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ABSTRACT

Gone to the Dogs: An ethnography of breeding and
rearing registered dogs within the Montreal area

Judoth Aro

This thesis is an ethnographic study of registered dog breeding within the
Montreal area. It takes as a departure point that dog breeding is a social process that
is embedded in the everyday life of the breeders. The objective of the thesis is to
understand and explain the origin and development of dog breeding as a social
activity. Starting with a historical chapter that shows the links between humans and
dogs in the Western hemisphere, the thesis continues with a description of the
institutional organization of dog breeding in Canada. It moves to an analysis of the
‘sport’ of dog showing and of the criteria of definition of the ‘standard’. The final focus
is on the breeders themselves, their motivation and their goals. Using an interpretive
and semiotic approach, the thesis aims at decoding dog breeding as a system of

social signs that can be decoded, learned and transmitted.
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Chapter 1 - INTRODUCTION TO THE RESEARCH

1.1. Introduction
“Once I was a jewish princess, now I’ ve gone to the dogs.”

This comment, taken from my fieldnotes, was made as | explained to a
potential informant that my research was concerned with the relationships between
registered dog breeders and their dog. Although, she had said it in jest, the more we
talked and the more | watched the rapport she had with her dogs, it became
obvious to me that her dogs were a significant part of her life. Studying humans and
animals as Leach Douglas and Nash (1989) agree is an important endeavor.
Through this research, the relationship between registered dog breeders and their
dogs, have revealed some ‘fundamental meanings of cultural life’ (Nash,1989: 357).

Humans and dogs have had a long-standing relationship with one another,
which began during the prehistoric period. Humans made dogs significant to them,
and not the other way around. As society evolved, the relationship evolved with it,
and was marked by the attitudes in different places and different times. Many traces
of those attitudes concerning dogs remain today. Humans have some very definite
ideas concerning dogs. For example, in North America we may not all own a dog, or
care to own one, but we cringe at the thoughts of eating one. Leach says the same
about the English who see this as a “taboo” (Leach, 1964: 32). In Asia however,
eating dogs is a perfectly accepted practice (Perin,1988:110). There is no physical
reason why we could not eat them. Sahlins however suggests, that dogs are
correlated with a symbolic system that produces dogs for companions, rather than
food (Sahlins, 2000:167). Although dogs are produced as companions in this
society, the situation today is far more complex.

This thesis focuses primarily on investigating the notion of what registered

dogs mean to the people who breed and rear them (ie. registered dog breeders). It



is an ethnographic study which explores what is happening among and between a
particular group of people, who share a commonality based on their active
involvement as dog fanciers' . The objective of this research is an attempt to
understand what the registered dog breeders think, feel, know, and do concerning
registered dogs. The fieldwork for this study was done locally, in the Montreal area
and surrounding area.

The main sample of people who participated in this research were
recognized registered dog breeders. These people were chosen at random, on the
basis of their breed of dog. Each of these informants has a different breed of dog.
Each breed of dog has its own historical origin, which attests to the purpose for their
development, and other characteristics such as different size, length and texture of
hair, and different levels of activity. | wanted to explore the idea of similarities and
differences involved in maintaining different breeds. By this | mean there are L)asic
similarities which registered dog breeders have to attend to, such as grooming.
Dogs must be groomed regularly. How does this grooming compare for example,
between a breeder who has short coated dogs and one who has long or wire
coated breeds. | wanted to see how the daily practice varied between breeders.

In this thesis my group of informants belong to a “dog community”, as they
themselves express. On a larger scale, this community grows and is recognized by
them as the dog world. However, the dog community narrowly defined, referstoa
particular group of people who share a common philosophy, and enthusiastic
commitment concerning registered dogs. Cohen would argue however, that the dog
community is a symbolic construction, which encompasses a “resource and *
repository of meaning and [thereby], a referent of their identity” (Cohen, 2000:118).
Dog fanciers also use canine terminology in their vocabulary and understanding,
when talking about dogs and dog related matters. Words or terms that come up
during this discussion will be explained to the reader in the footnotes.

Throughout the thesis, | will draw on the data | gathered in the field to clarify

the notion of registered dogs.

' The dog fancy or dog fancier are accepted terms which refer to the group or individuals who are
interested in the breeding and rearing of dog.
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1.2. Description of Fieldsite and Analytical Methods

This fieldwork required planned preparation in order to collect the data
necessary to properly address the questions raised by this thesis The
methodological design was crucial in providing analytical tools necessary to negotiate
and overcome problems which arose in the field. For example, not all the informants
were able to meet personally for an interview so compromises were negotiate and
interviews were done over the telephone. Furthermore, the design served as a
guide and constant reminder as to where, why, what and how to access cumulative
learning, in order to acquire the necessary knowledge to produce this text.

This particular study began in the fall of 2000 with the United Kennel Club
championship dog show at the Hotel Bonaventure. The bulk of the data was
collected by the spring 2002. However, certain information has since been updated
and clarified through additional contacts.

| chose to conduct this research at home, in a Canadian context. The fieldsite
chosen was specifically located within the Montreal area. | avoided any and all long
distance calls, and | stayed within the 514 and 450 phone area code to set-up
interviews. This was done on purpose, because | wanted to know how close and
accessible dog breeders actually were to the urban center. | was also interested in
what kind of social dynamics | might find working to maintain the activity of dog
breeding, in area. Because this community is not the community used to distinguish a
particular physical area. The cultural community | am discussing is brought together
by the culture of registered dogs breeding. That is what brings these people
together even though they are physically dispersed.

There were two field environments. One was a private setting which
encompassed the dog breeders homelife, and the other were dog shows |
presented in a public domain.

The first thing | did was to address the organizational dimension of dog
breeders. At the national level, the data concerning the Canadian Kennel Club
(CKC) was collected from the internet, at dog shows, in the regular and official CKC

monthly magazines, and through members who provided additional material. Other

3



dog clubs examined were at the all-breed, single breed, and group levels. The
information necessary to explain the dynamic workings of these other clubs was
provided by the internet, board members, additional informants, and as a guest at a
membership meeting.

In order to enter the private home environment | first had to make contacts. |
purchased a ‘CKC Dogs Annual’ which listed well over 150 recognized breeds of
dogs. It also listed registered dog breeders in Quebec, which included the phone
area codes mentioned above. | also had a membership list of one of the local clubs
to work with. Although there was a relatively limited variety of different breeds found
in the local area, there was still a good selection available. In order to get a broad
sample of informants, three to four different breeds belonging to each of the seven
CKC recognized groups was chosen. Each group encompasses particular breeds
that meet that group’s original function. For example group one are sporting dogs.
These are dogs recognized for their hunting abilities, such as English Setter, a wide
variety of Spaniels and Retrievers. Whereas, group five for example are small
breeds known as toys or lapdogs which include Italian Greyhound, Japanese Chin
and King Charles Spaniel. (For more information on the groups and their functions
see Appendix 1A). It was important to get a wide variety of dogs, with different
temperaments and size, to be able to compare the differences and similarities in
what breeders had to say about their particular dogs and breed. '

The breeders were selected randomly, according to their breed of dog . In
many cases, there was more than one breeder to choose from. The choice
depended upon who was able and willing to participate. Initial contact was made by
telephone. Most of the people called agreed to participate. Although, some were
eager, some were reluctant and some were down right suspicious; as if | had:an
ulterior motive. | was asked more than once, why anthropology would be interested
in dogs. | had to explain myself fully as a student researcher, and assure them that
anthropology was interested in all human relationships; including theirs with dogs.

Twenty-four informants agreed to participate in this study; five of whom had

life-partner who were equally as active with the dogs. All the participants agreed to
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allow a tape-recorder to be used, during the interview. Consent forms were .
provided in French and English. (Appendix 1B) Each of the participants received
the same questions pertaining to a wide variety of topics concerning registered
dogs. Some of the interviews lasted two to three hours, while others were done
over a period of two or three sessions. The cost factor was limited to metro and bus
tickets which varied depending on the distance involved. It was a bit of an adventure
considering | am not from Montreal, and had no idea where | was going.

Additional information was gained because, | went to the homes of many of
my informants. In the majority of these houses, | was not only greeted by the
informant, but by their dogs, as well. In fact, one informant actually said, she could tell
a lot about me by the way her dogs reacted towards me. This gave me the
opportunity to observe how these dogs and their owners interacted with each other.

During the visit, | was able to see the kennel facility, and meet the dogs or
puppies who were not in the house at that time. Kennel set-ups varied, from
individual buildings to semi-attached garages; most often with pens inside leading to
runs outside. Some breeders also used a basement or empty room in the house for
grooming, whelping, or dog handling activities?. Some informants showed how they
placed their dogs in a grooming position on the table, and how they clipped their
nails, cleaned teeth, and brushed the coat. Some of these breeds had to have their
coats stripped. These informants demonstrated what they meant by that as they
pulled the dog’s hair out by hand, to allow harsher wire-like coat to form. | was able to
feel the difference between an unfinished softer coat and a finished wired one. This
process is a dog show requirement and something that has to be done weeks
ahead of time. One informant demonstrated how she prepared her puppy to enter
the show ring. Different informants showed how large and small breeds of dog are
positioned and presented to the judge. Many different dog momentos, ribbons, and
awards are displayed in their homes on walls, and in curio cabinets. Still more were
part of the decor in the form of pillows, statues, throws, and such. This kind of
information was valuable and could only be gathered by going into their home

environment.
2 Whelping refers to the birthing process, while handling is dog-show related.
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Dog shows are a public venue where these informants and other participants
gathered and interacted with one another, and all the preparations that were done at
home are brought to fruition at these events. | attended six different dog shows
which included a number of specialty shows, boosters and junior handling
competitions. These shows took place in the local area, by two different ‘all-breed’
dog clubs. Each club had their own location; one was downtown at the Centre
Bonaventure, while the other was held at the Dollard Des Ormeaux Arena. The
Bonaventure Dog Shows were held in the fall, beginning on Friday and running
through to Sunday for a total of three shows. The Dollard event was held on the
long-weekend in May. | was allowed to attend these shows as a club guest, and
given a full pass. The normal admission would cost seven or eight dollars per day. |
visited the show site the day before, in order to observe the actual set-up. During
the shows | was able to observe numerous activities from preparation in the
grooming areas to competition in the show ring. Access to the restricted area for
participants and members only allowed me an insiders perspective of the dogs.
During these shows | was able to interact with participants, volunteers, committee
members, judges, security personnel, professional handlers, booth attendants and
spectators; attesting to the many different facets to a dog show. Other events were
also held during the show, such as obedience trials and agility demonstrations.
These participants provided yet another perspective on dog related activitic;s.
Written dog material was readily available at the various booth displays. The club
had also given me permission to use a video camera in gathering data.

