a massive head start
on us as far as public perception
and fund-raising capability. Peo-
ple have been sold the concept

that Animal Rights equates with
Animal Welfare - even though, at
its conclusion, the AR agenda
would cause drastic reductions in
our livestock and domestic pets.
The purpose-bred animals would
decline sharply in population,
other than those imported from
third-world countries.

We cannot allow this to hap-
pen. We must educate all those we
contact (puppy buyers, boarding
and grooming clients, neighbors,
relatives, town officials) that we
are the dog experts. We are the
ones who devote our lives to
Animal WELFARE. We should
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be proud of who we are and what
we do.

When people seek a referral
from you for puppies, and you
have a diminished list of responsi-
ble, good breeders to name —
grasp this opportunity to explain
that if bills like AB1634 were to
pass—there would be NO good
breeders from whom the public
could choose those wonderful
pups they want.

We are not winning. We are
not even yet in a close race. But -
we have begun. Keep up the fight.
Eventually, we will prevail, be-
cause we must. ol
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WHERE FUTURES MEET: HOW ONE CLUB IS
REACHING OUT TO FUTURE VETS

JiM CORBETT, Tualatin Kennel Club

A s a part of Tualatin Kennel
Club’s veterinary outreach,
we continue to make contributions
to the College of Veterinary Medi-
cine at Oregon State University.
For many years we have provided
small sums of money for scholar-
ships. In 2006, Tualatin moved to
a new level with $25,000 for schol-
arships and an additional $10,000
for a research project related to
drug research in the area of con-
gestive heart failure.

In April 2007, we increased our
investment to $35,000 for scholar-
ships, with additional funding
available for research, pending the
determination of a project that is
of high value in the opinions of
our club members. This year’s
scholarships went to students in
small animal medicine, and those
who plan to practice in the State of
Oregon, or who are focusing on
canine research. We are very cog-
nizant that nothing in life is for
certain, and that change is the
foundation of our future. Thus,
our criteria cannot be absolute, as
young veterinarians may leave the
state of Oregon.

One thing that we can do is to
provide the veterinary medicine
students of Oregon State Univer-

sity a better perspective on the
American Kennel Club, Tualatin
Kennel Club, and of the role own-
ers and/or breeders of purebred
dogs play in our American soci-
ety. In talking to the students at
the annual awards ceremony, and
at the awards banquet that fol-
lows, we have the opportunity to
present a better view of our goals
and objectives in purebred dogs.
This is an opportunity to address
breeding practices, health and
welfare of our dogs, and the tem-
perament of our dogs, as well as
to talk about events for our
dogs—conformation, companion
events, and performance events.

Within the award ceremony, I
had the opportunity to give a brief
speech to the students, faculty and
parents, and the following is my
perspective of our intersecting
futures.

“Where Futures Meet

On behalf of Tualatin Kennel
Club, I am pleased to be here this
afternoon representing our all-
breed dog club, which is centered
in Washington County, west of
Portland. We are happy to be in
the position to be able to provide
scholarship support for several of
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you today. Working at Oregon
State I am well aware of the cost of
education, especially in the profes-
sional fields, and I am also aware
of the depth of debt that is often
required to reach graduation and
to leap forward into the real
world.

Last year we were able to pro-
vide $25,000 for scholarships and
this year we are able to increase
the total to $35,000. Our success in
our January shows gives us the
revenue source to be able to pro-
vide funds for scholarships and
research projects.

Our members see this as an
investment. We will need you in
the future as our world of dogs
needs a continuing stream of qual-
ity veterinarians. You will need
us, as we are a part of your cus-
tomer base that provides you with
a financial future.

We are caring dog owners. Our
breeding practices and the health
of our dogs are of the highest im-
portance. As we look to the future,
we want veterinarians who are
knowledgeable, skilled and car-
ing.

Thus, this is where our futures
meet.” g

The Writers” Guidelines for Perspectives now appear once a year, in our December issue.
If you would like a copy of the Writers” Guidelines, please send your request to the
Perspectives Committee Secretary, Crécia Closson at crannog@earthlink.net .
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WANT TO INCREASE YOUR CLUB’S MEMBERSHIP?

DIANNE FRANCK, Langley Kennel Club

n the June issue of Perspectives,

J.N. (Kim) Blutreich of Pied-
mont Kennel Club described
methods used by her club to in-
crease and retain membership. I
would like to expand on this by
telling you the many things Lang-
ley Kennel Club (Hampton, Vir-
ginia) is doing to increase and re-
tain its membership.

Langley Kennel Club has al-
ways been a good sized club with
membership of around 40 to 50
and with 50% or so of these ac-
tively participating in club activi-
ties. Two years ago the board
made the decision to pursue new
members and to work on member-
ship appreciation and retention.

Our membership is currently
at 83 with 29 new members signed
on in the last two years. At our
monthly meetings our attendance
is normally 45 — 55 people. To fa-
cilitate this growth, Langley Ken-
nel Club has developed several
programs to recruit and retain
members.

Each year after our dog show,
which is held on the Memorial
Day weekend, one of our mem-
bers goes through the catalog and
highlights every exhibitor who
lives in the club’s geographical
area but is not a member of Lang-
ley Kennel Club. These exhibitors
are then sent a letter that thanks
them for attending our show and
invites them to attend our next
meeting. This is also done after
our January match.

Our meetings are held in a pri-
vate dining room at a local restau-
rant, where we meet for dinner
first, then hold our meeting. We
have found over the years that
having dinner available increases
attendance at the meetings and
makes new people more comfort-
able walking into a room full of
strangers.

At the meetings all guests are
asked to sign in. At the start of the
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meeting they are introduced and
handed a small goodie bag as a
thank you. If a club member was
instrumental in bringing this guest
to the meeting, the club member is
given a scratch off lottery ticket as
a thank you (cost to club $1.00).
Membership is discussed at
every meeting; we are very open
with the membership about re-
cruiting new members and en-
couraging existing members to
stay. Within the last year we have
started several new educational
programs to keep the meetings
interesting to long-term members,
these programs are:
1.”“Breed All About It”, each month
a selected club member gives a
short 10-minute presentation on
his or her breed. This presentation
is geared to general information
on the breed, not show wins or
brags. The purpose is to help all of
us become more informed about
all AKC dog breeds.
2.”"Word of the month”; using the
book Canine Terminology by Har-
old R. Spira, an obscure word of
dog anatomy is given and club
members must come up with the
definition. A prize is given to the
member who correctly answers
the question.
3.”Do you know the rules”, each
month our AKC delegate reviews
one section of the AKC Rules ap-
plying to Dog shows or the AKC
Dealing with Misconduct booklet.
The Club has purchased a copy of
the Rules Applying to Dog Shows
for each member. This educational
discussion only takes about 10
minutes.
4. Our program chair also arranges
for an outside speaker once each
quarter to present a %2 hour pro-
gram relating to dogs. Programs
have included topics as varied as a
veterinary chiropractor, a presen-
tation on collapsing trachea and a
veterinary presentation on canine
shot protocol.
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Appreciation of working
members is paramount to mem-
bership retention. All of us lead
busy lives and must decide how to
spend our limited free time.
Thanking members for giving up
their time to assist the club is of
utmost importance to membership
retention.

As a thank you to members
who have worked at the show we
hold a June potluck dinner and
auction. Langley Kennel Club pro-
vides the entrée’s and asks each
club member to bring a side dish.
These potluck dinners are held in
a local school cafeteria and are
free, fun and full of good times. A
small gift is given to each member
who has worked at the show (this
year that amounted to 48 gifts).
This gift is in addition to the hand
written thank you note they have
received from the Show Chairper-
son.

We also hold a Christmas pot-
luck awards dinner and auction
where Championship plaques are
given out to each member who
finished a dog to an AKC Champi-
onship that year. The money
raised at both auctions (of items
donated by club members) is used
to fund our donations to the AKC
Canine Health Foundation and
other charitable funding.

By keeping our members edu-
cated and the meetings fun we
have been able to recruit over 29
new members in the last two years
and have had only 4 long-term
members not renew their mem-
bership (all of whom are now no
longer involved in the sport of
purebred dogs). We currently
have a roster of 83 members.

By putting a little effort into
pursuing dog enthusiasts and
thanking existing members for
their donations of time and
money, you too can watch your
club grow and become
stronger. g



YOU ARE WELCOMED!

DANIEL J. SMYTH, ESQ., Chair, Coordinating Committee;
Chair, Delegate Advocacy and Advancement Committee
BLACKIE NYGOOD, Secretary, Coordinating Committee;
Chair, Dog Show Rules Committee

he Delegate Coordinating
Committee is made up of the

Chairpersons of all the regular

Delegate Standing Committees.

According to the Delegate Stand-

ing Rules on Committees, our

charge is as follows:

1. To determine the scope and
jurisdiction of Delegate com-
mittees.

2. To establish procedural guide-
lines for committee operations.

3. To coordinate, control, and fa-
cilitate committee requests for
staff resources and committee
expenses.

4. To ensure the timely submis-
sion of committee annual re-
ports.

5. To review committee effective-
ness and make recommenda-
tions.

In our opinion, this sounds like
Big Brother at its worst. It might
be a good idea some time in the
future to rewrite it in a more coop-
erative tone; for example, the
words "help" or "assist" don't even

appear. It sounds Imperial and
Intimidating - neither one of
which this Committee, or any
Delegate Committee, was ever
intended to or actually ever
should be.

If you, as Delegates, have felt
uncomfortable or unwanted at
meetings of the Coordinating
Committee in the past, please
don't feel that way now. If you
have a suggestion, idea, or yes, a
gripe - send it to one of us and ask
that it be discussed. If it is appro-
priate to just one committee then
it should be taken to that Commit-
tee first.

