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CHAPTER XXV
Tue BurLpoc

zel [ is quite appropriate that the bulldog and the smooth
sheep dog should be close neighbours in a book
treating upon dogs, as illustrations of how demand and
then the fads of fancy will separate animals originally
=—————"8 of the closest relationship and appearance. @ We have
a few pages back shown that the smooth sheep dog was first of all
a division of the mastiff family, coming from the watch or ban dog,
which, although the house mastiff, was also capable of driving sheep
and cattle.

We now repeat what we said in that chapter, that the mastiffs
were that group of general-purpose dogs other than hounds, spaniels
or toys. Terriers were also eliminated and given a name on account
of their being used in the chase. Everything else was a mastiff, a word
now conceded to mean akin to mongrel, though that is perhaps not the
word which, to our mind, clearly specifies their position. Caius gives
a very appropriate name for the group when he classifies them as “Canes
rustici,” dogs of the country—country dogs. According to what these
were capable of accomplishing, they were accordingly grouped, and
eventually became recognisable as distinct breeds. They were what
might be well called working dogs, the large, heavy dogs being used for
bear baiting and such sports; the more active of the large dogs used as
watch dogs going by the name of bandogs, while the still lighter and
more active of these bandogs were sheep dogs. In addition to these
there was the “Tinker’s Cur,” a dog that assisted the travelling tinker
by acting as a beast of burden, or pack-horse, carrying his implements
and tools; another was a water drawer, turning a wheel, as we now
see horses and mules used for many purposes as a substitute for steam
power; and still another was the butcher’s dog. Here is how Caius put
this group on record in his book:
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We can readily understand how with us the term terrier is a group
name, and that we have minor distinctions specifying variety, all the way
from the Airedale of sixty pounds to the toy of ounces. We divide terriers
mainly by location of their production, Scottish, Irish, Welsh, Airedale,
Boston, while fox terrier is a name indicative of what the dog is used for.
We must apply the same idea to the dogs of olden times, when there was
first the group title and then the use name. As we find Caius divided his
spaniels for the falcon, for the pheasant and for the hawk, while “the
common sort of people call them by one generall word, namely Spaniells,”
so in this case, while the general group or sectional name for what Caius
in another place calls “a homely kind, apt for sundry necessary uses,”
was mastiffs, they had individual use names according to the purpose
for which they were kept; and a better definition of mastff would really
be a low-caste dog, for the sporting dogs were said to be of a “gentle kind,”
in the sense of gentle in gentleman. From this mastiff group the dog for
the bull was developed and became the bulldog of England.

“Of all dogs it stands confessed
Your English bulldogs are the best.
I say it, and will set my hand to’t,
Camden records it, and I’ll stand to’t.”

There is no question that there was also a similar dog in Spain as an
assistant in bull fights, attacking and holding the bull by the ear, and this
was the original method of attack in England, for Caius in describing the
dog, which was simply mastiff and had no particular assigned vocation,
says: “They are serviceable against the Foxe and the Badger, to drive



The Bulldog 389

wilde and tame swyne out of medowes, pastures, glebelands and places
planted with fruite, to bayte and take the bull by the eare, when occasion
so requireth. One dogge or two at the uttermoste, sufficient for that purpose,
be the bull never so monsterous, never so fearce, never so furious, never
so stearne, never so untamable.”

As it is unnecessary to repeat with every dog which has branched from
the mastiff group the ancient history of the parent stock, that will be given
in connection with the mastiff as being the most appropriate place, and as
in the case of the smooth sheep dog, we will now only give what is essential
to the history of the bulldog, or the dog that was used to bait the bull. In
the “Master of Game,” by Edward, the second Duke of York, which is
almost entirely a translation of Gaston de Foix’s “Livre de Chasse,” and
was written about 1406-1413, he introduces an interpolation of his own
in the description of the dogs called ““alauntes,” which were the progenitors
of the mastiffs of England; the statement being that the alaunt of the butcher
was good for baiting the bull. And this is repeated with regard to the
alauntes in general. The Duke of York also inserts in the description of
the kind that butchers kept “that bin called greet bochers houndis.” That
the name of “alauntz,” as the noble writer more frequently spelled the
word, was on the change is seen by his using the new name of mastiff:
“And when men lat soche mestifis renne at the boor.”

In one of Gaston de Foix’s illustrations of wild-boar hunting the
alaunt 1s shown catching the boar by the ear, and that is the way Caius
says the bull was caught by the ear when baited. As bull baiting is claimed
to have been instituted in the twelfth century, it was purely an English
sport, for the bulldog of Spain, which is given under the title of alano in
the standard Spanish dictionary of two hundred years ago, is, upon the
authority of an old author, described as a large, high-couraged dog, used
in bull fights to pull the bulls down by hanging to their ears.