Other dog related resources which were accessed included interviews with
veterinarians, the SPCA for the municipal perspective, and pet shop owners. | also
attended a breed seminar with a dog judge which included the distribution of a
questionnaire (Appendix 1C).

In order to deal with the research analysis of the data, | reviewed my
fieldnotes and listened to commentary tapes as well. As each informant was given
the same set of questions, the material was index according to subject matter, which

included dog organizations, dog shows, related social activities, and how these

6



breeders viewed all of this. .

1.3. Epistemological approach

Rather than going abroad, | chose to stay home to do anthropology. |
believe, that there is a lack of anthropological study done in one’s own backyard. By
studying locally, | hope to contribute in overcoming what Jackson suggests as,
‘anthropological ignorance one might have about one’s own society’ (Jackson,1987;
8). | believe that the anthropological research | have done concerning owners and
breeders of registered dogs in Canada was an important undertaking. It is most
ethnocentric to presume we know every aspect of what is happening concerning our
own society. We may all be familiar with dogs but not everybody knows or even
cares about the details surrounding breeding and rearing registered dogs. ‘

Although | am not from Montreal, my fieldsite, | nevertheless belong to an
encompassing Canadian society. Based on the literature, | was aware that studying
the familiar might cause different problems to arise compared to doing fieldwork
elsewhere. There were advantages as well as disadvantages in doing this kind of
fieldwork. One real advantage had to do with the costs of fieldwork, which was much
easier to deal with considering the funds, or rather the lack there of. Close proximity
to my informants was another advantage because it meant | was able to return to the
field on occasion when it was necessary. The only disadvantage was the fear of
taking things for granted, or simply accepting things at face value without explanation.
However, | was well aware of that possibility, and just knowing that, helped in
dealing with it.

How do | know what | know? | base the knowledge | have on past
experience, which | draw upon to build my present experience (Tonkin,1992).
Nothing comes from nothing. My knowledge is based on something and that
something is entwined in the past. | know | come from a particular place and was
thereby socialized accordingly. | always carry with me my own bag of rags.

From 1985 to 1989 | showed and bred registered dogs myself. At first, |

worried that by sharing this information with my informants, my informants would
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jump to conclusions and assume that | knew exactly what they meant or were talking
about and offer little or no explanation. Therefore, | said litle about my background,
and when | did it was with the understanding that | did this particular activity nearly
fifteen years ago, and was no longer involved. Just because | was involved in this
kind of social environment at one time, does not mean | knew what was happening
at this particular time and social context. This was not my story. Although, it was this
background that perpetuated my interest in this area, and to the same extent
supplied me with “inside” knowledge. | could never have done then what | am doing
now. | never recognized just how complex the activity of dog fancying was when |
was intimately involved. There is something to be said about distancing oneself. |
am now looking at this from a new and different perspective, within an
anthropological framework.

| used my experience as a former breeder to guide me in my investigation.
The knowledge | had concerning registered dogs was both, an advantage ar]d
disadvantage. It helped me to better formulate questions and not to overlook things
that may have seemed insignificant to others. Because of my experience, | was
able to include some minutiae details which may have been overlooked by another.
On the other hand, | had to keep reminding myself not to assume anything, or take
the ‘taken-for-granted attitude and acceptance of things’ (11). | had to listen ce{refully
and ask for clarification as opposed to simply accepting what was said or interjecting
with my own explanation of what was said. This was not my story. Furthermore, it
was difficult at times to keep that distance, because | enjoyed the dogs, the
puppies, the showing and so on. On several occasions, | could feel myself being
tempted to get involved again.

The notion of epistemology is to give the researcher an awareness of how
one learns to produce a text. | chose to take reflexive approach as | learned to
understand the insights informants shared with me about their particular way of life
with registered dogs (Abu-Lughod in Riesman,1992). The reflexive stance aiso
perpetuates shared reasoning by encompassing both the ‘immediate experience

and reflection of experience’ (Ruby and Myeroff, 1982: 2). Which meant on
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occasion, the informant and myself critically reflected upon meaningful occurrences of
day to day practice, in order to make meaning explicit (Shultz and Lavenda, 1995).
Schultz and Lavenda suggest that this process is ‘thinking about thinking’, rather than
simply taking things for granted, as people who are directly involved in the situation
often do (50). Reflexivity is an intersubjective acquisition of cultural knowledge
based on symbolism. Informants rely upon inter-subjective meaning which is based
upon public symbolic system we share (49).

Reflexivity acknowledges the fact that knowledge was produced by
negotiating and understanding that took place between the researcher and
informants. It takes into account where this knowledge came from, and what that
means in relation to acquiring the particular knowledge necessary to produce this
text. To reiterate, although | was actively involved in this process, this is not my
story. But nevertheless during this time and space | was present, and taking a
reflexive approach acknowledges that fact by including and attempting to show how
the material | am reporting was gathered (Abu-Lughod in Riesman,1992: 2).,

1.4. Chapter to chapter

The thesis is divided into six chapters. Chapter one, the ‘Introduction’
presents the research question to the reader. It includes the ethnographic setting of
fieldwork done at home. This chapter features the methodology of how the dgta was
collected and analyzed. It further outlines the theoretical considerations. Chapter
two, ‘Let There Be Dogs!!, will present the prehistoric and historical evidence
which link dogs to humans. It begins with archaeological findings dating back more
than ten thousand years. It includes theories as to how this relationship was initiated
and how that lead to domestication. The literature review will further demonstrate in
chronological order the continuing presence of dogs within the social context through
the ages. It examines how breeds developed and how that lead to dog shows, and
institutions primarily concerned with registered dogs. Chapter three, ‘Organizational
Development of Registered Dogs in Canada’, details the idea of dbg clubs on the

national and the local level. More specifically, it presents both the macro and micro

\
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view of non-profit organizations which govern the registration, perpetuation, and
promotion of a specific group of dogs. It will examine the ideology of registered
dogs, and show how four different dog clubs are connected both directly and
indirectly. It will also show how these clubs put into practice the mechanisms
necessary to control this concept of registered dogs. Chapter four, ‘ Exhibiting
Registered Dogs: An ethnographic description of a dog show’, examines the notion
of dog shows. It discusses many facets of this activity, as well as, demonstrating the
national and local club dependency. This chapter will not only explain what happens
at a dog show, but why this happens. The goal is to make sense of it all. Chapter
five, ‘ Registered Dog Breeders’, concerns itself with the people themselves. It
offers an ethnographic description of what dog breeders know, think, feel and do
concerning registered dogs. It presents a table which helps explain who these
informants are. It discusses their perspective on dog clubs and dog shows. 'i'hey
attempt to explain what it is they are doing in terms of a hobby, and yet, moreso. It
also examines the economic, status, and gender factors related with their
involvement as dog fanciers. Chapter six, the ‘Conclusion’, discusses some
common themes, and makes relevant connections that exist throughout this body of

A

work.
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Chapter 2 - LET THERE BE DOGS !!
THE PREHISTORIC AND HISTORIC EVIDENCE

2.1. Introduction - This chapter presents evidence suggesting that the relationship
between human and canine began thousands of years ago. It further suggests how
these two species perhaps came together in order to develop an “affectionate”
relationship, and that relationship has changed over the years (Tuan,1984). It
discusses the practice of domestication by humans, which lead to the “creation” of
dogs with specific abilities and physical features. The literature review will
demonstrate that dogs were a part of our prehistory and history. Nothing comes fro
nothing, registered dogs comes from something. They have a historical origin, one
which “shapes, limits and helps to explain such creativity” (Mintz,1986: xxx). The
chapter begins by presenting the archaeological evidence and continues with a
chronological pictorial showing the presence of dogs within the social context
throughout the ages. It further explains how the idea of selective breeding for
specific abilities in dogs lead to the development of different breeds.

The chapter will discuss how particular groups of dogs emerged as part of the
royal and aristocratic domain. This section will also make reference to the idea of
aspirations of the bourgeoisie middle class, who developed a particular “taste” for
certain dogs, during the Victorian era (Bourdieu,1984). These dogs were a status
symbol which eventually turned into a commodity made available to the masses.
The notion of informal dog competitions is introduced, which leads to the concept of
the official dog show; an idea that originated during the early Victorian period. In
addition, | will explain how the interest generated from those early dog shows led to
the development of dog organizations on an international, national, and local level,
and how these clubs are connected. Furthermore, by discussing gender, it offers an
explanation as to why women’s involvement with dogs suddenly becomes much
more visible, during the Victorian era.

Finally, the chapter will show that each breed has its own individual historical

development. As a result of these discussions, the conclusion of this chapter will
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show that the links between dogs, economics and class association which were
woven in yesteryear, still exist in the social fabric of today. Furthermore, the issues
that are touched upon in this chapter will be further discussed and elaborated on

throughout this thesis.

2.2. Who let the dogs in?? Whether dogs originated from wolves' in particular or
some other means of descent remains a question for scientists to investigate and
debate® . Regardless as to how dogs came about, the literature review suggests
that people and dogs have had a long standing mutually beneficial relationship with
one another; a relationship which according to the evidence, spans well over a
period of ‘ten thousand years’ (Scott and Fuller,1974; O’'Neill,1989; Tuan,1984).
Today, archaeological evidence supports the idea that prehistoric humans and dogs
had a close relationship with one another (Scott and Fuller,1974: 33). Sayer offers
supportive evidence by referring to a discovery made in Israel in which,

“remains dating back 12,000 years reveal the skeleton of a man with his hand resting

protectively on the head of the dog lying closely by his side” (Sayer,1987:7).
This suggests the link between humans and dogs was established during the Stone
Age period.