It is much more practical to
present your idea in writing ahead
of the meeting date so that the
entire Committee can read and
consider it. When you think about
your idea in advance you will
have the opportunity to research it
and devise arguments toward
its acceptance. When ideas are
presented ‘off the cuff’ at a meet-
ing, they may not receive suffi-
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cient consideration. If your idea is
important to you, then it deserves
an adequate presentation so that
others can also be convinced of its
worthiness.

The Coordinating Committee
is the last one to meet after all the
other committees have met and at
the end of a long and tiring day. It
might be preferable to be able to
get outside, have a drink and chat
with friends, or put your feet up
and relax. If the Coordinating
Committee members can hang in
there for a bit longer, hopefully
you can also. The only way the
Delegate body can grow and im-
prove is for all of us to work to-
gether. Your thoughts, ideas and
complaints are important to us.
Please take the opportunity to
share these with the members of
the CC.

When we all work together we
can get a good deal accomplished.

Come visit us - we won't
bite! gk

WHEN IT’'S NOT BROKE — WHY TRY TO FIX IT WITH
A FLAWED AMENDMENT?

JUDITH V. DANIELS, Mt. Baker Kennel Club

At the September Delegates’
meeting, you will be asked to

vote on a Bylaws amendment to
extend the time that an AKC
Board Member could remain a
member of the Board after losing

his/her delegate position, through
the expiration of his/her elected
term as a Board Member.
Currently, Article VII of our
Bylaws provides that, excepting
the AKC President (who serves as
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a non-voting member of the
Board), the AKC shall be gov-
erned by a Board of Directors, all
of whom must be Delegates. Arti-
cle VII further provides, “When a
(Continued on page 6)
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DANIELS, cont’d.

Delegate who also is a Director of the
AKC shall resign his/her position as
Delegate or shall be removed there-
from and shall not offer his/her resig-
nation as Director of the AKC, he or
she may continue to hold the office of
Director until the next annual meet-
ing provided that at the first reqular
meeting of the Board held subsequent
to the date of his or her resignation or
removal as a Delegate, the majority of
the Board present shall vote to con-
tinue him or her on said Board.” The
proposed amendment has the po-
tential to extend the length of time
a non-delegate could serve on the
Board from less than one year (to
the next annual election), to more

than three years.

So, why would we want a non-
delegate Board Member to remain
in office for possibly three extra
years? If another member club
elects the removed Board Member
to be their new delegate, he/she
can be a candidate for the Board at
the next election. The delegate
body can then re-elect the Board
Member, if we so desire.

Where’s the flaw in the change
being proposed? A member club
could have a valid reason (other
than politics) for removing its
delegate. For instance, what if the
delegate is convicted of a felony?
What if the delegate violates

AKC’s rules and regulations? Or,
what if the delegate violates our
new conflict of interest amend-
ment? What if a current Board
Member starts charging a fee for
judging, or solicits advertisements
for a commercial dog publication?
Of course, he/she could no longer
be a delegate, but then if this
amendment passes, the Board
Member doesn’t need to be a dele-
gate! Should such a person remain
a Board Member?
I'most certainly don’t think

so. If you agree with me, please
vote NO on this proposed amend-
ment. gk

DIRECTORS = DELEGATES = CLUBS

The Beaumont Amendment is a Bad Idea and Undermines our Governance
CARL C. ASHBY, United States Kerry Blue Terrier Club

We will be asked to consider
a change to the bylaws
which will allow a Director to
complete his or her term even if
they do not represent a member
Club and are NOT a Delegate.
Essentially this would make the
Director a "free agent" accountable
to no one for the remainder of his
or her term.

The argument goes that since a
Director is elected by the delegate
body, the vote of a single member
club to replace their Delegate is
violating the democratic process
and rights of the delegate body,
consequently denying the balance
of the Delegates the services of
this director for the term for which
he or she was elected.

The presumption in this argu-
ment is that a Club would not act
in a responsible manner ... unseat-
ing their delegate for trivial rea-
sons or for their having taken a
position on an issue with which
the club was not in agreement -
and therefore leaving the Director
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open to capricious removal by
their Club.

I have more faith in our Mem-
ber Clubs (and I hope you do as
their Delegate.) I believe that all
clubs would only replace a dele-
gate as a last resort but, if a Club
doesn’t act in a responsible man-
ner, there remain options. Accord-
ing to AKC, at any given point in
time, there are 20 to 30 clubs with-
out a delegate. These vacancies
form a "safety net" should a club
act in a capricious manner. A wor-
thy delegate should have no prob-
lem in being asked to represent
one of these Clubs. In fact, I would
think such an individual would be
very desirable for any Club pro-
viding them an experienced, well
connected delegate; not to men-
tion the prestige of having a per-
son with Director experience as
their own delegate.

The current bylaws allow the
Board to continue the ousted dele-
gate until the next election provid-
ing, under most circumstances,
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ample time for the delegate to find
another club and therefore stand
for election to continue his or her
term as director.

The pitfalls of allowing a non-
delegate to fulfill a four-year en-
tire term are clear. First, our gov-
ernance structure is predicated on
the concept that our Directors not
only come from our Delegate
body but also represent a member
club. This provides a check and
balance on the actions of directors
and keeps them in touch with the
concerns and wishes of the mem-
ber clubs. The notion that a director
could conceivably serve for almost 4
years "without portfolio” is simply
not in keeping with our governance
structure.

Secondly, the fact that term
limits prohibits a director for serv-
ing more than 2 consecutive 4 year
terms adds to the reason why this
amendment is a bad idea. It is pos-
sible a group of directors could
"resign" their delegate status at the

(Continued on page 7)




ASHBY, cont’d.
beginning of their second 4-year
term, and yet, if this change was
approved, they could continue to
serve as directors till the conclu-
sion of their elected term.. The re-
sult would be a group of directors
with no accountability to the delegate
body.... I shudder to think of the
mischief this could cause, or
worse, the potential of board grid-
lock among the various factions.
It is unfortunate that any direc-

tor/delegate would find them-
selves without a Club and face the
prospect of having to give up their
seat on the AKC Board of Direc-
tors. Serving the AKC as a director
is a distinct honor and one of the
highest services one can perform
for our sport....but Board service
is rooted in our governance struc-
ture and that principal provides
time for a director/delegate to find
anew club in order to have the

opportunity to continue as a direc-
tor. The AKC governance structure
was designed to assure that the Direc-
tors are accountable to the member
clubs. The notion we could have a
Board consisting of non-delegate
directors is simply a bad idea and
one that will not serve the AKC
well today or in the future. We
must send this "bad idea" packing
in September! g

CLOSE, BUTNO CIGAR ...

JUDY HART, Pembroke Welsh Corgi Club of America

It’s been quite a while since
many of us started asking for
some ‘incentives’ that would
benefit the responsible breeders,
despite our much-touted refusal
to breed enough puppies for eve-
ryone who wants one (for a few
months!). One of our many sug-
gestions at that time was the insti-
tution of a discounted registration
for litters registered in full in the
initial registration, plus packages
that offer things like discounted
microchips and DNA testing.

Suddenly last summer, the full
litter registration was born! Once I
finally found the form on the AKC
website to review it ( you have to
be very determined!) and talked to
some of the breeders in my club
about whether it would meet their
needs, I contacted David Roberts,
AKC’s Assistant Vice President in
charge of Registrations, Customer
Service and Special Services, with
a suggestion. This is my e-mail of
Aug. 1, 2006 in its entirety:

"Hi David,

I've been sharing the info
about the new full litter regis-
tration option with my club
members, and the immediate
(and only!) concern I've had
from numerous people is

whether they will be able to
‘limit” the registration when
they transfer it to the new
owner. We register litters when
they're only two or three weeks
old so that we have all the ap-
propriate paperwork by the
time they're old enough to
leave home. At that age, we
haven't much idea (unless a
puppy is mis-marked) which
will be our show prospects,
and which will be sold as pets
on limited registration. For
quite some time now I've
asked if we could put a
'limited' option on individual
registrations, and in this new
program, it becomes even
more vital. The people who
called me said they would be
delighted to use the new full
registration option, IF they
could identify puppies as lim-
ited when they transfer them
to their new pet owners. Is that
possible?

Thanks!"

David responded immediately,
saying he understood the concern
and since the puppies would still
be under the control of the
breeder, perhaps they could be
‘limited’ on that first transfer and
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he would do some checking. Alas,
checking revealed that our rules,
both the one cited below and the
AKC Procedures for Registration
Matters Sec. XIIL, prevented that
option.

Chapter 3, Section 4A of the
AKC's Rules Applying to Reg-
istration and Discipline states
the following: "Limited Regis-
tration may be requested for a
dog when application for indi-
vidual registration of the dog is
submitted, provided the appli-
cation, together with a request
for such limitation, is filed by
the owner(s) of the litter at
birth."

As the “full registration” in-
cluded the application for individ-
ual registration within the litter
registration, breeders now had no
option to include a limited stipula-
tion in that first transfer to new
owners.

I immediate offered to propose
a rule change...many breeders
have lamented not being able to
put a dog on limited registration
during any transfer of ownership,
and a change from "application for
individual registration" to some
thing like "a transfer of registra-

(Continued on page 8)

SEPTEMBER 2007 7



HART, cont’d.
tion" would take care of all the
problems and would encourage
continuing registration transfers
when dogs are sold later.
However, David reported that
he and Jim Crowley had discussed
an alternative...allowing the user
of a full registration to register
some or all of the puppies as lim-
ited, and then allowing that
breeder a one time removal of that
limited designation at no charge
(the fee for doing that is currently
$25 per puppy) for those puppies
who turned out to be show/
breeding prospects. He said he
would present that proposal to the
Board in October, and I waited to
see how this would be handled

before going forward with a rules
change proposal.