When the later mode of attack by the nose hold came into vogue is
not susceptible of proof, but Jesse quotes a description, written in 1694,
which shows it was the custom at that period. Only a very large dog
could hold a bull by the ear, and these alauntes look more like our Danes
than anything else, sq that they could manage to reach and to hold the bull
in that way. Doubtless some smaller, courageous dog pinned a bull by
the nose; and when it was seen that the small dog could do what it took
the large ones to accomplish by the ear hold, the new hold was taught to
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the dogs and became the custom. It is generally understood that the dog
had to pull the bull backward once around the ring in order to win, but
this was not universal, and there were doubtless local rules for various
parts of the Kingdom. Mr. Arthur Merritt, the well-known Airedale
terrier exhibitor of Boston, has told us of his being taken when a boy to
see a bull fight in Yorkshire. He said that special permission had been
given by some person in authority to give this as an exhibition of what the
sport had been, for it was not allowed by law after 1835. The rules at this
bull fight were that the dog had to pin and throw the bull, and some of the
dogs did so. The dogs, according to Mr. Merritt’s recollection, were the
ordinary run of fighting dogs, white and patched, that were universal
throughout the mill and quarry districts of that part of Yorkshire. )

The bulldog of the present day lacks the activity that was called for
in the bull-ring dog, and is purely an exaggeration of fancy. Not for a
moment do we say that there are no active dogs. Ivel Doctor, for instance,
could jump on a table with ease, but that is not one of the “properties”
of the show ring that decides prizes. A powerfully built dog, not too
long on the legs, so that he could have good command of his movements
and be able to spring from his position in the event of a sudden charge
of the bull, as he crept forward on his chest with head down to spring at
the vulnerable soft-fleshed nose. Loose, widely placed shoulders permitted
of this creep, and the cut-up loin allowed the dog to use his hind legs to
advantage. The broad jaw, massive and with a bunch of cheek muscles to
keep it closed, is another piece of progression along the line of the essential,
when it comes to consideration of what the dog had to do. It will be seen,
therefore, that selection by man soon separated very widely the sheep dog,
or shépherd’s mastiff, and the mastiff that was specially bred for the bull
ring. By 1800 type seems to have been very well established; not that it
was the present-day dog by any means, but a dog with decided peculiarities
not shown by any other dog. Bull baiting was stopped in 1835, and few
bulldogs were kept by any person at that time except the very lowest char-
acters. The breed was in bad repute, but after the stigma of the sport
had died out it began to be taken up again.

When much younger than of an age possible to understand the
requirements of a breed, we visited more than once the then well-known
establishment of “Bill” George at Kensal New Town, from which place
to our residence green fields intervened where now it is all bricks and mortar,
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and for miles further west, in London’s insatiable devouring of the adjacent
country. The father of a schoolboy companion, a retired officer, frequently
walked over to George’s, taking us with him at times, and it was with fear
and trembling we crept along between the rows of furiously barking and
chain-tugging dogs. Bill George’s Tiger, one of the old pillars of the stud
book, was probably one we then saw and knew it not, but we still remember
that they were mainly white with patches of colour. We know that when
we went on another occasion, with the same gentleman, to see some dogs
at Shepherds Bush, also a walk across farms and fields, to what must have
been Mr. Stockdale’s kennels, we then saw dogs with much less white on
them; more brindle and white than white and brindle. These were about
the two best kennels of bulldogs in London, and Stonehenge took one of
Mr. Stockdale’s dogs to illustrate his first book on dogs. Not only is it
our own recollection, but the illustrations of dogs of that period are all to
the effect that the bulldog of 1855-60 was totally unlike the dog of to-day.
He was only moderately low on the leg, and stood closer in front than our
exaggerations do. His tail more frequently than not was a plain whip tail,
and he lacked the massiveness of head of the later dog. In thus speaking
of past dogs we are not confining it to our schoolboy-day visits to ““Canine
Castle,” as Bill George called his place. After that, when we got our
first terrier, we struck up an acquaintance with Alfred George, the son,
and our homes being but a short walk apart often called on him, and of
course saw many of the dogs. This period was up to 1868. We were again
in England from 1877 to 1880, and then dabbled in dogs as a hobby. Meeting
Alfred George at the Alexandra Palace Show, when looking at the bulldogs,
we said something about the alteration in them, and we can recall almost
word for word his reply: “Oh, there has been a great change since you
went away. You will see some of the old sort at father’s, but they don’t
do for showing.”

The good dogs of the period from 1877 to 1880 were Sir Anthony, Gam-
bler, Doon Brae, Slenderman, Smasher, King Cole, Sancho Panza, Venom
(Layton’s), Rosy Cross (George Raper’s best bitch, for he was then a
prominent bulldog man), Hartley’s Venom, Roselle, Faust, Lord Nelson,
Rich‘ard Ceeur de Lion (Raper’s), and then, best of all and last of all,
came Monarch. Some of the very old timers hold that Sheffield Crib was
the best bulldog of his day. He is also known as Turton’s Crib, and they
have always told the story of Mr. J. W. Berrie’s visits to Sheffield. When
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he had nothing else on hand he would go all the way from London, and then
sit down and study Crib till it was time to catch the train for home again.
We saw both of these dogs shortly before we returned to America, and we
can best convey the idea of our recollection of them by saying that Crib
was a Thackeray Soda style of dog, while Monarch was more on the lines
of Rodney Stone. Vero Shaw was then one of the prominent bulldog and
bull terrier men, and we discussed this very point, coming to an agreement
on the decided superiority of the son, for Monarch was by Crib. Monarch’s
fault was a pinched muzzle, but otherwise he was a wonderful dog, and it
may be truthfully said that our show bulldog dates from Monarch. We
did not see Monarch till he was shown at Birmingham in December, 1879,
but we knew of him when he came out at Bristol as a puppy, for we were
calling on Mr. George R. Krehl in London when Mr. Alfred Benjamin
came in and showed a telegram from Mr. Vero Shaw, advising him of the
coming out of a puppy that could beat anything in the fancy, and strongly
urging Mr. Benjamin to let him buy the dog, if he could, and go as high as
two hundred pounds, but the dog was not for sale at any price at that time.
He failed to get any progeny for some time, but at last they came—and
good ones at that.