The literature suggests a number of theories as to how the relationship of
humans and dogs came to pass. Maybe, dogs first hung about a campsite enticed
by human discard, as well as, the benefits a campfire has to offer. Second, as
hunters and scavengers, both humans and dogs could have benefitted from each
other through this. For example, in order to scavenge food, men could have driven
dogs from their prey. Dogs in turn, could have laid watch to men hunting, waiting for

the opportunity to eat any remains. Third, humans could simply have picked up a

' ‘Pocock [1935] cited... four types of wolf ancestor - northern Gray Wolf, small Desert Wolf of
Arabia, pale-footed Asian Wolf and the woolly-coated Wolf or Chinese Wolf of Tibet and north
India. He suggests a great number of mixed mating must have occurred over the centuries
leading to different types of dogs and subsequently to man’s eventual hand and the creation of
breeds’(Sayer,1987:9). Thurston also refers to wolves 1997:11. O’Neill provides a diagram from
wolfs to dogs(1989:8-9), Appendix 2-1.
2 “Professor William G. Hagg of the Department of Anthropology, University of Kentucky, believes
that dogs descends from an unknown mutant canid of the Pleistocene period(Dangerfield, Howell
and Riddle,1977:150).
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lost or orphan pup(s), probably as food. Subsequently however, humans began
to raise dogs based perhaps, on their ‘social demeanor® and natural working abilities’.
Nonetheless, once the relationship was established between the two, it is most
likely that dogs assisted humans with hunting, garbage disposal and warnings
(Severy,1958: 49; Sayer,1985:10; Dangerfield, Howell & Riddle,1977:150).

Further archaeological findings “indicate that dogs were kept in Jericho by 66008C’ “
(Scott and Fuller,1974:34). Dog remains and clay figurines interpreted as curly-tailed
canines, were found in Jarmo dating 60008c™* (Thurston,1996:13).

Canine representation in the form of rock pictorials were found in such areas
as Spain, Catal Huyuk (Turkey) and Tassili-n-Ajjer (Sahara). An example of which is

illustrated below.

Figure 1. Rock pictorial at Tassili-n-Ajjer. Source: Drawn by author (Thurston,1996:12).

Because of their natural hunting and guarding skills, dogs are suggested as
being the ‘first domesticated animal’ (Davidson and Manning,1997:2). However,
Scott and Fuller suggest, that unlike other domesticated animals, dogs were not only
of use to hunters, but to early farmers and herdsmen as well. (Scott and Fuller,1974:

34). Whether this was an unconscious effort as Severy suggest,
“people [nevertheless] shaped the dogs they wanted” (Severy,1958:54).
”... Dogs that could herd livestock, guard a flock, pull a sled, run down game or
bring it back to the hunter” (Davidson and Manning,1997:2).

® By social demeanor - if dogs were initially part of a pack hierarchy then by joining the human pack

per se, they simply have had to accept human as the Alpha-male and acted accordingly (Sayer,

1987:32).

¢ Jarmo located in the foothills of the Zagros Mountain spanning Iran and lraq (Thurston,1997:13).
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Compared to the ‘wheel or computer’, some suggest that canis familiaris® the

domestic dog may be “humans greatest discovery”® (1).

2.3. The earliest recorded data of a relationship between humans and dogs
were uncovered during archaeological research in Egypt. According to the
literature, the evidence found consisted of inscriptions carved in stone, tablets
(inventory), frescos, reliefs, statues, and dog remains; some evidence of which
dates back five-six thousand years’ (Severy,1958:39; O’'Neill,1989:10). These
particular artifacts not only verify that a relationship existed between the two, but
also shed some light on how they interacted during their day to day activities. The
first example, features a painted chest found in the tomb of King Tutankhamen
(Thebes, ¢.1340BC.) illustrating dogs as part of his hunting scene. The dogs are
similar in size, have hound-like features, folded ears and are solid in color. Although
the dogs appear similar, each has been differentiated by different neckwear,

suggesting different dogs, and ownership.

Figure 2. Egyptian Museum Cairo (Janson,1977:65).

® Canis familiaris, a latin term first coined by Linnaeus in 1737, to refer to the domesticated dog.
® Thurston suggests, for domestication to work it “requires the animals to remain beholden to
humans and to breed easily in captivity” (Thurston,1996:7).
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To the right, an example of

a wall painting from the tomb
of Ipuy in Thebes, ca.14th
Dynasty. It offers a portrayal
of a Nubian servant working,
behind which sits a small black
collared dog

Figure 3. source: The Metropolitan Museum of Art (30.4.115) (Thruston,1996:39)

Another wall painting found in Thebes,
depicts a slightly different hunting
atmosphere. The artist details a sleek
hound-type dog walking caimly along
side a hunter carrying game. The dog
appears similar in feature to the dogs
in the first example with the exception
| of a distinct coat pattern. The dog is
also wearing a collar which appears to
be more ornate, more than a restraint.

Figure 4. From An Egyptian Tomb Fresco, XVIll Dynasty (Severy,1958:38).
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Evidence suggests that Egyptians kept a variety of different size and
types of dogs, both native and imported. Traders responded to the local interest in
dogs, by including them with other exotic goods exported to Egypt. After the
invasion of the Hyksos (1600BC), heavier mastiff type dogs began to appear.
These particular dogs were said to have been incorporated into the army and used

in warfare (Thurston,1996:28).” as represented on the image below.

Figure 5. British Museum Bas-reliefs of Assyrian mastiffs 2,500 years ago (Severy,1958:42).

Along with dogs belonging to the pharaoh’s realm, dogs were kept and cared for
by individual households as well. According to the accounts of Greek historian

Herodotus (485-425BC.7°), “when a dog died in Egypt, the whole household went into
deep mourning. Heads ° were shaved, food went untouched . The [dog’s] body
was ceremoniously embalmed, swathed in fine linen, and carried in solemn
procession to the special burial place set aside for dogs in every town. Attendants

" Refer to O’'Neill,1989:10, who reiterates that mastiff-type dogs were present in Egypt 3000yrs.
ago. Horan,2001:21, supports what was said by Thurston and O’'Neill, however includes that
these dogs wore spiked collars.
® Dates refer to Collins English Dictionary,1986:717.
® Sayer includes shaved eyebrows as a sign of respect(1987:13).
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scourged themselves and wailed in loud lament” (Severy,1958:40).

According to Thurston, Plutarch (AD46-120) says “dogs belonging to indulgent
masters were routinely mummified. The pets of nobility received the most
elaborate treatment upon death as indicated by their carefully creased colorful
linen wrappings. ...it was [also] routine to inter pets in their master’s tomb,
sometimes on a reed mat at the fool... although in a few instances dogs were
actually laid out within a human sarcophagus, others were placed in custom
made cedar or limestone coffins of their own richly decorated with hunting
scenes and inscriptions , in the case of one canine, "the beloved of her mistress *
(Thurston,1996:34).

Some dogs were also buried with elaborate collars which included their
names; ‘Ebony and Grabber’ when translated (Sayer;1987,13). Additional
evidence also suggests, that Egyptian elite had a fascination with the dead. Among
other gods, they worshipped Anubis, a dog-like presence who was symbolic to
overseeing the process of mummification, and thereafter, protecting and guiding the
human spirit to the hall of judgment (Severy,1958; Horan,2001). Made of wood and

varnished black the figure below represents that deity.

Figure 6. Uncovered in Tutanhamen’s tomb (Dangerfield, Howell and Riddle,1977:241).*
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By 1085BC. individuals made offerings to their god(s) themselves, rather
than going through a priest; offerings consisted of clay or bronze figurines. Figurines
however, may not have been the only items used as offerings. Early British
excavators referred to finding thousands and thousands of mummified creatures,
including dogs™. The numbers of mummified dogs proved too many to be

attributed to the simple burials of household dogs*. “
X- rays ...reveal that most [dogs] were preserved using the most minimal procedure,
....small [dogs]10-18 inches in length, suggesting immature animals. ... In most
cases there was no sign of illness, leading Egyptologist to speculate that some
animals were deliberately killed” (Thurston,1996:37).

However, another possibility lies with the continuing worship of Anubis and the rise
of Hardai (City of Dogs) as a religious site. It is possible that dogs were raised,
killed, mummified, and sold to satisfy a demand by pilgrims who when seeking
favors, wanted offerings that represented Anubis (37).

Examples of which, can be seen below.

The smaller dog on the righht was
fitted with an ornamental head of
colored linen strips. The larger one
on the left may originally have a

wooden or bronze mask.

Figure 7. Copyright the British Museum (Thurston,1996:40).

' Most of these finds were uncovered and destroyed by grave robbers. Most of these banes
were shipped to Britain in tonnage and later sold as fertilizer (Thurston,1996:35).
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Dogs were also thought to possess healing properties, which meant, dog parts

were procured, and sold as ingredients for remedies.

Lastly, the lowest segment of the Egyptian dog population were recognized
as ‘pariah’' . Feared and avoided these' feral dogs lived on the outskirts of town by

day, but at night they ran in packs throughout the streets in search of food.

2.4. Dogs were also present in Ancient Greece. Severy says, Pythagorus
(?580 -5008cC. ) was so influenced by his travel to Egypt, that he believed in the
worthiness of dogs, so much so that one should be held to the mouth of a dying
man in order to take in the man’s spirit and sustain his good qualities (Severy,1958:
40). Followers of Asclepius (god of medicine) also kept dogs on hand, because,
they believed that dogs had healing powers initiated by licking the sick and -
wounded (40). Sayer refers to a tablet which states that

"Thyson of Hermione is blind of both eyes; a temple dog licks the organs and
he immediately regains his sight “ (Sayer,1987:13).