In May 2007 I e-mailed David
again, to inquire whether any-
thing had been decided in ad-
dressing this problem as nothing
had been announced since our
discussions 9 months earlier, and
my club members who had been
waiting were impatiently asking.
He responded that the Board had
rejected this plan at the October
meeting, and gave no indication
that other options were being con-
sidered.

We now have a rule in place
for a one-time name change if ap-
proved by the breeder, but ONLY
IF the breeder registered the dog

to themselves before transferring
it to a new owner. We have a ‘full’
registration option, but ONLY IF a
breeder is willing to either forego
using limited registrations, or will
wait until litters are old enough
for evaluation before registering,
which means they’ll have no
‘paperwork’ available for puppy
purchasers. How about if we re-
move the "only if’s" that penalize
breeders trying to do the right
thing, so that responsible breeders
can both act responsibly and still
help the AKC achieve its registra-
tion goals?

Sounds to me as if a few sim-
ple rule changes are in order.

GETTING TO KNOW YOU:
A PROFILE OF YOU, A DELEGATE

CRECIA CLOSSON, Lakes Region Kennel Club

Interested, intelligent, involved.
That describes Jane Ruthford,
delegate from the Havanese Club
of America. Jane's first delegate
meeting was in March, 2007. Al-
though the Havanese Club of
America was formed in 1999, they
are a recent member club and Jane
is their first delegate.

Jane’s reading of dog and
horse "romance" stories as a
youngster developed her hunger
for a purebred, AKC registered
dog. She walked to school on one
path and returned on another just
to get acquainted with all the dogs
along both routes. Her first dog,
when she was in 4th grade, was a
small black Labrador Retriever
who she coaxed home with treats.
Her mother suggested that as long
as she was feeding the dog, she
might as well have it live with her.
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Jane didn't require a second sug-
gestion for that to happen. Rex's
name became "Inky" —he was too
small for that large appellation.

Jane was fortunate to have a
neighbor who had AKC dogs with
whom he did obedience training,

PERSPECTIVES

AKC MATTERS

and he guided Jane in training
methods for "Inky".

After "Inky,"” who lived just
about until Jane left home for col-
lege, came a Bichon, Siberian Hus-
kies, and a standard Poodle. But
in the last 12 years Havanese have
been her breed of choice. Jane was
reluctant to tell me the exact num-
ber of Havanese she lives with,
even though she lives in an unin-
corporated territory in the state of
Washington, and is thus not sub-
ject to a numeric limit. Jane is at
home full time and so has almost
unlimited time to be at the beck
and call of her dogs.

Jane is very interested in her
breed’s health issues, and particu-
larly in cataracts.

Attendance at the first Parent
Club Conference brought with it

(Continued on page 9)



CLOSSON, cont’d.

the realization that becoming an
AKC member club held untold
benefits for her club, including
having a voice in AKC's affairs
and direction. "When a club has
unexpected needs," Jane told me,
"its delegate knows who to contact
in the various departments so that
she can garner the information
necessary to fill those needs. The
visit to the headquarters offices in
New York City has proved invalu-
able, " she continued. "For exam-
ple, when I visited the library I
became aware that there are no
copies of our newsletter there.
And we have a pretty great news-
letter! I'm going to see that cor-
rected as soon as I can," she said.

The Havanese parent club se-
cured a grant from AKC/CHF for
a preliminary study of cataracts
and the search for a genetic con-
nection in that breed. Following
that initial study, several members
formed a 501¢(3) and raised
$200,000 to further the research. It
was completed just last year and a
presentation of the findings will
be made at the national specialty
in Denver this year.

Be sure to ask Jane about the
connection between short and
bowed legs and cataracts in Hava-
nese when you see her in Septem-
ber. Strange correlation!

Attendance at both days of
AKC's meetings will continue to

be a priority for Jane. "Attending
the committee meetings, where
the heart and muscle of activity is,
makes attendance on that day as
well as at the regular meeting day
extremely important,” she said.

In answering the question,
"Should professional judges, han-
dlers or others who derive a ma-
jority of their living from some
phase of the dog world sit as dele-
gates?" Jane indicated her feeling
that if such were to happen, the
complexion of the AKC would
change and that change could
happen quickly. She also said
she'd like to hear a very clear defi-
nition of ‘conflict of interest,” hop-
ing the term could be better un-
derstood. “She wished for more
clarity when the term ‘ethics’ is
confused with ‘conflict of interest’
as they’re not at all the same," she
said firmly.

Most important to Jane is the
need for education of the general
population about dogs so good
dog ownership can be emphasized
more. "For me," Jane continued,
"their interaction with my life and
my family is a priority, as is an
understanding of the dynamics of
all healthy relationships ... and
dogs play a vital role in this."

Jane's overriding interest is in
canine health research, particu-
larly since she believes that much
of the research in dogs can cross

over to benefit man. Although she
breeds infrequently, she breeds for
the best; she understands that
whelping is stressful but can man-
age it. On the other hand, raising
those adorable kids is a real pleas-
ure, especially because "Havanese
are great moms!" Jane told me.
Spending quality time with her
dogs is where the most fun comes
in. She does like conformation
showing. Her assessment of the
judges' education programs is that
they are worthwhile and good,
but she would like to see more
breeders' education seminars to
better teach breeders how to
evaluate their stock and to limit
kennel blindness.

"Because of her position, a
delegate has a much broader over-
view of activities in purebred
dogs, as well as of the inner work-
ings of the American Kennel
Club," said Jane, "but being the
delegate also means that I must
use my own perspective and
analysis when bringing resources
back to my club."

It's been my pleasure getting to
know this delegate a little better. I
hope you will make the opportu-
nity to do so as well. And don't
forget to ask her about cataracts
and bowed legs! gt

UPCOMING DELEGATE MEETING DATES

December: Long Beach, CA - Monday, Tuesday, 3-4

March: New York, NY - Monday, Tuesday, 10-11

June: Location, TBD - Sunday, Monday, 8-9
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AN OPEN LETTER

For the Information of Fellow Delegates Concerning a Motion Made from the Floor
at the 11 June 2007 Las Vegas AKC Delegate Assembly Meeting

BRYANT FREEMAN, PH.D., Lawrence-Jayhawk Kennel Club

AKC MATTERS

James Crowley
AKC Executive Secretary

Dear Mr Crowley:

As requested, I enclose the fol-
lowing motion made from the
floor at the official AKC Delegates
meeting of 11 June 2007 on behalf
of the Lawrence-Jayhawk Kennel
Club:

Be it moved that no member or
licensed club of the AKC may
discriminate in its membership
based solely on gender, race,
sexual orientation, religion or
national origin.

As along-time university ad-
ministrator, two-term president of
the Clumber Spaniel Club of
America, president of an all-breed

kennel club, etc, I, as well as many
others, were surprised that the
chair did not call for a second to
the motion, followed in all likli-
hood by a tabeling for further
consideration.

Obviously this motion raises a
number of questions, but I remind
you the first woman Delegates to
the AKC were not seated until as
recently [sic] as 1974, after more
than 20 years of deliberations. I
believe the essential question here
is to what extent is autonomous a
member, or licensed, club of the
legally incorporated AKC. May a
club also constitute itself a mem-
ber club of a competing registry
(read UKC), with the same offi-
cers, Board, joint meetings, and
equivalent shows? May a club
knowingly admit to membership

an avowed "puppy miller?" May
a club auction off dogs?

I present for your delectation a
fine can of worms, but we are in
the 21st century and similar ques-
tions were bound to arise sooner
or later. What is right is right.

Sincerely,

Bryant Freeman, PhD

delegate, Lawrence-Jayhawk
Kennel Club

cc: Dennis Sprung, President & CEO
John Lyons, COO
Michael F. Swick, VP and

General Counsel
Heather McManus, Senior Attorney
Cynthia C. Beagles, Attorney ]

AREYOU GOING MY WAY?

BILL NEWMAN, Mastiff Club of America
Director, American Kennel Club

hen I joined the Delegate

Body many years ago, I
was so impressed with the quality
of that group. By that, I mean the
knowledge of pure bred dogs,
their overall enthusiasm, dedica-
tion and fervor. Since then I have
reflected on that impression and
for the most part I believe that to
be true. But dare not forget that
dog people are not only clever,
but competitive, egotistical and
very opinionated. Perhaps that
accounts for my most recent re-
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flective attitude about the group
and its actions (although maybe
I have gotten older and more
contrary).

After spending 40 years in Di-
agnostic and Therapeutic Radiol-
ogy I still do not feel secure in the
field of Physics, but I still have
never come across a more nega-
tively charged group than our
body. It is as if our neutrons
greatly outnumber our protons,
but rather it is probably the matter
of the visibility and expression of
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the neutrons rather than their
numbers.
So What Does All That Mean?
The answer to that is how we
approach new initiatives, changes
in procedure and action plans to
assure our survival in an un-
friendly world and changing
times. There is a method of intro-
ducing new concepts that is rea-
sonable and very successful.
Granted it appears that we are
frequently presented with new
(Continued on page 11)



NEWMAN, cont’d.

situations that are felt to be a fait
acompli and they are met with
uproarious opposition, and per-
haps rightly so.

But there is a proper and more
mature approach to change in pro-
cedure and policy, that is both
constructive and positive. By that
I'mean one should first look at the
problem and decide what are the
options for solving it. List first all
the reasons requiring change, pro-
duce a list of methods of change,
and evaluate them all from both
the advantage and disadvantage
viewpoints. Compile a list of com-
plications and adversities of all
solutions, and decide which best
suites the situation, the sport and
our organization.

That does not mean we will
always be right, or successful nor
does it mean we cannot change,

modify or negate our actions.
What it does mean, is that we are
realistic of the problems in the 21¢
century that confront a collection
of what may be interpreted as a
group of elite, effete purists by

a public not necessarily in tune
with our purposes, and more im-
portantly dedicated to our eradi-
cation.

So Where Is All This Going?