It is useless for fanciers either here or in England to argue that the
present-day dog is the same as the old sort; those who say so cannot have
any personal knowledge of what bulldogs were before Monarch came out.
The old ones were good dogs, undoubtedly. Strong, active bulldogs, pos-
sessed of character, and from conformation and strength fully fitted to
show that their name was not misapplied. Not one of them, however,
would get beyond the V.H.C. stage at any show of the present day where
the breed was respectably represented, and then more than likely it would
take an all-round judge devoid of specialty fads to recognise his merits.
.Monarch was such a step in advance in many ways that he moved the ideal
mark quite a distance ahead and made the breed more than ever a fancy
variety.

The first presentable bulldog shown in this country was the light-
weight Donald, sent over in company with some bull and black-and-tan
terriers by the Irish exhibitor, Sir William Verner, for the New York show of
1880. This dog was about the best lightweight in England at that time,
and the illustration we give is from a photograph by Mora when the dog
was here. We do not think the dog was so leggy as the photograph shows
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him to be, but he could not have been a low dog, though we do not remember
him as any way out of the ordinary. Mr. Mason brought out with his
kennel of dogs the winner in 1881, a dog called Noble, quite a large winner
in England; and he was also a little long on the leg, but very good in head—
better than Donald a good deal. At that time Mr. John P. Barnard was
showing a good many dogs in the bulldog classes, from which some Boston-
terrier stock subsequently came, but they were very poor bulldogs. He
- got a second to Noble in 1831, with Bonnie Boy, a son of the English dog
Slenderman. This was a long-faced dog, plain in skull. Mr. Mortimer
was an exhibitor that year, showing a dog called Doctor, after which he had
a white dog called Blister. The Livingston Brothers, of New York, then
imported one or two moderate dogs, but no dogs of class were brought over
by any Americans till Colonel John E. Thayer, then at Harvard, took
hold of the breed. He bought Blister and two or three that had been
shown here, but these were not good enough, and we got Robinson Crusoe
for him from George Raper, and Britomartis from Ronald S. Barlow; the
former a fallow smut and the latter a brindle and decidedly the best bulldog
seen here up to that time, though she was rather long in the back. She
had won a number of prizes in England and did well here, winning first
at New York from 1885 until 1890, when she was retired and Mr. Thayer
severed his connection with the breed, she being his best and last living
imported bulldog. '

The formation of the Bulldog Club in 1890 was a great help to the
breed, which had already received many additions in the way of new ex-
hibitors and new dogs. Mr. John H. Matthews, of New York; the late
E. Sheffield Porter, of New Haven; Mr. R. B. Sawyer, of Milwaukee; the
Retnor Kennels of New York, and Mr. C. D. Cugle, of Hartford, bought
dogs, and four of them gave cups to the club, which were competed for at
New York show in 1891. Mr. Sawyer had meanwhile gone abroad, and
his grand dog, Harper, was now shown by Mr. F. W. Sackett and won the’
Parke Challenge Cup from Merry Monarch. Handsome Dan, the Yale
bulldog, was here a winner in the novice class, and in 1892 he won third
in the open class. This year the Bulldog Club obtained a much fuller
classification and a division by weight, and forty dogs were entered, dupli-
cates being very few. Mr. Woodward’s kennel at Chicago, which had been
a prominent winner at Canadian shows in 1892 with Bo’swain, won the
challenge class prize, but was beaten by the bitch Saleni for the Parke Cup,
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and also by King Lud for the Porter Cup for the best of the opposite sex
to the Parke Cup winner. King Lud was a worthy successor to Harper,
who had gone out West again to Mr. Woodward’s kennels.

An increase of 50 per 'cent. was recorded in the entries for 1893 over
the total for the previous year at New York, and there was then no longer
any doubt as to the future of the bulldog in this country. Harper returned
to his old place at the head of the challenge class, but could not beat Leonidas
for the cup, the latter winning in the open class over forty-five pounds;
indeed, King Lud was also put over Harper for one of the specials, and
that by George Raper. For the first time there was an encouraging entry
of puppies, but class was lacking and none were heard of again. Additions
continued to be made to the list of prominent exhibitors, and Colonel
Hilton’s Woodlawn Kennels, Messrs. E. K. Austin, R. L. McCreery, H.
C. Beadleston and C. G. Hopton soon became familiar names to show
goers. These were followed by Messrs. J. H. Mullen, of Brooklyn; Tyler
Morse, of Boston, and W. C. Codman, and they are nearly all still interested
in the breed, while of course there were others who were connected with
the breed for a brief period.