Dogs were also characterized in Greek literature. Homer (800BC.) for
example, include a dog in the legend of the “Odysseus®. He writes that after a ten
year absence, Odysseus's dog Argus still recognizes his voice which triggeré an
emotional response from Odysseus in the form of a tear. Succumbing to old age the
dog dies within the hour, which suggest its faithfulness in postponing death until after
his master's return. (Thurston,1996:46). Dogs were also included in Greek
mythology, and in Aesop’s [7620-564BC.] fables. Other prominent Greek thinkers
referred to dogs as well. “Socrates’ [7470-399BC] favorite pledge was to swear by the dog,
and Plato characterizes the dog as a philosopher” (Severy,1958:40). According to Horan,
Aristotle [384-322BC.] a student of Plato’s, categorized dogs into different groups
and discussed canine health issues” (Horan, 2001:21). Aristotle referred to three
specific types of dogs, the ‘Epirotic, Laconians and Molossians’. He further

suggested that breeding a Laconian and Molossian, should result in producing

" Danderfield, Howell and Riddle,1977:342. - According to these authors, the pariahs were
considered by tradition as belonging to the “outcast” family of dogs. These dogs who lived in a
wild, to semi wild stage.
'? Rabies had been linked to dogs at this time (ibid.).
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puppies with combined grace and courage (Thurston,1996:42). After the death of
one of his dogs, Alexander the Great (356-323BC.) not only was said to have led
the funeral procession, but also had a monument erected in honor of ‘Peritas’ (46)."

Hunting was another important activity in Greece. Hound-like dogs referred to
as Laconians, were sought after for their hunting abilities. In order to seek blessings
for their dogs and hunting success, hunters traveled to the religious site of ‘Kynortion’
or the “Mountain of the Rising Dog”, with offerings for the gods (43). It was during
this period that the world’s first treatise “Hunting with Dogs “ was written by the
Greek General Xenophon (431-?355BC.); a book which concentrated on dogs that
hunted by scent. The historian Arrian on the other hand wrote specifically about sight-
hounds , and advised:

Always pat your Greyhounds head after he calches a hare and say , ‘Well done,
Cirrus! Well done, Bonnas! Bravo, my Horme!’ ... for like men of generous spirit
they love to be praised.” (Severy,1958:43).

Along with the literature, Greek vases, bronze statues and marble reliefs

were also made depicting dogs as part of the social scene as shown below.

TR R R IR

Figure 8. Greek Vase 500 BC.(Severy,1958:40) Figure 9. wine vessel-540BC. (Sayer,1985:13).

~

' Thurston says these accounts were recorded by Ailtonos.
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Figure 10. Marble relief second-century AD Greece (Horan, June 2001:22).

Needless to say, the dogs who were immortalized were the dogs who
belonged to the elite-class. Ownerless dogs did not fare as well. Most towns
tolerated them hanging around as scavengers, except for Athens where street dogs
were banned by law" (Thurston,1996:42). However, this particular segment of the
dog population served a purpose for Greek society. They were sought after and
used as sacrificial animals in religious practice. Each year on

*July 25 marked the Kunophontes - sanctioned “massacre of dogs” intended to
appease the gods... hundreds of dogs perished under the knife on sacrificial
alters” (43).

Along with religious activities, the medical community at the time also

rounded-up and used these lower class dogs as experimental tools. For example,
"Greek physician Claudius Galenus- or Galen AD.129-199 routinely used street
dogs to participate in his anatomical investigations, because he regarded canine
physiology as “near to man” (44).

“This was prompted by their fear of rabies (42).
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2.5. The Far East According to Horan, dogs were not of practical use to the early
Chinese. However, by 3450BC. Emperor Fo-Hi, “encouraged the breeding of very small
“sleeve” dogs to keep hands warm in winter “ (Horan,2001:21). Further literature
acknowledges the fact that Chinese royalty and court nobles, favored miniature

dogs. A particular group of dogs were described as,
"Stout little canines with compressed noses, called “Happa” or “Hahbah”
dogs, were coveted as early as 1000BC. ...(and) demanded as (royal) tribute
from the southern provinces” (Thurston,1996:113).

Other records dating back to the sixth century BC. continue to support the existence
of these ‘small, short-faced dogs’ (O’'Neill,1989:11). Even Confucius (551-479 BC.)
wrote about a little dog, mentioning that it only took a small piece of cloth ‘to cover his
grave ‘ (Thurston,1996:113).

Further accounts refer to * Ch'ih hu or Red Tiger as the name of a small
Persian dog, who rode on horseback with the Emperor (AD.565). Records also
indicate that Emperor Kou Tzu (AD.620) was presented with a pair of dogs, roughly
6” in height; deemed both, intelligent and useful (Dangerfield,Howell and Riddle,
1977: 343). The dogs were gifts from the Roman Emperor in Byzantium (Thurston:
1996,114). This reiterates that the use of miniature dogs as gifts and tributes was an
accepted practice throughout the Orient at that time between royalty and or
dignitaries (Severy,1958,58). So highly regarded by the royal court, that these
small dogs were attended by eunuchs, nursed by slaves and protected under
penalty of death (44).

In addition, the royal guards were also expected to dress and bark like dogs
in order to drive away the forces of evil (68). Perhaps, in a further attempt to keep
those demons away, ‘stylized creatures’ referred to as ‘Hell Dogs’ were made,

centuries ago, as depicted below.
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Figure 11. picture credit-Micheal Holford (Sayers,1987:12).

Other materials used to immortalize these small oriental dogs were silk screens
paintings, as shown below.

Figure 12. Shen Nan-Ch’ien Lung period(1756-1800) ( Dangerfield,Howell, & Riddle, 1977:344).
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According to the literature, small dogs or rather lapdogs as they became
known, peaked between 1820 to 1850. There were thousands of these dogs in
Peking, cared for by eunuchs whose primary function was to produce what became
recognized worldwide as a ‘Pekingese’. Encouraged by Dowager Empress Tzu Hsi
who envisioned this dog the likes of ‘the lion dogs of old’. Her standard view of the

breed consisted of “ a swelling cape of dignity round its neck [resembling a lion’s mane]. Let
its forearms be bent{to deter it from wandering away]. ... Let its color be that of the lion to
be carried in the sleeve of a yellow robe.” (Dangerfield, Howell & Riddle,1977: 345).

In 1860, when Peking was sacked by the British and French, orders were given to
destroy the royal dogs, rather than have them fall into foreign hands. Four dogs were
captured, one of which was presented to Queen Victoria.

Larger dogs were also recognized figures on palace ground. Chow-like in
appearance “A Han dynasty bas-relief established him as a hunting dog more than 2,000 years
ago” (Severy,1958:334). Later accounts, around seventh century AD. refers to an
emperor who kept “ 2,500 braces of Chow -type hounds , ...accompanied by 10,000,

huntsmen “ (334). These particular dogs were utilized in many areas including food.

2.6. 'One of the most famous Roman symbols, portrays the brothers Romulus and
Remus suckling on the tits of a she-wolf or dog. Abandoned by their parents, the

boys were supposedly raised by her (Horan,2001:22" ) as shown in figure 13.

Figure 13. Capitoline Museum, Rome, bronze statue 500BC. (Janson,1977:1486).

'* Further mentioned in Janson,1977:151, and Collins Dictionary,1986:1325, defines Romulus
as the founder of Rome. )
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Prominent Roman Consul Marcus Tullis, or Cicero (106-43BC. ) wrote,
“Such fidelity of dogs in protecting what is committed to their charge, such

affectionate attachment to their masters, such jealousy of strangers , such
incredible acuteness of nose in following a track, such keenness in hunting
-what else do they evince but that these animals were created for the use of man.”
(Cicero in Severy,1958:44).

According to Thurston, the perception and use of dogs as sacrificial offerings
changed at this time. Belief in a dog’s healing ability led to the establishment of
healing sanctuaries where the services of ‘cynotherapist or healing dogs’ were
offered to ailing citizens. Diagnoses and subsequent relief were administered by
these earthly representatives of ‘Asklepios’, providing suitable offerings were made
to this ‘god of healing’ (Thurston,1996:54-55).

Sayer says however, that the Romans used dogs for sacrificial purposes.
This was done primarily to solicit protection for crops against the burning sun,

“during the dog-days of August, when Sirius, the Dog Star was in its ascent “ (Sayer,1987:16).
Romans further distinguished among dogs according to their particular use. Specific
dogs, were recognized as hunting hounds. These were both of large and small
variety, depending on the size of the game. One can see an example of such a dog

in the mosaic that follows.

Figure 14. 400AD., (Severy,1958:45). Photo by Duncan Edwards
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In selecting a dog to guard and round up other domesticated animals, Columella (AD.
70) defined a specific criteria in what to look for. The dog should not be a swift, lean
dog designed for hunting or a heavy mastiff-type used in other guarding dutiés. But
rather, a long slim built dog who is both strong and courageous enough to confront a
wolf as part of its duties (Thurston,1996:53). Fighting dogs on the other hand, were
primarily large, powerful, often mastiff-type animals used during wars or assigned to
soldiers posted in troubled areas, throughout the Roman Empire. Other duties
included, guarding grounds or specific holdings, as well as, bodyguards for
prominent officials. These dogs were also featured as active participant, and or
executioners at the games presented at the Colosseum (49). Various sized
housedogs were also recognized as household occupants. Some dogs acted as
house guards, expected to protect against intruders or other pending danger.
“Several mosaics have been found with the likeness of a dog and the inscription “Cave Canem-
Beware of Dog” (Horan,2001:22). Small house and or lapdogs, were also popular at
that time. These dogs lived a life of luxury, which included being lavished with jewel
adornments, and upon death they were given elaborate burial (22). Even, Julius
Caesar (100-44BC.) commented on the popularity of small canines when he asked,
“if Roman ladies had ceased to have children and had dogs instead “ (Severy,1958: 44)..
Lastly, the lowly street dog(s) were also a common fixture, at that time. Although
they remain undesirable, these dogs were tolerated somewhat, as they scavenged
garbage areas.

The Egyptian god Anubis was also appropriated by the Romans. Although,
he was transformed into a friendlier presence known as Hermanubis, a benevolent
protector who safely guides souls to the other side (Thurston,1996:60). An

illustration of both are presented in Figure 16 and 17.
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Figure 15. Anubis (wood) ca.304BC. Figure 16. Hermanubis (bronze) Copyright
The Metropolitan Museum gifted by Mrs. British Museum (60).
Myron C. Taylor (Thurston,1996:146+).