If we are going to survive, we
must accept change, some that
maybe unpleasant or not as sa-
vory as we would like. But change
is inevitable and may not always
be the best but must be for the
good of the order and our mis-
sion.

Please take a new or more pru-
dent approach to strident issues.
Do not scream no no no, off with

their heads, but look at the reason
for proposed change or concept.
Determine its need and eventual
effect on our organization. Pro-
ceed to analyze its method and
make the necessary changes with-
out injecting personal or emo-
tional rhetoric. Make your com-
ments and criticism positive and
helpful. Look beyond your per-
sonal agendas and look at the big
picture.

Are we going to succeed? You
can bet your next Best in Show on
it, but we cannot do it pulling in
different directions and attacking
each other. A group divided and
fighting within can never effec-
tively mount a defense or good
offense against the enemy with-
out.

SO WHO WILL COME WITH
ME ON MY WAY ? b

PERSPECTIVES
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THE SECOND DELEGATE LEGISLATIVE CAUCUS

COMMITTEE MEMBERS JUDITH DANIELS, NANCY FISK, SUSAN LACROIX HAMIL,
MICHAEL HOUCHARD, KATHLEEN PARKS, PATTE KLECAN, KERSIN OTTMAR,
GEORGE SEXTON, & CAROL WILLIAMSON

he second Delegates Legisla-

tive Forum/ Caucus was held
at the June meeting in Las Vegas,
and again was scheduled at 7:30
AM on the first meeting day. This
time slot, though it is very early,
seems to allow delegates to attend
the meeting without experiencing
conflicts with other scheduled
meetings. Perhaps this is the
"silver lining" to gathering at this
ungodly hour, because over 100
delegates were in attendance. To
say that this number of attendees
pleased our committee would be a
huge understatement!

In order to allow for reports
and open discussion on the ex-
tremely important bills currently
affecting the fancy, the educa-
tional portion of the meeting
(discussion of methods and tools
which could be used to allow us to
be more effective when lobbying
at the national, state, and local
levels) was delayed till the end of
the meeting and time allotted for
this portion of the meeting was
reduced somewhat.

Committee members Susan
LaCroix Hamil and Judi Daniels
opened the discussion of current
legislation with a report on the
progress of Assembly Bill 1634,
the bill so ridiculously named the
"California Healthy Pets Act."
They told of their experiences,
working together with many oth-
ers, on the front lines in the battle
to defeat AB 1634. Walter Bebout,
AKC Legislative Director, spoke
about the AKC Legislative Depart-
ment’s ongoing efforts on this
front. This outrageous statewide
mandatory spay/neuter bill has
mobilized the dog and cat fanciers
of California, and the nation as a
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whole, as no other attack on our
sport has ever done. The danger of
the animal rights movement has
become real and tangible to us all.
Like most legislative battles, this
fight will continue for many
months before it is over.

When asked by non-California-
resident delegates what could be
done to help those on the front
lines, Judi Daniels suggested that
each delegate find ten friends,
puppy buyers, etc. who live in
California and ask them to write
letters in opposition to AB 1634.
Actions such as this, which only
require a small effort on the part
of any one individual, magnified
by ten friends of each person in
attendance, plus those reading
this report, can accumulate to
make a tangible impression.

Attendees gave reports on the
situation in Louisville and on the
court fight that the Louisville Ken-
nel Club has undertaken, as well
as on the court fight concerning
the City of Denver’s BSL. Patte
Klecan gave an update on the Al-
buquerque, New Mexico HEART
ordinance and the Rio Grande
Kennel Club’s ongoing efforts to
fight it. Nina Schaefer gave an
update on the efforts in Pennsyl-
vania and John Ronald spoke
about another horrific bill in
Washington, DC, which needs to
be strongly opposed.

As the reports continued, what
became very obvious was that
there is an ever-increasing on-
slaught of terrible bills which, to-
gether and singly, have the poten-
tial to seriously undermine our
rights as dog owners and fanciers.

The educational presentation
portion of the next Forum/Caucus
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will continue to focus on how to
lobby effectively. It seems that
those in California have joined
forces and are working hard to
defeat AB 1634. None of us can
afford to wait until a bill of this
magnitude comes to our door be-
fore we decide to become in-
volved. Let’s not wait for a 9/11, or
in our case an AB 1634, to wave
our AKC flags.

Our first two Forums were
scheduled from 7:30 to 8:30 AM,
which allowed us only an hour for
our meeting. We accomplished
much; however, the free exchange
of ideas became rushed and the
educational portion of the meeting
was compromised because of time
constraints. I am happy to report
that, working with the Coordinat-
ing Committee, we have found a
way to extend our time by another
half hour.

Our next meeting is scheduled
from 7:30 to 9:00 AM on the first
day of each delegate meetings,
starting in September. Though we
will still meet early in the morn-
ing, we will have a less hurried
meeting and will have more time
to share ideas and learn from each
other. We look forward to seeing
you all in September.

Don't forget to find ten friends,
puppy buyers, etc. who live in
California and ask them to write
letters in opposition to AB 1634.

Your homework assignment
for the next meeting is to bring
your ideas about ways to encour-
age all members of the fancy to
become involved in our battle to
save our rights as dog owners/
lovers.

As always, WE WILL BE COL-
LECTING HOMEWORK! g



LANGUAGE MAKES A DIFFERENCE, PART TWO:
THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN “BREEDERS” AND
“RESPONSIBLE BREEDERS”

PATTE KLECAN, American Bouvier Des Flandres Club

L anguage has a huge impact
on the legislative battles we
wage and sometimes the labels
we use to describe ourselves are
limiting rather than helpful.

We are more than breeders. We
are the leaders in promoting ca-
nine health and welfare and in
promoting responsible dog own-
ership. ... And we should say so!

The American Kennel Club, in
a brochure entitled "Should I
Breed My Dog?" sets forth hall-
marks for responsible breeders.
“Responsible breeders: Embrace
the belief that each new litter
should represent an improvement
over the last; are aware that each
breed has an official standard or
written description of how the
ideal dog [of that breed] looks,
moves and behaves and are care-
ful to breed only those dogs that
meet this standard; and give care-
ful consideration to health issues,
genetic concerns, temperament,
soundness and appearance. Re-
sponsible breeders know that
every dog — however wonderful
as a companion — has certain flaws
or weaknesses and that it is im-
portant to find a mate that can
complement strengths and help
eliminate the weaknesses. Respon-
sible breeders accept responsibil-
ity for the puppies they produce
throughout each puppy’s lifetime
and are always available to an-
swer questions and provide infor-
mation to the puppy’s new own-
ers.”

An internet search for
"responsible breeder" leads to
multiple websites that discuss the
difference between a “breeder"
and a "responsible breeder." Dog

Owner’s Guide, for example, de-
fines "hobby breeder" as "A breed
fancier who has a breed or two (or
even three); follows a breeding
plan to preserve and protect each
breed; produces a limited number
of litters each year; breeds only
when a litter will enhance the
breed and the breeding program;
raises the puppies with plenty of
environmental stimulation and
human contact; has a contract that
protects breeder, puppy, and
buyer; raises [the] dog in the
house or runs a small, clean ken-
nel; screens breeding stock to
eliminate hereditary defects;
works with a breed club or kennel
club to promote and protect the
breed; and cares that each and
every puppy is placed in the best
home possible."

This site defines "commercial
breeder" as "One who usually has
several breeds of dogs with profit
as the primary motive for exis-
tence. Commercial breeders that
are inspected by USDA, state
agencies, or the American Kennel
Club should have adequate condi-
tions. Commercial breeders that
sell directly to the public fall
through the regulatory cracks
unless they do business in a state
that licenses commercial kennels.
Dogs in these kennels may be
healthy or not and their conditions
may be acceptable or not. The
dogs are probably not screened
for genetic diseases, and the
breeding stock may or may not be
selected for resemblance to the
breed standard or for good tem-
perament.”

Dog Owner’s Guide defines "A
real puppy mill" as "A breeder
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who produces puppies with no
breeding program, little attention
to puppy placement, and poor
health and socialization practices.
Conditions in puppy mills are
generally substandard and may be
deplorable, and puppies and adult
dogs may be malnourished, sickly,
and of poor temperament.”

The National Animal Interest
Alliance’s (NAIA) definitions of
breeders fall into two general cate-
gories: non-commercial and com-
mercial: "Non-commercial breed-
ers fall into two additional cate-
gories: 1) breed enthusiasts, also
known as breed fanciers or show
breeders, including performance
dog breeders who select dogs
with the ability and temperament
to participate in certain sports
or to perform particular jobs; and
2) casual breeders who dabble
in breeding.”

"Breed enthusiasts follow
breed club guidelines and codes of
ethics. Breed enthusiasts are moti-
vated by several factors: love of a
breed; a desire to contribute to the
improvement of breed health and
performance skills; enjoyment of
breed competitions and sports;
and pleasure in the company of
other breed and dog admirers.
Breed enthusiasts ... breed for
health, temperament and breed
type; screen their breeding stock
for genetic abnormalities; become
knowledgeable about breed his-
tory and bloodlines; provide ap-
propriate health care and housing
for adult dogs and puppies; raise,
train and socialize puppies in their
homes; participate in dog shows
so their dogs can be evaluated for

(Continued on page 14)
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KLECAN, cont’d.

adherence to specific breed stan-
dards of excellence and for per-
formance ability; and help with
public education efforts promoted
by national and local dog organi-
zations. Breed enthusiasts are
sometimes called ‘responsible dog
breeders’ ."

"Performance dog breeders are
hobbyists, sportsmen or service
dog organizations that breed dogs
primarily to do a job or participate
in a sport. They breed dogs for the
temperament and ability to serve
as working companions for handi-
capped owners, or produce hunt-
ing dogs, herding dogs, guarding
dogs, racing dogs, sled dogs, dogs
used in law enforcement and dogs
with temperament and stamina to
participate in schutzhund and
other sports. These breeders con-
centrate on health and ability in
producing high-energy, high-
drive dogs that are good at their
jobs, but which may not always be
satisfactory as family pets because
of their Type A workaholic per-
sonalities. Therefore, responsible
performance dog breeders take
extra care in placing their puppies
as pets."