The New York display of 1898 showed quite a radical change from
the entry of three years before. The present classification of the American
Kennel Club had come into operation, and the duplication of entries made
well-filled classes. There were forty-seven entries in five dog classes, and
fifty-one bitches in the corresponding classes for that sex, besides four in a
mixed sex class for under twenty-five pounds. Mr. Woodward, of Chicago,
judged on this occasion and put Mr. Russell A. Alger’s Rensal Dandy Venn
over everything, for he beat Orient Don in the novice and junior classes,
and, Mr. Alger not being a member of the Bulldog Club, Orient Don won
the Challenge Cup and defeated the best bitch, Glenwood Queen. Pleasant,
also a very good dog in many ways, was third. This placing did not give
entire satisfaction. When Pleasant and Dandy Venn met on three other
occasions that year positions were reversed, and Pleasant was first in
winner’s classes. Glenwood Queen fully deserved her position, and she
was always a hard one to beat, even when Mr. Codman was showing her
when she deserved being on the retired list. There was nothing flashy
about the Queen, but she had properties of merit which always commanded
attention from experts. 1899 was the Ivel Rustic year, Mr. Raper bringing
his crack bulldog with him when he came over to judge at New York
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He won first in winner’s class at every show he was at, but outside of him
there was nothing new of any account.

The Bulldog Club held a show soon after the New York show, and
only once since then has the club had a show of its own, concentrating its
efforts upon the New York show, the east end of the Garden having for
several years now been given over to and specially decorated by the Bulldog
Club.

With 19goo we entered a new régime. Mr. Joseph B. Vandergrift,
of Pittsburg, who had been interested with some friends, started on his own
account, and within a very brief space of time got together a grand collection
of bulldogs of both sexes. At the same time Mr. Richard Croker, Jr., also
entered the fancy, and these two set a pace that made it hard for competitors
to keep up with. Mr. Vandergrift had as his crack dog Katerfelto, who
somewhat resembled his sire King Orry, but was a very much better dog,
and Mr. Croker had Persimmon, who was unfortunately a sick dog and
could not be shown at New York the year of his arrival; but there was a
good bitch from this kennel in Petramosse, who won the héaw—weight
class, but was beaten in winners by Mr. Vandergrift’s Housewife. This
bitch did not live long, which was much to be regretted, for we have always
considered her about the best of her sex we have ever had in this country.
She had no exaggeration such as we see in some bulldogs when the excess
of some property approaches the line which marks the monstrosity, and
was a bitch with the strength and character of a dog. We have had that
said of other bull bitches, but Housewife was the only one that has ever
appealed to us as having this very exceptional characteristic.

Mr. Vandergrift’s connection with bulldogs was unfortunately very
short, and hardly had he accumulated what was probably the grandest
collection ever brought together in one kennel, than it was announced
that he had given up exhibiting. His last important purchase was Portland,
a dog that had had a very successful career in England. We cannot say
that we altogether liked Portland, for we had been tuned up to look upon
quite a different type as the correct thing, and Portland was different from
Katerfelto, Housewife, Persimmon, Petramosse, Glendale Queen, Mersham
Jock or others we had recognised as correct, nor did he have the same
look as those we have had from England since then, and these latter have
been in keeping with the dogs we have just named. He was owned in a
very successful English kennel, and we think was either extremely fortunate
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in his prominent wins or happened out when his most dangerous rivals were
not in evidence. Mr. Croker’s Rodney Stone followed him to this country,
and when they met at Philadelphia in 19o1 the order they were placed in
was Rodney Stone, Katerfelto, Portland and Mersham Jock, the latter
not having filled out in body at that time. Mr. Codman was judge at
Philadelphia, and he is a very sound man in the ring, going for good type,
while at the same time he does not care for anything like an excessive
exaggeration.

It is very strange that with all these good dogs which had been in the
country, more improvement was not seen in the young crop than was the
case. The young ones were naturally very much better than what had been
shown some years before, but they were not very high class, and the only
American breeder who has had marked success has been Mr. Hopton.
Mr. Codman bred Glen Monarch, but he was practically an English dog,
for Glendale Queen was bred to Ivel Rustic before being sent out.

Follewing closely upon the withdrawing of the Vandergrift dogs, over-
lapping their later appearances, in fact, came the entry of Mr. T. W. Law-
son, of Boston, and the Earlington Kennels, of New York, into the bulldog
fancy. The former got together by far the larger number of show dogs,
and has been very successful. The best dog in the kennel is Fashion, a
fawn dog with a good amount of character and no very grievous fault,
if we except his long and badly carried tail.

In 1902 a dog was shown at New York which later on caused a great
deal of controversy. This was Chibiados, a white-and-brindle dog, shown
by Mr. E. K. Austin. Mr. Codman was the judge, and put him first in a
novice class of twenty-three entries, Fashion coming second. Our catalogue
comments on the winner were exceedingly favourable, much more so than
with regard to Fashion, which had been boomed by his former owner with
the view of a good sale in America, and he was not all that fancy painted
him when it came to a look at the dog. He has much improved since then,
and we are speaking of him as he was in 19o2. Chibiados then beat the
flat-under-jawed Rodney Grabber in both limit and open lightweight bull-
dogs, and finally got the reserve to Portland in winners, thus defeating
Mersham Jock, a heavy-weight he had not met in his classes. Katerfelto
died just before the show, and Rodney Stone and Persimmon were entered
but not shown. The classes, though large, did not have so many good
dogs at the top as we had seen at a few previous shows, but Chibiados
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nevertheless did all that could be expected of anything but a phenomenal
lightweight. Mr. Austin subsequently sold Chibiados and was appointed
to judge the breed the next year. Chibiados was entered, and he defeated
Rodney Stone and Ivel Doctor, two he had not met before, the latter getting
the reserve in winners. Mr. Austin was hit at pretty hard, but the grumblers
had little reason for all they said. Rodney Stone was a very sick dog, and
Mr. Austin was judging the dog as he saw him in the ring and not upon his
past record. Rodney Stone was also defeated by Ivel Doctor at the following
show held at Orange, N. J., but he did beat Chibiados in the lightweight
class. Mr. LeCato was judge, and his reversal of the New York positions
was in accordance with much of the ringside criticism.