The habit of worshipping dog-like gods or revering dogs who were
considered by some to be representatives of said gods, changed completely with
the rise of Christianity, during the Roman era. Converted Emperor Constantine (AD.
306-377) sanctioned the targeting of Asklepios followers of early Christians, :NhiCh
included the razing of temples and sanctuaries. However, what befell the healing
dogs at that time, was not recorded. It's simply suggested that given the zealous-

ness of the cause, these dogs were probably killed or driven to the streets (62).

2.7a. Canines from the Middle Ages through to the Renaissance Perjod
According to the literature, by 400AD the Romans were overextended
financially, and could not continue to support the large military force necessary to

combat Germanic tribes, and maintain control of their empire. However, it was the
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outbreak of bubonic plague in 540AD that put an end to the Roman Empire. The
deadly disease ‘spread from the Nile valley throughout the far reaches of Western
Europe’ (66). ‘Rome’s estimated one million population in 300AD. fell to less than
50,000 inhabitants’ (Janson,1977:261). The disease did not discriminate between
‘rich or poor, prominent or insignificant’, everyone was touched. Many regions had an
estimated 95% mortality rate, thereby wiping out entire families and communities.
Along with people, domesticated animals were infected and died in epidemic
proportions. Which meant the people not only had to combat the plague, they had
to deal with famine, which in turn lead to lawlessness. By 600AD this disease left
approximately, 25 million human deaths in its wake (Thurston,1996:67).

In the midst of this catastrophe,’Anglo-Saxons, Franks, and Visigoths’
took advantage of the social and political upheaval, and solidified their claims on
former Roman territories’. Each of these groups further established their own realm
and laid down the groundwork for a ‘feudalistic society’ (66-67). By 750AD., .

..."the center of gravity of European civilization shifted northward from the Mediterranean,
and the economic, political and spiritual framework of the Middle Ages began to take shape”

(Janson,1977:247).

In order to make sense of the bubonic plague and the catastrophe that had
befallen the western world, people were quick to lean towards ‘supernatural forces’.
The Catholic Church which was established by then, fed on this ‘notion of a 1
supernatural origin’. The church eventually claimed that the disease was indeed sent
by God as a ‘divine reprimand’, thereby revealing the power of God over the frailty
of man. The Church further undermined any possibility of scientific inquiry, by
declaring the existing ‘Greco-Roman theories’ on such matters, as heresy. People
were afraid. They grasped for answers and simple reasoning that the church °
provided, and thereby accepted the church’s authority. Clerics were quick to fill the
‘social and political void’ left by the numbers of aristocratic deaths. By 700AD., papal
power had surpassed secular power and was firmly embedded in the social fabric of
western society. Churches became the ‘castles’ of God on earth, and the status of

many clerics elevated to rival that of an aristocratic (Thurston,1996:67).
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In the meantime, dogs did not succumb to the fate of others during the
plague. This prompted suspicion among the populace. Because of the human
deaths, many dogs became ownerless, and were left to fend for themselves. They
reverted to living in packs, and competed for food. Desperate to survive, dogs ate
whatever they could, including the scavenging of corpses which ignited all sorts of
superstitious fears among people. This further reinforced the position of the church,
and perpetuated the necessity for lords to provide protection (Horan,2001:23).

Recorded history relating to domestic dogs during the Dark Age is sparse.
Earlier however, muscular fighting dogs, and hunting dogs found in the British lles
were noted to have been routinely exported to Rome. It stands to reason that these
kinds of dogs, as well as others continued to exist in the British lles even after the fall
of the Roman Empire and devastation of the bubonic plague. It was further
suggested that there was a privileged minority of canines who managed to be kept
by lords who were able to access food supplies in the time of famine, in order to
sustain them (Thurston,1996:68).

In the 10th. century AD., dogs began to reappear in records and were
specifically bred and valued for the purpose of combating wolves. They were
further outfitted with studded collars as a form of protection, while in combat. One
particular hound was so coveted for his stamina and working ability, that two kings
‘both offered 6,000 head of cattle and more for him.” After an agreement couldnot be
reached swords were drawn, and in the midst of the battle the dog was killed (64).

These particular kinds of dogs were expected to perform a double duty:
when they were not being used for hunting, they were used in battle and or wars, or
rather vice versa. As previously mentioned earlier in this chapter, dogs have been
used in wars prior to this time; even the Celts fought with them against the Romans
when the latter invaded. It should not be surprising that they would continue to be
used as instruments of war throughout the Middle Ages as well. For example, Henry
VIl (1457-1547AD.) was noted as having sent to Charles V of Spain, “ foure

hundred souldiers that had the charge of the like number of dogs, all of them garnished
with good yron collers after the fashion of the countrey ” to use against Francis | of France.
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During the reign of Queen Elizabeth | (1533-1603AD.), “ the Earl of Essex took 800
Bloodhounds with his troops to help suppress a rebellion in Ireland” (64).
Although dogs were used in wars, they were immortalized by the aristocrats

for their hunting abilities. Along with the written data, other materials were used to
signify the importance placed on hunting. Tapestry works display this significance,
which included hunting dogs in the social context of that particular space and time. As
illustrated in figure 17, the fragment of the Tapestry of Bayeaux represents King
Harold of England in1066AD."

Figure 17. (Sayer,1987:16)

* Dogs in Canada:February 1988;36. says William the conqueror’s wife and her ladies created this
tapestry to commemorate the historic venture of 1066. It was 230 feet in length.
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This second tapestry from
Tournai Belgium,was made
about 1430AD. It features a
more elaborate hunting scene
of men, women, hunting dogs
and beast.

Figure 18. (Sayer,1987:15).

During the reign of Hywell Dda, King of Wales (942AD ) Welsh laws were
written concerning dogs. Dogs were divided into two specific groups. The higher
group referred to hunting dogs including both sight and scent breeds. The curs on
the other hand, included mastiffs, shepherds and housedogs. Fines were put in
place at this time for killing a dog. The amount imposed strictly depended upon the
status of the owner. For example, a King's dog maybe worth one pound whereas a
noble’s of similar kind only half and so on (16).

Dogs became a valued commodity among the royalty and aristocrats.

“King John frequently accepted two or three Greyhounds from his subjects in lieu of tax *
(Dangerfield, Howell & Riddle,1977:313). Along with accepting dogs as tribute,
hunting dogs were prized gifts which change hands between the elite. For example,

"Henry IV[1589-1610AD. ] of France shipped an entire pack of staghounds to

James | [1566-1625AD.] of England” (Severy,1958:58).

b. Hunting for sport versus hunting for food.

Within the dynamics of a socioeconomic feudal system, an aristocratic few

were supported by the labours of a lower class majority. The authoritative power of

the elite class allowed for kings to accumulate vast parcels of land and resources
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throughout western Europe (Thurston,1996:68).

By the eleventh century royal game reserves existed, and hunting was
elevated from a common place activity, to a ‘highly specialized sport’ ” reserved for
nobility. From then on, hunting as a sport and everything attached to it was an
important focus for the aristocratic life (71). In order to protect their reserves a law was
put in place in which a commoner’s dog found within a ten mile radius had their “knees
cut’. This solution rendered them virtually crippled and unable to chase game
(Severy:1958,;60). Horan summarizes the same decree, and adds that this practice
of cutting ‘ the tendons of a dog’s hocks’ continued well into the 18th. century (Horan,
:2001:23). Only dogs small enough to pass through a ‘seven by five inch measuring
gauge’ were exempt (Severy,1958:60). Lower class dogs were also required to
have their ‘tails docked' to further distinguish them from the aristocrat’s dogs.
(Thurston,1996:71). Only dogs belonging to nobility had access to the royal
forests. By the reign of Charles |, there were as many as 69 such forests in England
(Severy,1958:60).

In order to care for, train and maintain dogs as keen sporting tools, the elite
procured the ‘services of professional huntsmen’ to tend their kennels (60). Along
with their daily activities, the huntsman was expected to organize both grand hunting
affairs, and smaller scale entertainment (Thurston,1996:69). The painting below
represents a elaborate Italian pageantry.

Figure 19. Uccello, 15th. century, (Dangerfield, Howell & Riddle,1977:215).

' The term sport refers to an individual or group activity pursued for pleasure, often involving the
testing of physical capabilities and taking the form of a competitive game. (Collins,1988:1476)
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The idea of greyhound coursing, as demonstrated in Figure 19, differed from the
regular hunting experience because the catching and killing of the quarry is not the
main interest. Competition is the focal point of this sport, in which one dog is
matched against another. After the game has been flushed out by scouts and
beaters, two dogs are then released and judged according to their agility, speed and
ability to turn the quarry back towards the hunters (214).

Hunting appears to have become a highly structured complex competition,
in which dogs who represent their owners are judged on their performance. “Pride in
the prowess of their particular dogs became an issue” (Sayer:1987;16.) Nobles
rivaled each other for ownership of the dog with the greatest speed, strength and
agility. Like fine wine, these particular enthusiasts wanted to produce and own the
best possible dogs (Thurston,1996:75). Ego driven, these dogs became an
extension of the aristocrats themselves.

A comparison can be made here with Geertz’s discussion of cockfighting in
Bali (1972). Geertz says it becomes apparent that the cocks that are fighting are an
extension of their owner (417) (419). Geertz also mentions that cocks are not always
handled by their owners, and “ a good handler is worth his weight in gold” (4é3).
The aristocrats also considered a good handler as an advantage to sports hunting,
and therefore hired ‘professional huntsmen’ in order to increase their chance in
winning. However, the sport of hunting in the Middle Ages in Britain was an elite, not
a public event. Furthermore, Geertz refers to the significance of particular wager(s)
involving large amounts of money, and claims that winning the money is not the
primary goal of these cockfighting event. The higher the money, the higher the risk.
This risk includes the loss or gain of personal attributes such as ‘esteem, honor,
dignity, and respect’; an underlying social and professional ‘status’ are involved
(433). The same can be said for British aristocrat in respect to the dog’s
performance. The waging of money was simply a tangible, visual representation of
what happens. In these cases one’s actual status does not change per se.

However, as a result of the event, how the ones involve sees themselves, and how

others see them signified change; in the eyes of the beholders, a temporary or
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transitory rise or fall in social status takes place.