"Casual breeders raise dogs in
their homes and sell directly to the
public. Known pejoratively as
‘backyard breeders,” they breed
litters so children or other family
members can witness a birth; be-
cause they mistakenly believe that
a female dog needs a litter to be
‘fulfilled’, because they hope to
earn a little extra money and have-
n’t yet learned that litters cost
more then they bring in; and be-
cause they did not neuter their
pets or keep them properly con-
fined. These breeders produce
both purebred and mixed-breed
dogs. ... They are extremely
unlikely to attend seminars, help
with public education efforts, and
contribute to breed rescue efforts,
or take back dogs if placements
don’t work out. For these reasons
they usually cannot offer sound
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advice to their puppy buyers. ...
These amateur breeders are often
disparaged by both anti-breeding
activists and show breeders be-
cause they can unwittingly con-
tribute to irresponsible dog own-
ership.”

"Commercial breeders sell
dogs as a business through large
kennels, pet stores, national maga-
zine ads, newspaper ads, and over
the internet. Commercial breeders
may be regulated or non-
regulated. They may produce a
single breed or multiple breeds,
including crossbreeds. They may
keep as few as three breeding fe-
males or as many as several hun-
dred. Commercial kennels that
sell dogs for resale in pet stores
are regulated by the US Dept. of
Agriculture under the federal Ani-
mal Welfare Act. Commercial ken-
nels that sell directly to consumers
from their facilities or through
magazine ads or the Internet are
not always required to be feder-
ally regulated and may avoid
oversight altogether."

"Puppy mills are substandard
breeding operations run by people
with little concern for the welfare
of their puppies or their breeding
stock. Medical care is scarce; so-
cialization and good nutrition are
non-existent. Puppy mill dogs are
typically in poor condition and
live in kennels that are rundown
and filthy. Dogs may be confined
to small cages like rabbit hutches;
puppies may be raised or dis-
played in shopping carts. When
AKC inspectors find such kennels,
they suspend the registration
privileges of the owners and re-
port the conditions to area au-
thorities. When USDA inspectors
come across such kennels that sell
puppies to pet stores or to other
commercial kennels, they use the
federal Animal Welfare Act to sus-
pend or revoke licenses and assess
fines."

NAIA continues, "The entire
commercial dog breeding industry
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and even hobbyists are tainted by
the existence of puppy mills. Anti-
breeding zealots find kennels with
squalid conditions, get the media
interested, and paint all commer-
cial breeders and pet stores that
buy from commercial kennels
with the same brush in press re-
leases, articles, and fund-raising
campaigns. Anti puppy- mill cam-
paigns target all commercial
breeders regardless of their stan-
dards. They use the existence of
such kennels to promote manda-
tory spay/neuter bills and other
anti-breeder legislation. They also
use these campaigns to promote
shelter dogs instead of well-bred
and well-socialized puppies from
breed enthusiasts."

"Breeder" or "responsible
breeder"? When you walk into the
office of a legislator or stand up at
a city council meeting and an-
nounce that you're a "breeder,"
which image do you think comes
to their minds? Because so many
politicians have been indoctri-
nated by the animal rights groups
into the mindset that "breeders"
only fall into one category, the
image that’s conjured up is —
"puppy mill." They think breeding
is a business and we’re only in it
for the money! I've heard more
than once that outrageous fees for
intact animals and litter permits
are just the “price of doing busi-
ness’ ."

Until we succeed in winning the
war for the public image regarding
"breeders” we should always refer to
ourselves as “responsible breeders”
and educate the politicians that there
is indeed a difference. We need to re-
establish ourselves as the experts
on the welfare of dogs. We need to
re-claim the time honored integ-
rity of the purebred breeder dedi-
cated to the preservation of the
uniqueness of our dogs. We need
to change the public’s image of
who we are. We are RESPONSI-
BLE BREEDERS! g



IT'S US AGAINST THEM

JOAN TABOR, Eastern German Shorthaired Pointer Club

F ighting anti-dog legislation is
a battle. Unfortunately the
fancy are generally undermanned
and under-funded. The sense of
urgency is often lacking in hobby
breeders, who, by their own defi-
nition, have a 9-5 job in addition
to their dog hobby.

The New Jersey Federation of
Dog Clubs (NJFDC) has had re-
cent success in fighting breed spe-
cific legislation (BSL). In this battle
they worked side by side with a
non -AKC Club, The Delaware
Valley American Pit Bull Terrier
Club (DVAPBTC). The DVAPBTC
had one full time worker and a
sizable budget. Both groups circu-
lated petitions and had the ser-
vices of a pro-bono attorney.
Representatives of the NJFDC and
their attorney had a sit down
meeting with the bill sponsor,
during which time he was given
a chance to review the signed
petitions.

With the assistance of the
DVAPBTC, the NJFDC sent a
mailing to all New Jersey legisla-
tors. The mailing was quite com-
prehensive, containing a five page
and fully researched statement on

why this legislation was wrong
for New Jersey. We also pre-
sented position statements from
the AKC, the New Jersey Veteri-
nary Medical Association
(NJVMA) and other reputable dog
organizations, plus a reprint of an
article in the Journal of the Ameri-
can Veterinary Medical Assoca-
tion JAVMA) entitled, “A Com-
munity Approach to Dog Bite Pre-
vention.” In this instance, all of
the animal welfare organizations
and most reputable dog organiza-
tions in the State of New Jersey
were on our side.

Currently we (NJFDC) are
fighting anti-breeding laws. So far
our approach has consisted of sit-
down meetings with some of the
bill sponsors and attendance at
legislative committee hearings,
where our representatives have
addressed the committee mem-
bers. Unfortunately, the dog fancy
at large takes no initiative on their
own to attend those hearings
which are conducted during
weekday business hours. It is
generally assumed that someone
from the NJFDC Board of Direc-
tors will attend.

LEGISLATION

In addition to the aforemen-
tioned, the NJFDC publishes a
quarterly newsletter, has a public
education table at local dog
shows, and maintains information
on its website. We also encourage
the member clubs to contact their
legislators and bill sponsors by
mail, e-mail, phone and fax. What
we need to fight anti-breeding
legislation in New Jersey is a cohe-
sive front from all NJ AKC Clubs,
their membership and the fancy as
a whole. We do not need internal
bickering about the way in which
we are doing our job.

Dog hobbyists hurt themselves
when there is divisiveness
amongst us. The Animal Rights
(AR) movement is cohesive, moti-
vated and well funded. Internal
bickering from within our own
ranks can only bring joy to the
AR groups who are often behind
much of the legislation that we
fight.

It takes a village of like-
minded dog hobbyists and dog
owners to combat the spread of
AR legislation.

The coordinator for the December 2007 issue will be Carol Williamson.
The deadline for submissions for this issue will be October 5, 2007.

Please submit your articles to Carol at carol.williamson@kirbycorp.com

PERSPECTIVES
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WHY THE MIXED BREED INITIATIVE IS IMPORTANT

TO AKC’S FUTURE

THOMAS M. DAVIES, Springfield Kennel Club
Director, American Kennel Club

D og trainer Karen Peake says

she faces the day a student is
ready for competition with a mix
of emotions. If the dog is a pure-
bred, there are numerous oppor-
tunities for the owners to show off
their dogs’ new skills.

But for the numerous owners
of mixed breeds in her classes,
finding trials is a disappointing
experience. Peake, who teaches in
northern Virginia, wrote the fol-
lowing in a letter to AKC: "So
many of them would love the op-
portunity to compete in compan-
ion animal events, but currently
are unable to. I would love to be
able, in the near future, to give
competition information to my
clients with mixed breed dogs."

Peake can’t remember a time
when she wasn’t involved with
purebred dogs. She was intro-
duced to the fancy by her mother,
who got involved in the sport
through a little mixed breed dog.
She went on to say "You are the
nation’s largest registry and the
best venue for owners of mixed
breed dogs to “strut their stuff’
and open a completely new ex-
perience that could lead to more
people becoming involved in the
purebred dog fancy."

Peake is not alone in recogniz-
ing the disappointment of dog
owners who cannot compete in
AKC events. The majority of peo-
ple who responded to the recent
AKC survey on mixed breed par-
ticipation said their clubs offer
training classes for mixed breeds.
The survey’s purpose was to
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gather input as the Board consid-
ers allowing spayed and neutered
mixed breed dogs to be listed,
similarly to ILP dogs, and to com-
pete in Companion Events
(agility, obedience, rally, and
tracking). What is the message
that we send when we tell these
same owners that they can’t enter
our club’s next AKC obedience or
rally trials?

Actually, the majority of sur-
vey respondents agreed mixed
breeds should be allowed more
access to AKC events. More than
50 percent said clubs should have
the OPTION of offering classes for
mixed breed dogs. Sixty-five per-
cent of AKC constituents who re-
sponded were in favor.

At the June Delegates meeting,
some speakers stated opposition
to this concept because it is a
break from tradition. They con-
tended AKC was established for
purebred dogs only, and that’s the
way it should be always.

AKC was founded in 1884 for
the purpose of recording the pedi-
grees of purebred dogs, register-
ing them, and sponsoring quality
events for purebreds — and that
focus will never change. But AKC
in 1884 is not AKC in 2007, as one
delegate put it at the June meet-
ing. Lifestyles and dog owners
have changed — and the AKC
must adapt in order to survive.

Today, AKC is faced with nu-
merous challenges. These include
a steadily declining registration
rate for both litters and individual
dogs. Registration fees subsidize
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dog shows and events so this is a
true concern for exhibitors.