When it came to New York once more, in 1904, a well-known and
thoroughly competent English exhibitor and judge was engaged specially
for bulldogs and bull terriers. This was Mr. W. J. Pegg, whose kennel
name of Woodcote is widely known owing to the high class of the dogs
he has shown with that prefix. Under Mr. Pegg Chibiados won in his
class and defeated every dog he had been placed over by Mr. Austin, except
Ivel Doctor, who got first in winners, with a new dog, Sir Lancelot, as reserve.
Fashion, under Mr. Pegg, went back to V.H.C., and he has seldom got
high honours except under American judges. Among other high-class
dogs that Chibiados beat on this occasion was Rolyat, one of the very best-
headed dogs we have ever had; and Rodney Smasher, now unfortunately
added to the number of bulldogs suffocated when travelling in the closed
boxes fancy says shall alone be provided for bulldogs. At a very early
age Rodney Smasher won his championship, and at this show won the
Waldorf-Astoria Cup for the best American-bred dog. Another defeated dog
was Persimmon, and Chibiados beat him for the Club Specials. Bearing
in mind that this is a lightweight dog, and as “a good big ’un will always
beat a good little "un,” it must be admitted that Chibiados is not only a
good dog, but that Mr. Austin was amply justified in considering him a
dog of class and placing him where he did on the occasion when he was so
much criticised.

There is no question as to the assured future of the bulldog in this
country, for there are more individual exhibitors in the fancy than in most
breeds, and bulldog fanciers are not so ephemeral as are many others, but
last, unless there is some urgent necessity for their giving them up. Those
who once take to the breed seem to imbibe something of the holding-on
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power of the dogs themselves, and it is noticeable in America, perhaps more
so than in England, that our staunchest bulldog men have good square jaws
and a look displaying strength of character and resolution. It really takes
men of that character to hope for success in the disappointments of breed-
ing a good dog when the requirements are so many. As a prominent fancier
of the breed aptly put it: “Breeding bulldogs is not a weak man’s game.”

The difficulties in breeding bulldogs are many. There is first the
getting a bitch that will breed, for many are incapable and others are
extremely shy. Then the demands of fancy for a waspish waist and pinched
loin often renders the birth of puppies very hazardous. Finally, if the
puppies are born alive and the dam survives, will she suckle her puppies?
A bull bitch that will rear her own puppies and is a sure breeder 1s the most
expensive thing in the way of a brood bitch that is on the market. For the
reasons stated we find that a large number of the best bulldogs are from
unknown dams, so far as show records are concerned. These dams are
well bred and close relatives to the very best dogs, but individually they
are more of the kind that a dog man will style ““a rare good one to breed
from.” While not up to show form these are, if breeders, capable of giving
birth to their puppies without any more than the normal amount of risk,
and will rear them without assistance. For such a one a breeder of bulldogs
will willingly give up in the hundreds of dollars.

The difhiculty of describing what a bulldog should be is happily in our case
evaded by the many illustrations we give of good dogs, and with these and
the elaborate descriptive points of the standard as a guide to the study of
a bulldog’s properties the novice will get a clear idea of what is required.
It is a case resembling an attempt to convey to someone who has never seen
lower Broadway what that wonderful architectural canyon looks like,
merely by a written description and without an accompanying photograph.
We give the pictures and the key thereto.

ScaLE oF PoiNTs

Mouth.—Width and squareness of jaw (2); projection and upward turn
of the lower jaw (2); size and condition of teeth (1) — 5.

Chop.—Breadth (2); depth (2); complete covering of front teeth (1) — 5.

Face.—Shortness (1); breadth (1); depth (1); shape and upward turn
of muzzle (1); wrinkles (1) — 3.
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Stop.—Depth (2); breadth (2); extent (1) —5.

Skull.—Size (5); height (1); breadth and squareness (3); shape (2);
wrinkles (4) — 15.

Eyes—Position (2); size (1); shape (1); colour (1) — 5.

Ears—Position (1); shape (1}); size (1}); thinness (1) —5-.

Chest and Neck—Length (1); thickness (1); arch (1); dewlap (1);
width, depth, and roundness of chest (1) — 5.

Shoulders.—Size (2); breadth (2); muscle (1) — 5.

Body.—Depth and thickness of brisket (2); capacity and roundness of
ribs (3) — 5.

Back, Rouch.—Shortness (2); width of shoulders (1); shape, strength
and arch at loin (2) — 5. i

Fore Legs.—Stoutness (1}); shortness (1}); development (1); feet (1)

— 5.
Hind Legs—Stoutness (1); length (1); shape and development (2);
Rhcbeat (1Y — 5.
Size, 5. Tail, 5.
Coat, 5. General Appearance, 10.

Total, 100.