In 1406 Juliana Berner® wrote what would amount to a standard for
greyhounds *“A greyhound should be headed lyke a snake, And neckyd lyke a drake,

Footed yke a cat, Tayled lyke a rat... “ (Dangerfield,Howell & Riddle,1977,313).
Now referred to as greyhounds, laws were decreed to keep these dogs exclusive
to the noble realm, and out of common hands.

“In 1016 a Cante Law stated that * no meane person may keep any greyhounds’,

at the same time the price of one of these animals was the same as a serf - Before

the Magna Carta [1215] the punishment for the destruction of a Greyhound was

the same as that for a murder of a man” (313).
Regardless of these ‘royal edicts’, greyhounds managed to find their way intd
‘peasant communities’. In order to explain how this might have happened, Thurston
suggest, that puppies that were not kept or given, were expected to be culled.
However, rather than kill them, castle servants took and sold or gave them to the
common folk. The lower classes were able to take this stock and breed their own
dogs, which they referred to as ‘lurchers™ ' (Thurston,1997:74). Regardiess as to
how they were acquired by commoners, these greyhounds were noticed and the

response was a political one, “Trevelyan .... (1943), says that a complaint was
made in Parliament in 1389 that labourers and servants kept greyhounds
and other dogs and were wasting their time hunting. As a result a law was
passed to prevent people with low incomes from keeping sporting nets
or dogs “® (Scott and Fuller,1974:45).

Hunting for sport did little to gain the affection of the poor for the aristocrats. In
an attempt to supplement a insufficient diet, some peasants hunted for food.
Labeled poaching, offenders were dealt with harshly. Penalties ranged from fines to
imprisonment and any canines caught with poachers were often killed on the spot
(Thurston,1996:70).

'8 (Sayer,1985:15.) refers to the same author as Dame Juliana Bernes who in 1479 wrote “The
Boke of St. Albans”, ‘which describes canine breeds in interesting detail’.
' (Collins,1988:916) defines a lurcher as a crossbred hunting dog, usually a greyhound cross... a
dog who was especially trained to hunt silently.
® In comparisons, Geertz's (1972) investigation of Bali notes that under the Republic rule, laws
were in place making cockfighting iliegal, and the elite were worried about the poor wasting their
time, time that they would be off spending in building the country (414).
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In order to protect game preserves and apprehend poachers, ‘verderers or
foresters’ were appointed and given the authority to pursue these matters. These
officials, often came from upper-working class families, such as, freeholders or a
knight's younger son. They were usually despised by the peasant class for
corruption and overexerting their power. The lower class learned to be discreet with
their dogs, nets, arrows, deerhide and such, so as not to attract suspicion. Even

sympathizers were helpful when reciprocated with a piece of the kill (72-73).

c. Gender - Most of this discussion has revolved around men and their association
with hunting and hunting dogs. Aristocratic women however, also kept dogs and
enjoyed hunting at that time. For example, when

“ Henry Vil sent to the Queen of France “ hobbies, greyhounds, hounds, and great
hound,“ the queen declared herself “the gladest women in the world” “ (Severy,1958: 59)

Queen Elizabeth | was also an avid participant in the hunt. While dogs drove the
quarry past her stand, she would take her shot (59).

“ Mary Queen of Scots Kept a pack of small spaniels. At the time of her execution,one
of the executioners espied her little dog which was crept under her clothes which
could not be gotten forth but by force’ (Dangerfield,Howell & Riddle,1977: 270).

‘Queen Christina of Sweden (1626-89) described as an active huntress, was quite
fond of her wolfhound Caesar. It was noted that the dog always accompanied her to
church and sat by her side (Thurston;1996,79). Catherine the Great (1729-96)
caused an religious outcry, when she dedicated a consecrated cemetery in memory
of her hound, Zemire. She later, declared it a final resting place for people, and or
their animals. When Marie Antoinette’s dog Jet was taken from her prior to her
execution, she sobbed bitterly at their separation. Along with recorded data,’

paintings and pictures have also featured women and dogs as in Figures 20, 21, 22.
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Figure 20. Queen Alexandra Figure 21. “Empress Alexandra,1899,20yrs. later, the
Luke Fildes, 1889. (Dangerfield, Romanovs were executed, including Jimmy
Howell, & Riddle,1977:343). family dog.” (Thurston,1996:95).

“A portrait by Benjamin West
of Queen Charlotte of England
1778..."

Figure 22. (Dangerfield,Howell,& Riddie,1977:34)

36 )



Furthermore, Thurston refers to Juliana Barnes or Berners (1486)*' as the
prioress of Sopwell, and adds that she wrote about small dogs or “laydes
poppees”, who were “equaled in merit to the talents of men’s hounds”
(Thurston,1977:77). Sayer reiterates the reference by Dame Juliana Bernes, to
‘small ladyes popee’ (Sayer,1985:15). Geoffrey Chaucer [1340-1400AD.] also
referred to women and small dogs in

“Canterbury Tales, which contained vivid descriptions of contemporary
characters and their occupations. The Prioress kept “small hounds” as companions, ..
“The Wife of Bath metaphorically describes a woman’s over-fondness for a man: “For
as a spaynel she will on him lepe,” indicating the exuberant affection was a characteristic
of the spaniels of the fourteenth century “ (Scott and Fuller,1974:45).

Dr. Johannes Cauis, (1570) physician-chief to Queen Elizabeth I?, had a
critical opinion of ladies who coddled small dogs. Although if small dogs had any
value whatsoever, he thought it was perhaps as a “comforter or rubbing dog” used
in times of pain or indigestion. Other than that, he declared them useless and kept for
the sole purpose of indulging the feeble state of delicate grandams and to loosen
ladies senses. Referred to as “spaniel gentles”, they were simply a toy for them to
play waste time with (Thurston,1997:77). Other physicians agreed with this opinion,
and warned husbands to get rid of these dogs citing that their wives’ attachment to

these animals were vile, abnormal and interfered with the urge to have children (79).

2.8a. Class Aspiration during the Victorian Era

The French Revolution ended the aristocratic grasp on society in France and
the right to hunt, with all that entailed, once again belonged to the people. The
demise of nobility also provided a cautionary signal to other ‘feudal nations’, who
responded by initiating social reforms. Despite the social and political upheaval
caused in the late 1700’s, dogs persisted, especially sport hunting dogs who
continued in 19th century Britain to represent an affluent lifestyle (96).

Industrialization, however, drastically changed the lives of the lower classes.

Peasants left the rural communities in droves and relocated in urban centers. Many
# (Thurston,1996:77) refers to this as “The Boke of St Albans(1486). (Sayer:1985;15) refers to
the same book only the date was1479.
# Refer to Dogs in Canada; February,1988:37. :
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left Europe altogether and immigrated to North America. Higher-paying jobs were
now available in Britain, which caused the standard of living to rise. More pedple
were able to afford more than just the basics to survive. New goods were
constantly being manufactured, and sold to avid consumers. All of which help create
large middle class population.

Victorian dog devotees continued to strive for the best possible dogs.
During this era, the ideas of a hierarchical social order that once prevailed among
people in the past, would be transferred and applied to the canine species. The
goal of these enthusiasts was to manipulate specific attributes, in order to produce
dogs of ‘physical and moral perfection’. Based on this ideal, certain dogs were
expected to be elevated in the process, and their creators in turn, would acquire
social recognition (98). '

In the past, dogs were distinguished by their type and what they did,
compared to their physical characteristics. For example there were housedog(s),
guarddog(s), or lapdog(s). Now individual dogs were to be further differentiated,
according to their appearance-like features. The term ‘breed’ was then introduced to
identify these particular groupings of dogs. The focus on control and selective
breeding was pivotal to the process of producing a higher order of dogs. The plan
to breed a specific group of dogs over time created some semblance of uniformity.
Then by narrowing the field to closer related breeding stock, breeders were able to
access desired attributes and or physical characteristics, thereby producing what
enthusiasts considered ideal results for that specific breed, which would eventually
lead to the ‘standardization’ of the breed. This overall endeavor was termed “fancy”
and the participants were dubbed ‘dog fanciers’. This practice became a favorite
recreational pastime not only for the elite, but also for the middle classes who
yearned for higher social recognition, gentility, and wealth (99).

The most noticeable testimony of what was happening based on selective
breeding took place in 1908. At that time, the British Museum presented a \
taxidermic display of wild and domesticated animals. It was noted, that wild animals

remained relatively the same over time, while domesticated animals had most
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noticeably changed . Furthermore, the dog exhibit was enthusiastically received by
the public. Dogs were further noted as having changed their form considerably and in
the shortest time span. Even some new forms were introduced at that time (99).

This particular museum exhibit was captured on film (Figure 23).

Figure 23. “British Museum of Natural History's domesticated-animal exhibit as it appears in 1900. Dogs
are displayed in the center case. source: The British Museum of Natural History  (100).

The attitudes that were developing towards dogs at the end of the 1800’s
were reflected in some of the literature. For example:

“No one would plant weeds in a flower garden, [s0] why have mongrels as pets?”

queried George Taylor, author of Man’s Friend the Dog (1891). .... Victorian

dog expert Gordon Stables echoed the same sentiment [by writing], “Nobody

who is now anybody can afford to be followed about by a mongrel dog,” (102).
The sign of success for middle class men included hounds which represented a

‘squire-like’ image. Women on the other hand, wanted dogs that represented the

elegance of the Renaissance courtiers, their epitome of success. These sorts of

ideas initiated a demand by consumers who wanted certain dogs as pets and were
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willing to pay (102).

b. Status Through Dog Association

Dogs with established ancestries would be foremost in the plan to populate
this new dog-world order and maintain the social class order. The point was to make
this idea an attractive, but exclusive endeavor. Queen Victoria was of focal interest to
the middle class. Newspaper articles provided information which described her keen
interest in dogs, and details about the royal kennel. The royal family with their
recorded lineage were revered, by the populace at large. However, the middle
class in particular aspired to attain material goods they associated with noble
significance. They wanted to construct some semblance of an aristocratic aura, which
included a newly developed “taste” for particular dogs (Bourdieu,1984). In striving
for this fancifuLassociation, a market opened for dogs with established pedigrees
(Thurston,1996:103).

Figure 24. “Queen Victoria and one of her dogs.” (104).