In addition, the animal rights
movement has become a powerful
force in our country. Anti-dog and
anti-breeding legislation crops up
on almost a daily basis in local
and state governments. Currently,
AKC is fighting six state and 26
local government initiatives; this
is not counting the ones that have
already passed, including the Lou-
isville, Kentucky spay-neuter ordi-
nance.

AKC’s adoption of a mixed
breed dog listing service would
provide a significantly broader
base of dog/pet support to in-
crease our ability to influence leg-
islative activity.

As another delegate said at the
June meeting, the animal rights
movement plays the "E-card"
against us, meaning the Elitist
Card. They can point to AKC and
jeer that we don’t represent all
dogs — they do!

Longtime Golden Retriever
breeder and Golden Retriever
Club of America President Chris
Miele recently wrote AKC to ex-
press her personal views on this
topic. She said she understood the
reluctance of some fanciers to in-
clude spayed/neutered mixed
breeds, but that they shouldn’t
fear the loss of their elite status. "It
is generally agreed that AKC
represents the elite of dog owners,
breeders, and competitors. Admit-
ting mixed breeds to companion
events doesn’t jeopardize that

(Continued on page 17)



DAVIES, cont’d.

status. The delegates, judges, and
member clubs still represent the
pinnacle of knowledge and dedi-
cation to health, breeding, train-
ing, and responsibility."

It is important to advance the
positive aspects of AKC to a new
and very large segment of the dog
owning public. Nearly half the
dogs in the country are mixed
breeds, comprising about 31 mil-
lion dogs, according to the Ameri-
can Pet Products Manufacturers
Association. Even if AKC cap-
tured a small percentage of those
owners, it would translate into a
significant gain.

The Kennel Club of Great Brit-
ain—one of the world’s most pres-
tigious registries—has registered
non-purebred dogs for more than
50 years. Crossbreeds, as they are
known in England, compete in
obedience, agility and other com-
panion events.

Rosemary Smart, President of
The Kennel Club, says the move
has helped their country’s pure-
bred dog fancy with influencing
government actions. "We try to
represent dogs and dog owners in
a practical and measured way,
putting forward the voice of rea-
son against some rather more ex-
treme organizations. If we are
seen to be only representing a sec-
tor of the dog owning community,
it would be very difficult for us to
influence government and be part
of the consultative process."

The Kennel Club has two
branches for its mixed breed pro-
gram. The Companion Dog Club
registers about 1,000 dogs a year,
and the Activity Register (for com-
petition) registers about 3,500 a
year. These figures may seem
small, but not when you put them
in perspective. England is much
smaller than America. The Kennel

Club registers about 57,000 litters
a year, compared to 413,000 for
the AKC. For individual dogs, the
comparison is about 270,000 indi-
vidual dogs a year in the UK,
compared to more than 800,000
for AKC. If the AKC captured the
same percent of crossbreeds as
The Kennel Club, the results could
be significant.

The fear of promoting the
breeding of "designer" dogs is an-
other reason fanciers cite for not
wanting mixed breeds. They do
not want to contribute to the
popularity of labradoodles,
goldendoodles, and puggles.

It's not the breeders of these
pricey mixes that AKC wants to
reach — and the spay-neuter re-
quirement would prevent these
breeders from involvement. AKC
needs to connect with the pet
owners who bought into the hype
that designer dogs are the new
super canines. By not encompass-
ing the owners of these dogs, we
actually increase the likelihood
that their next dog will be another
designer dog. If the AKC develops
a bond with the owners of these
hybrids, then we gain the ability
to enlighten them to the benefits
of a well-bred purebred.

A mixed breed program also
would allow AKC to embrace peo-
ple who own both mixed breeds
and purebreds and provide them
with a venue for participation in
our events. More than 21,000 peo-
ple took the mixed breed survey,
and nearly 30 percent of respon-
dents said they own a mixed
breed. Exhibitors who compete
with both purebreds and mixed
breeds likely choose an alternate
registry that allows all their dogs
to play. Most, if not all, competing
registries that sanction companion
events provide for mixed breed
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participation.

Mixed breed owners who com-
pete in companion events —
whether they are in separate or
same classes — will be exposed to
the performances of well-bred and
structurally sound purebred dogs,
providing some stimulus toward
the possibility for their next dog to
be purebred.

Many have stated they didn’t
mind mixed breed involvement,
but they did not want a mixed
breed to take their dog’s slot in
limited entry trials. This program
would be OPTIONAL for clubs. If
your club events’ entries are
booming, then you do not have to
offer classes for mixed breeds. But
many clubs need more entries to
break even. In 2006, there were
more than 180,000 slots in agility
trials that went unfilled. Obedi-
ence trial entries have declined
since 1999 so some clubs would
welcome the extra entries.

Most importantly, the AKC
would truly demonstrate its com-
mitment to responsible dog own-
ership. It's difficult to contend that
we are concerned about the best
interest of all dogs when we ex-
clude nearly half the dogs in the
country. There is no better way to
combat the spread of anti-dog leg-
islation than by educating all dog
owners and showing them that
AKC cares about all dogs.

Miele summed it up well in her
letter. "Perhaps the delegate body
would be more favorable towards
this if they realized that this will
help AKC’s image considerably
with all the horrid legislation that
is cropping up all over the place.
This is an opportunity to promote
responsible dog ownership for
ALL dogs." &
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AKC MIXED BREEDS????22??
DAVID MERRIAM, Duluth Kennel Club
Vice-Chair, AKC Board of Directors

or 123 years the American

Kennel Club has been commit-
ted to the sport and the encour-
agement of purebred dogs. The
Board of Directors and the Staff
are now engaged in a procedure
which, if it came to fulfillment,
would disastrously undermine
our historical basis.

Can there be any doubt of our
allegiance to the purebred dog? It
is explicit in the stated Objects of
the Club [emphasis mine]:

"The objects of the Club
shall be to maintain and pub-
lish an official stud book, to
adopt and enforce uniform
rules regulating and governing
purebred dog events, to regu-
late the conduct of persons in-
terested in breeding, register-
ing, selling, purchasing, exhib-
iting and running purebred
dogs, to prevent, detect, and
punish frauds in connection
therewith, to protect the inter-
ests of its members, to publish
an official kennel gazette, and
generally to do everything to
advance the study, breeding,
exhibiting, running and main-
tenance of purebred dogs.”
(AKC Bylaws, Article II1.)

The last major overhaul of the
bylaws initiated by the Menaker
Committee included the addition
of "purebred dog" to numerous
sections similar to the example
above. This attempt to bring
mixed breed dogs into the struc-
ture and governance of AKC is
not only misguided but absolutely
sends the wrong message. The
proposals say the mixed breeds
will not be registered, only listed.
Do you really believe that the
public will distinguish between
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AKC registered, AKC listed or
AKC enrolled? Be serious. If
mixed breeds are "admitted" in
some form, be prepared to find
advertisements of AKC Labra-
doodles, AKC Cockapoos and
AKC You Name It.

This result will be a withering
rebuttal to our messages of so
many decades: Make your next
dog an AKC purebred bought
from a breeder. Know what you
are getting, buy an AKC purebred
dog.

One must question why AKC
is even considering such an ill-
advised move. The best I can dis-
cover is that it stems from two
sources: 1) some companion event
people want to be able to enter
their purebreds AND their mixed
breeds at AKC events and 2) Some
think that the program will be a
money maker for AKC.

I believe that the only national
kennel club AKC recognizes that
"registers” mixed breeds is The
Kennel Club in the UK. They
separate their mixed breed regis-
try into two parts, Activity and
Companion Dog Club. Obviously,
the Activity dogs are those who
compete in their companion
events and number about 3500 per
year. The Companion Dog Club
garners a mere 500 mixed breed
dogs every year.

The proposals I have seen in-
clude the provision that all mixed
breeds must be spayed or neu-
tered before they can be listed. Is
AKC committed to breeding pure-
bred dogs or just exhibiting any
kind of dog? Deliberate and
thoughtful breeding is at the very
core of our sport.

If, under the proposal, the
mixed breed companion events
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must be held separately from
AKC companion events, the desire
of the dual owner will be denied.
If held at the same time and place,
it will only be a matter of time
before they are combined.

It is argued that if AKC in-
cludes mixed breeds, we will have
greater political influence. Balder-
dash! Politicians are not that na-
ive. A handful of mixed breeds
attached to hundreds of thou-
sands of purebreds does not
change the leopard’s spots. If
England is our only example, their
kennel club has been less than suc-
cessful politically, e.g. the docking
ban and the fox hunting ban.

I do believe that AKC has in-
terests which overlap with the
owners of mixed breeds. They
include humane treatment, recov-
ering lost dogs (CAR), legislation,
good citizenship (CGC), responsi-
ble dog ownership and protecting
the right to own dogs. AKC’s in-
terests DO NOT extend to regis-
tering/enrolling/listing mixed
breeds and providing mixed breed
competition.

Because our Bylaws are so ex-
plicit about the Club’s commit-
ment to purebred dogs, I believe
that any action which would
move AKC into the mixed breed
proposal surely must have the
approval of 2/3 of the Delegate
body by amending Article III. To
allow such a monumental change
on the vote of only seven board
directors would be unthinkable.

The methodology of approach-
ing the mixed breed proposal as a
"blank slate" is deceiving. It as-
sumes that the slate is to be filled
in. I say toss the slate now. A BIG
NO TO AKC MIXED BREEDS. gt



AKC MIXED BREEDS PROGRAM —
“DON’T OPEN A CAN OF WORMS”

JOAN CONFORT, Twin Brooks Kennel Club

Wow! What a can of worms
the American Kennel Cub
is opening! AKC has always been
known for standing behind its
registry of pure-bred dogs. This
proposed program marks a big
change from what AKC has his-
torically stood for.