CHAPTER XXVI

TraE TERRIER

@] I WILL be necessary to treat the terrier family much as we

if did the spaniels, by giving a general introduction, which
{i will.cover the ground from our first information regarding
fi - them up to quite a recent date, considering what is known
of quite a number of breeds. The most singular thing
with regard to this group of dogs is that while writer after writer on
dogs of England has been so keen to prove that the mastiff and the bulldog
were purely productions of the British Isles, they have entirely ignored the
one breed group about which there could be no dispute. It is easy to find
- European dogs with a decidedly family resemblance to mastiffs even of the
‘present time and to the bulldog of thirty to fifty years ago, but we have
failed to find anything like a terrier outside of the German pintscher, which
has a terrier resemblance. Whereas in the British Isles there is not only
one but a group of breeds only differing in type, but all with the same gen-
eral character of game, vermin dogs and useful companions.

Our readers will by this time have had every evidence that we have no
belief in spontaneous origin of breeds, but that lack of care in breeding
and the crossing of various dogs of different sizes and characters produced
others that differed and were found useful for certain sports or certain pur-
poses. In the old books terriers are occasionally mentioned with what to
our present-day notions are ridiculous associations. Mongrel mastiffs, or
mongrel greyhounds are some of the terms used, and we thereupon laugh
at the terrier being kin to our huge mastiff. The old writer, however, never
thought of saying that he was a half-bred bear-fighting mastiff, but was from
one of the smaller specimens of the common dogs then grouped as mastiffs,
Caius’s table of which will be found in the preceding chapter. So
with the greyhound there were what were called greyhounds for many
different sports. Caius mentions greyhounds as used for deer, fox “and
other beastes of semblable kinde ordained for the game of hunting

Some are of a greater sorte and some of a lesser, some are smooth skynned
AOT
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and some are curled, the bigger therfor are appoynted to hunt the bigger
beastes, and the smaller serve to hunt the smaller accordingly.” Caius
places the terrier in the same section as the hounds, following what he called
the harrier, but which was his group name for all scenting hounds outside
of bloodhounds, and preceding the latter in his description order, which is
a decidedly honourable position for the terrier to occupy, ranking him with
dogs “of a gentle kind.”

That the terrier was really entitled to rank with hounds is not to be
readily disputed, for, taking a broad view of the groups of terriers, there is
more or less resemblance to the hounds that were kept in various districts.
Thus in England the oldest mention of the colour of terriers shows the black
and tan of the hound to be then the prevailing terrier colour. In Scotland
the colours have always been those of the Scotch deerhounds—fawns and
brindles—where the deerhound prevailed, while along the Border, where
the sleuth hounds were kept, we have a heavier eared terrier. In Ireland
the terrier favours the wolfhound in colour and contour. It seems reason-
able therefore to conclude that terriers were small mongrels in which hound
blood formed considerable part, and that the rough coats and sprightliness
came from greyhound infusions, so there was nothing at all incongruous in
calling them half-bred greyhounds or recommending a cross of bastard
mastiffs and beagles.

The dog-show visitor of the present sees an array of terriers, each
variety thoroughly distinct in type one from the other, and can with difficulty,
if at all, realise that this has been accomplished in considerable less than a
century; not but what there were varieties longer ago than that, but they
were few, and the great majority were simply terriers except when it came
to the black-and-tan smooth terrier, which was so called, and the universal
sandy, rough-coated dog which went by the name of Scotch terrier. To
modern terrier men who can hardly appreciate what the conditions were in
England even as late as 1860, it is still more difficult to understand that while
dogs that went to earth after foxes and badgers were called terriers, they
might be anything in the way of breeding.

The first description from Caius, 1565, is devoid of all particulars as
to the dogs themselves being simply confined to what they did:

“Of the Dogge called Terrar, in Latine Terrarius.

“Another sorte of hunting dog there is which hunteth the Foxe and
the Badger or Greye onely, whom we call Terrars, because they (after the
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manner and custome of ferrets in searching for Connyes), creepe into the
grounde, and by that méanes make afrayde, nyppe, and byte the Fox and
the Badger in such sort, that eyther they teare them in pieces with theyr
teeth beyng in the bosome of the earth or else hayle and pull them per-
force out of their lurking angles, darke dongeons, and close caves, or at
the least through coceved feare drive them out of their hollow harbours, in
so much that they are compelled to prepare speedy flight, and being desirous
of the next (albeit not the safest) refuge, are otherwise taken and intrapped
with snares and nettes layde over holes to the same purpose. But these be
the least in that kind of Sagax.”

To say that they were small was hardly necessary, the guide to their
size being well established by the work they did. That description of the
terrier did duty for many long years, and as late as 1735 it was reproduced,
as it had been by nearly all the interim writers, in the “Sportsman’s Dic-
tionary,” as follows: “Terrier, a kind of hound, used only, or chiefly for
hunting the fox or badger. So called because he creeps into the ground
as the ferrets do into the coney-burrows, and there nips and bites the fox
and badger, either by tearing them in pieces with his teeth, or else halling
and pulling them by force out of their lurking holes; or at least driving them
out of their hollow harbours, to be taken by a net, or otherwise.”