People who clung to the old ideas of class division, were far from overjoyed

¥
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at the thought of these ‘blue-blooded dogs’ in the hands of what they still considered
the peasantry. On one hand, the middle class were attempting to advance their
status by trying to acquire the “right dog”. On the other hand, the owners were
determined that these dogs with their impeccable lineage remain in the noble grasp,
as opposed to falling into the hands of “greedy profiteers”. Money was not a
question for the aristocrat. Their main concern was to protect their dog’s pedigree®
from being jeopardized through wrongful breeding. Bitches who came for stud
services had to be proven worthy by their owners, thereby preserving exclusivity
among the privileged few. (105)

By 1850, informal dog competitions were frequently organized by local
drinking establishments, in which hunting dogs were pitted against one another.
Despite their rude and high-hatted attitudes towards the working class, invitations
were extended to and accepted by prominent dog breeders who most often,
participated as judges. The opportunity to socialize with aristocrats, along with media
attention was an exalted occasion for a middle class dog fancier. All of this resulted in
an increased demand for pedigreed dogs. However, the demand far exceeded
what was available and the price for these particular dogs soared.

The concept of thoroughbred dogs’ * was clearly accepted by the middle
class as an attainable means of heightening their own social status, status by
association. Overtime, the tables turned and middle class dog fancier took over the
positions of power once held by a selected few. In order to maintain and perpetuate
the prestige attached to the concept of thoroughbred dogs, and protect their lineage,
stricter rules for dog registrations were initiated and enforced. These control
mechanisms were activated as a way to prevent certain dogs, as well as certain
people, namely ' foreigners and lower-class’ individuals from entering (106).

In time, “pure” bred dogs were categorized and recategorized into more
specific groups. And, although breed standardization appear to be groundegj in

‘noble heritage’, the fact of the matter is, the breed standard was and still is subject to

* (Seranne,1980:53.) says “A pedigree is a blueprint of a dog’s genetic past”. Rice,1996:167
refers to a pedigree as a family tree for canines.
# The concept of purebred or thoroughbred dogs refers to dogs with lineages which make them
identifiable as a specific breed. This concept will be thoroughly discussed in Chapter 3.
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interpretation, ‘a product of [someone’s] imagination’ (106).

c. Dog shows in Britain become formally organized means to compete -
Dog shows began in casual assemblage at drinking establishments, such as

the one illustrated in Figure 25.

Figure 25. ‘Eight Bells Tavern, 1851’ ( Horan,2001, August:25). *

According to the literature, the mid-19th century presented a well-to-do British
society with leisure-time and a passion for “exhibition and instructive entertainment”.
The popularity of informal dog shows grew and the development of a better
transportation system allowed easier accessibility for people to participate, or
simply attend the event. (http://www.the-kennel-club org.uk.) .

The first formally organized two-day dog show was held in Newcastle,
England, at the end of June, 1859. The field consisted of sixty entries of pointers
and setters divided into two classes, one for each breed. Each dog was identified
by their Kennel affiliation.

By 1870, it became obvious to dog enthusiasts that an authoritative .
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organization was needed to deal with dog related matters. On April 4th, 1873,
twelve gentlemen attested to the formation of the Kennel Club (KC), as the national
dog registration body in Britain (ibid.). Almostimmediately, a stud book®* was
complied for future reference. ‘New rules and regulations’ were imposed and in time
the KC was a working governing system. Although first opposed, ‘Universal
registration’ was also implemented in 1880. It soon became apparent, that it was
beneficial for owners to register and reserve a name for their dog. Although,
registrations in 1880 overall, only meant that the dog’s name would not be
duplicated in the official UK Stub Book. (http://www.the-kennel-club org.uk.?®)

One of the primary functions of the KC was to perpetuate and promote the
development of formal dog show activities. Thirty such shows were produced in
year 1900. These shows and upcoming shows were sanctioned by the KC
provided the host show executives agreed to abided by their rules and regulations.
By the end of the nineteenth century dog show had changed so much in character
that approximate an equal amount of participants were women. Members of the
Royal Family were also regular active participants and supported of dog shows
(ibid.)

Recognized worldwide by dog enthusiasts, Crufts Dog Show officiallly
began in 1891. Although, it was formally “inaugurated [by Charles Crufts]in 1886,
under the patronage of Queen Victoria”” " (O’Neill,1989:67). The show was privately
owned and profited by Charles Crufts, an ‘astute entrepenrur’ who envisioned a
prominent future in dog shows. Due 1o the royal affiliation, Crufts Dog Show became
both a popular and prestigious event. (Horan,2001:24) This show remained in
private hands until after the death of Charles Crufts in 1938. By 1948, this particular
show was taken over and continues to be presented by the Kennel Club, a non-
profit organization. Today, there are no privately owned dog shows, and Crufts is
presented over a four day period, with approximately 20,000 dogs entered.

(http://www.the-kennel-club org.uk.) In the early days, dog shows were ‘benched’

% “A Stud Book Register is a list of dogs(male) that has produced or sired a litter” (Rice,1996:167).
#« _.in recent years 260,000 dogs are registered a year.” (ibid.)
# (Dangerfield, Howell,& Riddle,1977:131.) says, that this patronage continued until 1901 when
legislative government introduced quarantine regulations in the UK.
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events. This means that when the dog is not in the show ring it must be on display
on wooden benches (O’Neill,1989:67). Crufts continues to be a benched show,

today. An example of benching is in Figure 26.
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Figure 26. Photo by ELizabeth Frey mid-1950’s, (Dogs Annual,1988:16).

“The numbers of recognized breeds continued to grow. By 1904 - Count Henry de Bylanadt
published two volumes describing over 300 breeds and varieties... Nationalism [also]:
spurred dog lovers to develop native breeds...” (Horan,2001:24). [ie. British Buildog,
English Setters, and so on, each of whom have their own historical origin.]

d. Across the Atlantic Dog Shows Develop in America

With the advancement of transportation, dogs were imported and exported
throughout the world. Dog shows and their success in England were well-known
among gentlemen who fancied sporting dogs. Based on the British concept, the first
Westminster dog show was held in New York, in 1877. It was so well received by
participants and the general public that a one day show was extended to two.
(http://www.ake. org/dic/mainbench.html.) Participants included

‘A Londoner, T. Medley Esq. [who] exhibited two Deerhounds, Oscar and Dagmér
bred by “ Her Majesty Queen of England from the late Prince Consort’s famous breed ”,
and you could purchase either of them for $50,000" (Severy,1958:27).
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The sketch in Figure 27 illustrates one of these early American dog shows.

A3

Figure 27. “Weighing the entries at a show in New York, from the ‘Canadian lllustrated News,” May
14,1881, Over 1,000 dogs were entered and one of the judges was Dr. J.T. Nivin of London,
Ont. Courtesy National Archives of Canada/C-76623.” (Dogs in Canada,1988:15).

In 1884, the American Kennel Club (AKC) was founded by a group of dog-
sportsmen. This organization was similarly modeled after the KC in England, which
had been established the year before; including sanctioned dog shows. Continuing
as a non-profit national organization, the AKC today officially recognizes 150
different dog breeds, are affiliated with 4,300 regional dog clubs, and regulate more
than 15,000 dog events in a year. According to Sayer, 25 million dog registrations
took place by 1987 (Sayer,1987:76.) However, on a year to year basis, the AKC
registered more than 1.2 million dogs in 1998 compared to 958,503 in 2002,
(http://www.akc.org/ insideAKC/index.cfm.) Striving for a national identity as well,
American dog breeders also refer to their specific breeds, such as, American Eskimo

Dog, American Cocker Spaniel, American Water Spaniel and American

2 According to hitp://www.akc.org.
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Staffordshire Terrier. (Refer to CKC Dogs Annual).

e. Across the border, dog shows developed in Canada as well.

According to the history of the Canadian Kennel Club(CKC), the interest in
purebred dogs in Canada officially dates back to a series of dog shows held in the
mid 1880’s. Due to the absence of a national dog club in Canada at that time, these
particular shows were sanctioned by the American Kennel Club (AKC), which had
been founded in 1884 (http://www.akc.org/hist/index.cfm). So in the beginning,
purebred dogs were registered with the AKC and even though these particular
shows were held in Canada, they fell under the direction of American rules and
regulations. Although there are few details available about these early dog shows,
the CKC stated that the interest generated by them lead to the construction of a
national club in Canada. The Canadian Kennel Club was formed in 1887. Their
organizational construction followed a combination of guidelines which already
existed in America with the American Kennel Club, as well as, precedence set down
by the Kennel Club, in England.

The original mandate of the CKC was specifically for “the promotion of
purebred dogs through breeding, exhibiting, the formation of rules governing dog shows,
the selection of judges and a registry for purebred dogs” (http://www.cke.ca/infohistory).

In the first year, their membership rose to seventy and those numbers have |
continued to rise over the years. Today, there are approximately twenty-five
thousand members belonging to the Canadian Kennel Club. Additionally, 350 dogs
were registered by 1888, compare that to 100,000 dogs, one hundred years later.
Forty-one different breeds were registered by 1889. In order to provide information,
the CKC had its own purebred dog publication by 1889, called ‘The Kennel
Gazette’; referred to as the Canadian Kennel Gazette in 1891 with a yearly
subscription of $1.00. The American publication equivalent to this was and is still
called the ‘Gazette’. Perhaps because of the similarity, the CKC decided in 1940 to
change the name of their publication to ; ‘Dogs in Canada’, as it continues to be
called today (Dogs in Canada, February,1988:15,17, 20,53.) One milestone for
dog shows took place in 1895 when “ the first official CKC show [was] held in Montreal
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[which] drew 235 entries and 12,547 spectators to watch them “ (15). And in 1896,
armbands were introduced to identify the dogs rather than name affiliation. The idea

worked and continues to be used today (15).

f. Locally, Montreal has had a history of over a hundred years associated with
official dog competitions. In 1917, a group of women came together and founded
the Ladies Kennel Club of Montreal. In May of that same year, they held their first
official dog show at the Hunt Club, on Ste. Catherine Road. The club continued to
hold a one-day dog show up until 1959, when it increased to two day shows. In
1960 the club presented two shows in that year; in addition to the one held in the
spring, there was now another in the fall. However, the following year it returned to
concentrate on one large dog show a year. The main objective of this particular dog
club was to ‘promote and thereby, perpetuate the better breeding of purebred
dogs’. The club was officially incorporated in 1929, and remained a Ladies club up
until 1964 when the members decided to include men as members. It was at that
time the name of the club was changed to the United Kennel Club, as it continues to
be called today. The club began to show at the Hotel Bonaventure in the fall of
1974, and has remained there since. In fact, dog enthusiasts refer to this particular
series of shows, as the Bonaventure dog shows. Being a non-profit organization,
after maintenance, the proceeds have always gone to charity. For example; the
purchase of 22 seeing-eye dogs were made by the club from 1937-55 for Montreall
residents. Today the UKC is considered a wealthy club, and it continues to be a
strong charitable contributor. It also recognizes itself as the oldest dog club in
Montreal, a club which continually serves the ‘dog fancy’ then, now, and in the future
(UKC Newsletter,1999:2).