My problem for this AKC pro-
posal is there are people in the
world who have been using Pit
Bull mixes for dog fighting. They
are now mixing them with Boxers
and Rottweilers, and other large
breeds. The powers-that-be keep
trying to clean up this problem of
illegal dogfights, but the fights
somehow continue to proliferate.
With the AKC’s acceptance of the
mixed breeds, aren’t they openly
supporting this avenue for contin-
ued abuse?

The other problem I see is with
the "designer breeds" which are
bred through puppy mills. The
AKC is openly endorsing mixed
breeding with no knowledge of
outcome and breed specific ge-
netic and temperament problems.
I'have personally met people who

own a "Yorkon" — very cute but
not problem free. This is a blend
of a Yorkshire Terrier and Bichon
Frise. The "designer breeds" are
the new vogue in canines of today.
The puppy mills should be
pleased at the prospect of this
mixed breeding being accepted as
part of the AKC registry.

Another negative example of
possible breed dilution in the pro-
posed mixed breed program
would be that of having a superior
dog with high attributes which
has been neutered to meet our
AKC mixed breed program crite-
ria, and which therefore cannot be
used for breeding. However, the
breeders of this dog will still have
the option of using a litter mate to
try and achieve the same results.
Would the offspring of this repeat
cross breeding then be eligible for
our listing service and our com-
petitive events?

There could also be a positive
aspect to this proposed new regis-
try; I have been at dog shows
where mixed breeds performed in
obedience and agility almost as
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well as the pure- bred dogs. This
accomplishment can be attributed
to the dog’s training, not to a
planned breeding.

The Canine Companion for
Independence group has bred
Golden Retrievers and Labrador
Retrievers together for the handi-
capped and have arrived at a per-
fect guide and service dog combi-
nation. I suppose these dogs
would then be eligible for our reg-
istry?

Whether one leans toward the
positive or negative aspects of this
planned service, I hope that the
American Kennel Club will be
careful and straightforward as I
and others wish to have full faith
and confidence in the integrity of
the AKC’s registry. Opening our
services to mixed breed dogs has
the potential of lessening the pub-
lic’s perception of AKC dogs as
specially bred dogs to meet high
standards.

So, please . .. “Don’t open a
can of worms." g
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ENHANCING THE AKC INVITATIONAL SHOW

L1z SULLIVAN, New England Dog Training Club, Inc.

he Invitational is the AKC’s

premier event. It is the only
show actually put on by the AKC
itself. While attending various
Invitational shows in recent years,
I have been struck by the quality
and quantity of the entry. Sadly in
many cases, it is not a collection of
the most elite dogs in the various
breeds. While it may be a repre-
sentative selection in some breeds,
in other breeds not only are the
numbers limited, but frankly there
are notable absences of many of
the truly top dogs of that breed.

Last year’s Invitational in Long
Beach is a good example of this.
I've felt for many years that this
show is simply not an important
one for my breed (Boxers) as there
have never been particularly large
numbers entered and seldom have
there been more than two or three
of the truly top Boxers. As in most
years, the Boxers entered last year
were less than half of those eligi-
ble to compete and in perusing the
catalog, I recognized the names of
just a few of the well-known Box-
ers. It is true that the number one
Boxer in the country was there,
but this bitch is a California dog
and, with the Invitational being
held in Long Beach, it amounted
to a local show for her. The major-
ity of names listed in the catalog
were of dogs I didn’t recognize —
and they certainly were not, with
few exceptions, among the Top 25
Boxers in the country.

At first I thought this was
something peculiar to my breed —
for whatever reason Boxer people
simply don’t care about the Invita-
tional. But in talking to other dele-
gates with other breeds, it appears
many of them feel the same way —
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the Invitational is not a show
where they expect to see a signifi-
cant number of the top dogs of
their breed competing, unlike
their Parent Club National Spe-
cialty. Last year I made a point of
watching this aspect in particular
and noted that many breeds had
relatively small entries. I am not
personally familiar with the top
dogs in other breeds, but when—
for example—there are only 4
Great Danes entered in the show,
you can safely assume it has not
drawn a large entry of top win-
ning Danes. And this was not iso-
lated to Great Danes and Boxers,
there were many breeds that I
watched with small entries, well
below the number of dogs eligible
to participate.

If last year’s entries had been
an anomaly, the problem might be
laid at the feet of the judging
panel chosen. But typically the
judging panels are stellar and this
was not a one-time occurrence. It
was, at least in my personal ex-
perience in attending this show,
fairly typical. So the question
must be asked, "Why doesn’t the
AKC Invitational draw a better
entry?" But a more important
question might be, "How can the
Invitational be enhanced so that it
becomes the real jewel of a show it
is intended to be?" Clearly, a show
like Westminster can and does
draw outstanding entries—
although it may a bit unfair to
compare a show with a long his-
tory and an outstanding tradition
like Westminster’s to a relatively
new show like the Invitational.
One possible reason top dogs
avoid this show may be the loca-
tion. Perhaps the sites in Tampa,
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Florida and Long Beach, Califor-
nia are not optimum venues. Cer-
tainly the ongoing struggle in
California regarding oppressive
anti-dog legislation, and the fact
that both representatives from the
Long Beach area in particular be-
trayed the trust of the dog-
friendly lobby, may impact entries
this coming year. Many, many
people in the dog fancy are speak-
ing of avoiding the Invitational if
it is not removed from California.

But regardless of issues like
this political one, if the show itself
was a significant event for the dog
fancy, I believe it would draw bet-
ter entries—and by better entries I
mean larger numbers of the top
dogs in each breed, not simply
larger numbers of relatively ob-
scure dogs. I would like to suggest
a few possible enhancements that
could make the Invitational the
"crown jewel" of dog shows it was
intended to be. And my use of the
word "crown" in the previous sen-
tence was intentional, because the
first enhancement I would suggest
for the Invitational is the promo-
tion of the idea of a "Triple Crown
of Dog Shows".

If this sounds slightly familiar
it may be because several years
ago this idea was floated by the
Chairman at the Invitational in
Florida. But like the proverbial "15
minutes of fame" everyone is sup-
posed to be entitled to, the excite-
ment over this idea lasted about
15 minutes. The reason it quickly
died (as it should have in this in-
stance) was the serious miscalcu-
lation of including Crufts as one of
the "triple crowns". Crufts is not
an accessible show for many

(Continued on page 21)
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North American dog fanciers and
it should never have been linked
to two premier American shows.
Firstly, if you own one of the
many docked or cropped breeds,
you can’t even enter your dog in
Crufts. Furthermore, although the
restrictions on travel from coun-
tries where rabies exists have been
somewhat eased, it still requires
such a commitment to import a
dog into England, show it, and
return to America that many who
are specialing top dogs are unwill-
ing to do so. The competition for
national rankings in this country
is intense enough that many peo-
ple would be unwilling to give up
several weeks of competition to
simply attend one dog show in
England.

Instead of creating a triple
crown from Westminster, Crufts
and the Invitational; the Triple
Crown should have been made up
of the Westminster in February,
each breed’s Parent Club National
Specialty (most of which are held
between Westminster and the In-
vitational) with the final "jewel"
being the Invitational itself. All
three of these shows are accessible
to the dog fancy here in America
and are likely to draw good en-
tries—especially if bragging rights
to having a triple crown winning
dog are available. In order to
make this the elite competition it
should be, it would be necessary
to restrict the title of "Triple
Crown Winner" to a dog who ac-
complished these three wins in the
same calendar year. While going
Best in Show at Westminster, your
own National Specialty and the
Invitational would truly be an ac-

complishment on par with win-
ning the Thoroughbred Triple
Crown races, there can only one
Best In Show winner, and that in
itself would not do enough to in-
crease entries significantly at the
Invitational.

My second suggestion is that
in addition to proclaiming a dog,
who went BIS at all three shows to
be the national triple crown win-
ner, we should also consider a title
of "Breed Triple Crown Winner"
for any dog that went BOB at all
three shows. Obviously going
BOB at your national is the same
as going BIS, but by having a Tri-
ple Crown award for every breed,
you would increase the interest by
the number of available breeds—
which is a lot more than the one
dog who might achieve national
Triple Crown success. To go BOB
at these three elite shows would
still be an accomplishment signifi-
cant enough that I believe many
people would aspire to it. There
should be some special trophy or
medallion for any dog who ac-
complished this notable achieve-
ment.

Finally, taking a page from the
most popular sport in North
America, Football, with its "super
bowl", we need to increase local
"rooting" interest in show dogs if
we want the general public to be-
come interested in these (and all)
dog shows. My final suggestion
for enhancing the Invitational
would be to designate one cluster
of shows in each state as the "state
Invitational championship clus-
ter". How many more members of
the general public might be in-
clined to watch the Invitational on
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television if their local paper men-
tioned that the New York or Iowa
state champion was competing
there? In order to get the best dogs
to the Invitational we need to
make it possible for dogs to earn
standings that make them eligi-
ble—and at the same time, give
people in that area someone to
"root for" at the Invitational. So
the AKC should designate one
good sized cluster of shows as the
"Invitational challenge" cluster
and for these shows only the
judges should be instructed to
choose not just a Best of Breed or
Best in Show but also a Reserve
BOB and Reserve BIS. What ever
ranking system the AKC ulti-
mately decides upon, the dogs
going BOB and RBOB at these
shows should be awarded 10
points and 5 points respectively
and those going BIS and RBIS
should be awarded 50 points and
25 points toward their standings.
So a dog that does well under sev-
eral different judges at these clus-
ters would rise in the rankings
because of these special wins. It
would be nice if Westminster and
each national specialty club would
agree to award RBOB and RBIS as
well, but even without their buy-
ing into this plan, it would still
make competition more exciting
and for the Invitational —it would
build suspense all year as dogs
compete for the opportunity to
win a triple crown for their breed.
I suspect we could see a steady
increase in entries of top dogs if
this idea caught on among the
dog fancy. s
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PARETO’S PRINCIPLE: IS THE 80/20 RULE
ALIVE AND WELL AT DOG SHOWS?