There is another quotation which was handed down from one to
another of the old writers, and has proved a great stumbling block against
which recent writers have stubbed their toes. Jacques du Fouilloux wrote
a French book which he called “La Venerie,” and in it he described fox
and badger hunting underground, as it was practised in France. We have
not seen this book in the original, or any French quotation or direct transla-
tion, but we do know that he was cribbed from right along the line. Tur-
berville’s “Noble Art of Venerie or Hunting” is simply a translation. Dr.
Stevens compiled the “Maison Rustique,” published in Paris in 1572, eleven
years after du Fouilloux published his book, and copied from the latter.
Stevens was apparently translated by Surflet, for he and Turberville do not
quite agree, but it is very plain that all have the one origin in Du Fouilloux.

Stevens’s French quotation begins as follows: “Deux sortes de Bassets
pour courier les regnards et tessons: Q Vant a la chasse des regnards et tessons,
elle se fait avec chiens de terre, autrement dits Bassets, lequel sont de deux
especes.”’

The English version in its complete state, as given by Surflet, is this:
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“Two sorts of Earth dogs: The hunting of the fox and brocke, to bee
performed with Earth dogs, which are of two sorts: the one hath crooked
legs and commonly short haired: the other hath straight legs and shagd hair
like Water spaniels, those which have the crooked legs creep more easilie
into the earth than the others, and they are best for the brocks, bicause
they stay long there, and keepe better without coming forth. Those which
have straight legs serve for two uses, bicause they run as coursing dogs
above ground, and also take the earth more boldly than the other, but they
tarrie not in so long, bicause they vexe themselves in fighting with the
foxes and brocks, whereby they are forced to come forth to take the aire.”

Turberville’s translation was from Du Fouilloux and is as follows:

“Now to speak of the foxhounds and terriers, and how you are to enter
them to take the foxe, the badgerd, and such like vermin; you must under-
stand that there are two sorts of terriers, whereof wee hold opinion that one
sort came out of Flanders or the low countries, as Artoyes and thereabouts
and they have crooked legges and are short heared moste commonly.
Another sorte there is which are shagged and straight legged: those with
the crooked legges will take earth better than the other and are better for
the badgerd, bycause they will lye longer at a vermin: but the others with
straight legges do serve for twoo purposes, for they wyll hunte above the
grounde as well as other houndes, and enter the earth with more furie than
the others: but they will not abide so long, bycause they are too eager to
fight, and therefore are constreyned to come out to take the ayre: there are
both good and badde of both{sortes.” Turberville, in place of giving it
““dogs for the earth, otherwise called Bassets,” gives them the English
name only.

Mutilated more or less, this description of French bassets did duty as
the description of English terriers as late as the eighteenth century. In
our 1721 edition of Cox’s “Gentleman’s Recreation” it is given thus: “Of
terriers there are two sorts. The one is crooked-legg’d and commonly
short haired: And these will take Earth well, and will lie very long at Fox
and Badger. The other sort is shagged and straight legged: And these
will not only hunt above ground as others, but also enter the Earth with
much more fury than the former; but cannot stay in so long by reason of
their great eagerness.”

Blome is the only one who broke away from the French description of
bassets for terriers, although he cribbed wholesale from Du Fouilloux
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in almost everything else. What he says of terriers is this: “As concerring. -
Terriers, every one that is a fox hunter is of opinion that he hath’a" peculiat
species of itself. I shall not say anything as to the affirmative or negative
point. Only give me leave to say that such terriers as are bred out of a
Beagle and mongrel mastiff generally prove good, for he hath courage and
a thick skin as participating of the cur and is mouthed from the beagle.”
Describing the terrier more fully, he goes on to say: “This is a very small
dog and used for hunting the fox and badger, his business being to go into
the earths, and to bay them—that is to keep them in an angle (a fox’s earth
having divers) whilst they are dug out; for by their baying or barking ’tis
known whereabouts the fox is, that he may be the better dug out; and for
this use the terrier is very serviceable, being of an admirable scent to find
out. They commonly keep a couple of terriers to the end they may put in
a fresh one to relieve the first.”

In a series of four fox-hunting plates from Blome’s book there is one
of digging the fox out. The hounds are waiting about outside the earth,"
by the side of which a huntsman is holding a leggy, lightly built dog, not
differing essentially from many of the hounds, but the drawing and engrav-
ing are not of the best even for that period.

What is apparent from Blome is that there was no definite breed, but
only dogs bred to go to earth, every person breeding for that purpose alone
and not for definiteness of type. Mr. J. A. Doyle, in his article on the fox
terrier in “The Book of the Dog,” finds this beagle and mongrel mastiff
mixture very amusing. But those who have read what we had to say
regarding the cur, bandog and mastiff in the chapters on the smooth sheep
dog and the bulldog, will not think it at all out of the way.
The term mastiff included the whole family of useful dogs other than hounds,
spaniels, terriers and toys. The name covered the large bear-baiting dog,
the smaller bull-baiting dog, the watchdog or bandog, and the still lighter
shepherd’s mastiff or cur, which name was not then a term of reproach.
We have not said arything with regard to the beagle, but so far as we have
gone into the subject of the name we incline to the opinion, though we are
not pledged to the statement, that it was a term akin to our use of the word
toy. There was an old English word beagle that meant a man that was not
of much account—a useless sort of fellow—and one can readily understand
that when the beagles were reduced to the “glove” size hunting men would
ridicule the idea of their being of any use; and as we would now say, “They
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.aTe o gooa; they are toys,” they would have said that they were beagles,
quiteé useless' for genuine hunting.