2.9. Conclusion
This chapter provided a literature review examining the chronological
relationship between people and dogs. It presented evidence that dogs have

existed within our human context throughout the ages and revealed the themes of
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hunting, social status, and purity, leading to the creation of a market.

Archaeological evidence places dog remains alongside humans, during the
Stone Age period. The significance of this lies in the fact that the dog’s remains were
intact, compared to bones of other animals, gnawed on and strewed about as the
result of a meal. The most debated issues surrounding prehistoric dogs deal with the
questions of origin and domestication. Early humans were primarily concerned with
their survival, and were not passive in nature but active participants. Humans made
nature meaningful to them through symbolic interaction, compared to dogs and other
animals who simply respond to ‘physical stimuli’ (Charon,1998:41). Dogs may learn
something new, but they can not give or create it (Locke, in Charon:55). Humans
harnessed a dog’s natural abilities, and applied those skills to specific working
activities, (ie. hunting and guarding). They made, and continue to make dogs
meaningful to them.

Hunting was a subsistence activity which began early on and humans'were
able to utilize dogs in their pursuit of prey. Over time, domestication and farming
became another important means of subsistence. Settlements were established
and the idea of hunting began to change. With the rise of the class system there was
no subsistence need for Pharaohs, or prominent Greeks and Romans to hunt.
Nevertheless, the evidence shows that they partook in this activity, along with their
dogs. The idea of hunting for food was now evolving into an elite sport. This led to
the breeding of dogs which exhibited particular hunting skills, the forerunners of
today’s hunting breeds.

Had it not been for an aristocratic interest, there would be little evidence of
dogs during the periods discussed in this chapter. The literature refers to particular
events, such as the Egyptians’ reaction to the death of their dog, by physically
altering their appearance as a symbolic gesture of mourning. They were people
who could well afford to mourn their dogs. These dogs were not a simple
possession, and unlike slaves they were given elaborate burials. Dogs were ranked
according to their owner's position. Dogs with no owners, were considered lowly

outcasted feral dogs, referred to as pariahs or streetdogs. It was this particular class
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of dogs, that were rounded up and used as sacrificial animals, and as live resources
for medical experiment. In the East, where smali canines were a royal concern, lower
classes attended the needs of these lapdogs, under penalty of death.

During the Middle Ages hunting had fully developed into a sport reserved for
nobility. Certain dogs with special hunting abilities became valued property and
laws were put in place to keep them out of common hands. Some of these dogs
were occasionally used as royal tribute, or changed hands as gifts within the noble
realm. Dogs were considered fine hunting tools and huntsmen were hired to oversee
their welfare, as well as orchestrate hunting events. Hunting evolves into a
significantly competitive structure, complicated by aristocratic ego. Driven by pride
and rivalry, dogs became an extension of their owner’s social status. Owners
continually strove for the best possible representation of a breed. Dogs belonging
to peasants however, had restrictive methods foisted upon them to deter game
chasing. Game wardens were hired to protect reserves against poachers. Some
commoners risked severe punishment in order to subsidize a minimal food supply.
Dogs caught accompanying a poacher were usually killed. i

As previously discussed, women of royalty also partook in the sport of
hunting. They were also enthusiastic about receiving hunting dogs as gifts. Other
noble women throughout the ages were featured in paintings and photographed
accompanied with their small dog. The attitude towards aristocratic women with small
dogs worsened during the Elizabethan period. Small dogs were thought by some
physicians to interfere with a lady’s sensibility leading to misplaced affections and
husbands were encouraged to be rid of them, to no avail.

Things changed with the rise of the middle class during the industrial
revolution. Certain dogs were now differentiated according to their appearance, and
the term “breed” was used to identify these dogs. The aristocrat strove to produce
their “ideal” dog. Their breeding program was based on their own values for taste of
purity or perfection, in which ‘blood and temperament were important’ (Ucelay Da
Cal, 1992:719). Similar to the aristocratic genealogy, pedigrees were kept and

selective breeding was controlled in the process of producing a higher dog order.
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Not everyone in the upper realm bred their own dogs, but anyone who was
considered someone had a thoroughbred pet, rather than a mongrel dog. Certain
dogs represented the epitome of success, and that spurred a demand by middle
class consumers who wanted to own these dogs, and were willing to pay.

During the 19th century, the middle class had a fascination with royalty. They
aspired to attain goods including dogs, which would help them construct some
semblance of aristocratic aura. Although the upper-class would have preferred to
keep certain dogs to themselves, the idea of ‘thoroughbred dog’ was adopted by
the middle class as a means of displaying themselves. Because the demand for
these dogs far exceeded the numbers available, prices soared creating a market for
“thoroughbred dogs”. The numbers of middie class dog owners grew and
eventually they took over the dog fancy which had previously been controlled by a
privileged few.

By the height of the Victorian age, the middle class dog fancier took dogs in a
whole new direction. Although these people could afford to buy a dog, they were
not in the position to orchestrate elaborate hunting affairs. This was replaced by
informal dog competitions. Aristocrats were often invited to judge these events,
thereby giving participants the opportunity to rub elbows with the upper-crust. The
popularity of these gatherings led to the formal organization of dog shows in Britain
and subsequently the formation of dog club organizations. From there, the idea of
dog shows and dog clubs traveled first to America, and then to Canada. Dog club
organization will be further discussed in the next chapter.

Montreal Gazette, fall 2001



Chapter 3 - ORGANIZING REGISTERED DOGS IN CANADA

3.1. Introduction to the dog clubs - This chapter focuses on the organization of
registered dogs in Canada. More specifically, it presents both a macro and micro
view of non-profit organized dog clubs who govern the registration, and the
perpetuation and promotion of a specific group of dogs. | will discuss the ideology
behind the registering of dogs, and show how four particular dog clubs put into
practice the social mechanisms necessary to control this concept. The history of the
Canadian Kennel Club and United Kennel Club were discussed in the last chapter.
This chapter will examine why and how these two clubs continue to exist, and
maintain themselves. | will further explain why and how two newer clubs, the Mount
Royal Toy Dog Fancier and Old English Sheepdog & Owners’ Club originated. By
examining these four separate dog clubs, | will discuss their similarities, differences,
connections, and the interrelationship which also exists between all of these clubs.
These non-profit organizations are membership driven groups. This means,
that dog clubs were originally developed around individuals who joined togeiher
based on a shared common interest in registered dogs; a practice of which continues
today. In fact, most active members will usually belong to more than one of these
dog clubs. Each dog club is formalized to include an official body of representatives
and holds regular meetings. | will breakdown the operational procedure concerning
regular meetings. | will show how information is distributed, and how club members
are privileged to certain information, while the public has access to a much more
general scope. This chapter presents political, economical, and social aspects, which

are all contributing factors attached to the organization of registered dogs.

3.2. At the national level - The Canadian Kennel Club (CKC)isa *
non-profit membership-based organization recognized and accepted as “the”
national dog club in Canada. Compared to all others kennel clubs, the CKC
assumes the role of the parent institution. Sanctioned by the Federal Government,

the CKC has the exclusive rights to register dogs in Canada. What began with the
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registration of 350 dogs in 1887', continues to grow today with its registry
approaching 3 million dogs. (Dogs Annual, 2002: 352). In order to govern these
particular registrations, the CKC adopted by-laws in strict accordance with the Animal
Pedigree Act administered by the Canadian Federal Minister of Agriculture. The
Animal Pedigree Act as it applies to the concept of purebred dogs was
established and continues to be used in order “to improve individual breeds and
protect breeders and buyers of said dogs (Animal Pedigree Act - Chapter A-11.2
(RS, 1985 c.8 (4th Supp.)” (Appendix 3A). According to the CKC, the term
“purebred dog™ is meant to refer to a dog which is officially registered, or eligible for
official registration with them. So, if a dog is sold or bought as a purebred, then the
dog must be legally registered in some fashion; either as part of a litter, orto a
particular breeder or owner. The law states that registration papers must be
transferred by the breeder and or owner, to the new owner of a purebred dog,
within six months of the date of purchase. This is to be done at no additional cost to
the new owner. Therefore, legitimate sellers of purebred dogs do not sell a dog
without papers, or sell a dog at one price for papers and another price (usuafly
stated cheaper) without papers. The new owner/buyer is legally entitled to a
purebred dog with registered papers.

The CKC was established to include all breeds of recognized dogs. At the
moment, 197 different breeds are eligible to be registered in Canada (CKC Dogs
Annual, 2002: 339). To be accepted, each of these breeds had to meet spécific
conditions, and thereby fall into one of seven specific groups, or the miscellaneous
class. The miscellaneous group was created exclusively to include breeds which are
recognized in other countries, but, are still waiting for full recognition in Canada. At
present there are 29 breeds in this particular group. When a breed in the
miscellaneous group meets with certain conditions required for full recognition; a
recognition vote is taken at the CKC ‘Annual General Meeting’ (AGM). If approved,

these breeds will leave the miscellaneous group and according to their specific

' Refer to history of the CKC presented in Chapter 2 of this thesis.
2 The term “purebred dog” is recognized and accepted in today’s context, compared to the idea of
“thoroughbred” dogs as they were known in the 19th and early 20th century.
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