DONNA BECKMAN, Siberian Husky Club of America, Inc.

In the 1940s, Pareto postulated
an idea illustrating the inequal-
ity of wealth in our country: that
80% of the wealth was controlled
by 20% of the population—the
80/20 Rule. Since then, this princi-
ple is often found to be true else-
where—even in dog shows.

Exhibitors will tell you that the
same judges appear on
most judging panels. Aspiring
judges will tell you the same
thing. So, without a scientific sta-
tistical analysis because we don’t
need to know the exact percent-
ages, I suspect we can at least
agree that there is a number of
judges who seem to get a large
proportion of assignments.

There are a several reasons for
this trend, with the economics of
dog shows leading the list. Costs
are rising everywhere: show
grounds, transportation, services,
to name just some of the areas
with escalating costs. Anyone who
has ever put together a judging
slate knows that finding fewer
judges who are able to judge mul-
tiple full-day assignments reduces
expenses (and this is all the better

if the judges are husbands and
wives). But, it is not merely an
economic issue, often those more
experienced judges are some of
our best judges, and any club
wants to offer a great panel of re-
spected and well-qualified judges.
In some ways inertia takes over
and the panels become self-
fulfilling prophecies: club mem-
bers suggest judges with whom
they are familiar, these are the
judges who judge frequently, and
as a result, they get more assign-
ments.

But, is this dog show version of
the 80/20 Rule detrimental? I sup-
pose it depends on your perspec-
tive. Some exhibitors may become
tired of showing to the same peo-
ple, and entries may drop. Win-
ning exhibitors, however, want to
see the judges they like on panel
after panel. Aspiring judges trying
to get a group or two in order to
be more attractive to selection
committees may find it difficult to
get the assignments they need to
progress. And, although the Sport
wins by providing experienced
judges, it might also lose by not
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providing those good aspiring
judges with enough opportunities
to gain experience.

Perhaps there is a way to
change the 80/20 Rule that would
give us the best of both worlds:
utilizing our best experienced
judges while providing an oppor-
tunity for aspiring judges. Here
are some ideas:

1. Partner with the specialty clubs
in your area. A supported entry
can often make hiring a
“specialist” judge more cost
effective.

2. Try to add more provisional
judges to your slate—both
those provisional for their ini-
tial breed and those working on
their 8t breed or filling out
their first group.

3. Expand you club’s judging time
and distance restrictions.

4. Most importantly, remember
that expanding the judging
pool begins with your Club
making this a goal when select-
ing your next slate. g
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SLIDING APPLICATION FEE SCALE: SHALL WE REJIG?

SYLVIA ARROWWOOD, Charleston Kennel Club

he new application fee sched-

ule for obedience, rally
and other events seems to be al-
ready set in stone for all clubs de-
siring to hold such events. This
may throw a chicane in the road
for clubs with small entries. It will
now be more difficult for them to
continue to sponsor certain per-
formance events. Clubs which
were lucky to break even in the
past could be placed in jeopardy if
required to pay higher fees in or-
der to host their events.

Is that what any of us involved
in AKC performance events
wishes to have happen? Is this
good for the sport as a whole?
Most of us would venture to say
NO, NO, NO to those questions.

One of the all breed kennel
clubs to which I belong has voted
to retain obedience and rally at
their shows next year even though
they are aware it will not be prof-
itable to do so. The hope is that
local obedience clubs will “rally”
to help bolster their entries. With-
out this support from the training
clubs to enable their inclusion in
future shows, it may be impossi-
ble for my club to continue to host

these performance events. All
clubs in the area will be notified of
the situation and asked for their
support in the endeavor to retain
obedience and rally at this par-
ticular show.

Clubs with large event entries
will not be hampered by the fee
increases, but higher application
fees could be an important factor
in determining which events a
club with smaller entries must cut
in order to survive. Currently
some smaller clubs are teetering
financially; whether they continue
to sponsor less profitable or non-
profitable events is a major issue.
Some clubs could be forced to dis-
continue events which are not
cost-effective. This is not the de-
sired outcome we as a group
should be seeking. Every effort
should be put forth to induce
clubs with smaller entries to con-
tinue sponsoring performance
events.

A sliding fee schedule for all
events would certainly be an in-
centive to clubs with smaller en-
tries to continue holding obedi-
ence and rally events. Those clubs
with larger entries will probably
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not be impacted by the fee in-
creases as their income will help
absorb them.

Perhaps it might be best to do
everything imaginable to encour-
age participation in all aspects of
our sport and initiate a sliding
scale for application fees. This
would prove a welcome boon to
those clubs adversely affected by
the new, higher application fees.

Could the AKC make a sliding
application fee schedule arrange-
ment available to clubs in need or
clubs with smaller entries? Would
it be wise to rejig and institute one
now? Is there anything wrong
with trying something new? Per-
haps it is time to rejig the applica-
tion fee schedule for smaller entry
clubs and cut them a break.

In the words of the King of
Malapropisms, New York Yankee
slugger Yogi Berra, quoting a fa-
mous American President:
“Franklin Eleanor Roosevelt”
“There is nothing to fear but beer
itself.” Let’s try implementing a
sliding fee schedule and see what
happens. Never fear - certainly no
harm will come from instituting
such an action. g

PLAN NOW FOR FUTURE AGILITY —
AND OTHER — EVENTS

MAUREEN SETTER, Cleveland All-Breed Training Club

ou and your club members

have been involved with agil-
ity for quite awhile and decide it’s
time for your club to put on its
own agility trials. You bring the
idea to your club’s board mem-

bers, and they give you the OK to
apply for a Plan “A” Sanctioned
agility match.

Everyone is excited about
holding this new event. You con-
tact the AKC Companion Events
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Department, and the staff sends
you a check list of items that must
be submitted along with your
match application.
You go through the check list,
(Continued on page 24)
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SETTER, cont’d.
noting that you have each item
well in hand, until you come to:
"Constitution & Bylaws - If
these do not include agility, please
make plans to amend them to
show the addition of agility and
submit a letter of intent stating
that you will amend your consti-
tution and bylaws to include agil-
ity by a specific date along with
your application. If the club
chooses to add an all-purpose
phrase to the constitution to en-
compass all AKC events, you may

do so.

'Letter of Intent — The letter of
intent needs to be signed by a club
officer and be written on club let-
terhead. The letter of intent will
suffice for the club to hold a Sanc-
tioned A Agility Match. However,
the club will need to amend the
constitution and bylaws to include
Agility (or have an all-purpose
phrase to cover all events that the
club is eligible for) prior to AKC
granting licensed status for agility.

We all know how long it takes

to update your club’s constitution
and bylaws. Even if your club
(Specialty, All-Breed, or Group) is
not planning to hold an agility
trial, take a look at your club’s
constitution and bylaws and con-
sider including the statement “and
any other event for which the club
is eligible under the Rules and
Regulations of The American
Kennel Club.”

By doing so, you can plan for
your club’s future, even if you
don’t know what that future is!

THE DENTAL VACCINE: A NEW BREAKTHROUGH IN
THE FIGHT AGAINST PERIODONTAL DISEASE

DR. SCOTT LINICK, DVM, FAVD

any greyhounds are af-

flicted with severe dental
disease. Signs of this disease in-
clude halitosis, gingival inflamma-
tion, gingival recession, bone loss
and tooth mobility. These are the
signs of periodontitis.

Canine periodontal disease is
caused by bacteria naturally pre-
sent in the dog’s mouth. The bac-
teria grow into plaque on the
teeth, which if not removed, hard-
ens into tartar. The bacteria multi-
ply and infect tissue below the
gum line. They release harmful
toxins that damage the gums, the
periodontal ligament (which holds
the tooth in its socket), and the
boney socket itself. This deep in-
fection is called periodontitis and
may be painful to the dog. Fur-
thermore, the bacteria from the
mouth enters the bloodstream and
can cause broader health prob-
lems including heart, liver, or kid-
ney disease.

Now there is a new weapon in
the battle against periodontal dis-
ease! Pfizer has developed a new
vaccine against the bacteria that
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are most often isolated in dogs
with periodontal disease, the Por-
phyromonas species. Dogs receiv-
ing the Porphyromonas vaccine
should develop an immune re-
sponse to these bacteria, which are
responsible for much of the bone
loss associated with periodontal
disease. The vaccine was tested to
be safe in dogs as young as 7
weeks of age and as old as 15
years. The USDA conditionally
released the vaccine in November,
2006, realizing the need for the
vaccine, its safety and efficacy.
Currently studies and field trials
are being conducted to prove
long-term efficacy in order to gain
full approval for the vaccine.

It is important to realize that
the vaccine is a preventative meas-
ure and not a treatment for perio-
dontal disease. Also, it is to be
used as part of a total preventative
dental health program including
professional cleanings and home
care.

For Greyhounds, with their
predisposition to severe periodon-
tal disease, I feel this vaccine is a
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very valuable tool. At our practice,
we administer the vaccine to
Greyhound puppies and young
dogs before periodontal disease
occurs. For adult dogs with exist-
ing dental disease, we recommend
a thorough dental cleaning and
administering the vaccine at that
time. The vaccine is administered
in 2 doses, 3 weeks apart with
boosters every 6 tol2 months de-
pending on the severity of the
case. Remember, home care in the
form of brushing, rinses, dental foods
or chew toys is a must.

In the past, the only way of
treating periodontal disease was
through the mechanical removal
of plaque and tartar. Now we can
get to the root of the problem by
neutralizing the harmful bacteria
before they do their damage.

Dr. Scott Linick practices at Plain-
field Animal Hospital in South Plain-
field, NJ. He has been a Fellow of the
Academy of Veterinary Dentistry
since 1997. gt