With those explanations there is nothing so very strange in recommend-
ing a cross between a common, game, knockabout dog and another small
dog that would give tongue in the earth. It was probably in this way that
the white colour was introduced in the terriers.

Daniel, in 1802, says: “There are two kinds, the one is rough, short
legged, long backed, very strong, and most commonly of a black or yellowish
colour, mixt with white; the other is smooth haired, and beautifully formed,
having a shorter body and more sprightly appearance, is generally of a
reddish brown colour or black with tanned legs; both these sorts are the
determined foe of all the vermin kind, and in their encounter with the badger
very frequently meet with severe treatment, which they sustain with great
courage, and a well-trained terrier often proves more than a match for that
animal.”

The first really good description of variety in terriers is that given by
Taplin, who issued a “Sportsman’s Dictionary”’ in 1803. Under the head
of terriers he says: “Terriers of even the best blood are bred ot all colours:
red, black (with tan faces, flanks, feet and legs) brindled sandy; some few
brown pied, white pied and pure white; as well as one sort of each colour,
rough and wire-haired; the other soft and smooth, and what is rather ex-
traordinary, the latter not much deficient in courage with the former; but the
rough breed must be acknowledged the most severe and invincible biter
of the two. Since fox hunting is so deservedly and universally popular in
every county where it can be enjoyed, these faithful little animals have
become so exceedingly fashionable that few stables of the independent
are seen without them. Four or five guineas is no great price for a hand-
some, well bred terrier, and a very short time since seven puppies were sold
at the Running Horse livery stable in Piccadilly for one and twenty guineas
[the dam of these puppies is the white bitch in the Reinagle picture], and
these at this time are as true a breed of the small sort as any in England.”
Another book of the same class issued ten years later mentioned the
coming popularity of the harlequin variety, the white with black-and-tan
markings, which variety was promoted by Colonel Thornton through his
celebrated terrier Pitch. Daniel Lambert also had a famed strain of
terriers, but we have not been able to ascertain what they were in regard
to colour.
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The first of our illustrations of early terriers is that of rabbit hunting
with ferrets and nets, the work of Francis Barlow, the dogs shown being
of the light greyhound type, and of small size. Barlow lived from 1630 to
1702, and we have not so far come across anything distinctly terrier in his
engravings. One of the Strada engravings, of which we gave an example
in the chapter on the pointer, is very similar to this one by Barlow, but the
dogs are even less like our terriers than these by Barlow, Strada making his
dogs fat and podgy as a usual thing. If we did find terriers in the Strada
collection or in the engravings by Galla or his family, that would upset
our theory that the terrier is entirely English in its development. On
this subject we received rather a shock when we came across two
paintings, said to be by Jan Melchoir Roos, whose name of course
suggested dogs of Continental origin. There was no question whatever
as to the dogs being terriers, and that they were painted by some one
who had a cleverness or ability to depict character. The dogs speak for
themselves, and we think all dog men will concede that the man who put
them on canvas knew a dog. The art side of the question is another thing,
but how many of the great artists could have thrown so much type and
character into such drawings. We found that the father of this Roos had
been in England after completing his studies in Amsterdam, and as the
initials were an R, preceded by what was f)robably meant for J, with a middle
letter which might be H or M or any one of several letters, it was not a thing
to pass without investigation, indifferent as the paintings were.

We had in mind that Mr. J. A. Doyle, an eminent fox-terrier authority
had stated in the ““ Book of the Dog” that there was great difficulty in getting
information from old paintings suitable for help in compiling a history of
the breed, but that he had found at Vienna a picture by a Dutch painter
named Hamilton in which there was a white wire-haired terrier, quite char-
acteristic of the modern show terrier, but with a pink nose. The dog had drop
ears and what looked like a hard wiry coat, and the shape of the head and its
expression together with the attitude and outline: were thoroughly terrier-
like. Hamilton he said was a painter of the early part of the eighteenth
century. That was about the Roos period and called for investigation.
Hamilton we found was the son of a Scotchman who left his country toward
the close of the seventeenth century and settled in Brussels as a painter.
Two of his sons studied under him and both went to Vienna. There is
nothing in the record to show that either of the sons went to England, so
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whether the one who painted this white terrier supplied something from
his own studies under his father or drew from some dog he happened to
come across Is an open question.

What we know to be facts regarding the two “Roos” paintings is that
the gentleman who has them has knowledge of them for forty years, they
having been the property of a gentleman who married into the present
owner’s family. The elder gentleman had at that time been a widower
for ten years and during that period his effects had been stored away, these
paintings with them. The old gentleman was an American, and no one has
any idea where or when he got them or how long he had them before they
were stored, but our informant says that when he first knew them they
were in wide partly carved frames, and for some reason were thought a
good deal of. These frames gradually went to pieces, and the present
owner took the canvases out of what was left of them about twelve years
ago. When he first knew them the frames and the paintings both looked
very-old. . The Roos story came recently from a friend of his and was not
family ‘history.

We found some difficulty in getting any competent person to interest
himself sufficiently to give a sound opinion as to the probable age and the
possibility of their being the work of a foreign artist. We have seen what
we call “guessing” in the judges’ ring at dog shows, but nothing to the
guessing of experts in the opinions we were favoured with. One eminent -
authority informed us that it was impossible for them to be over twenty-five
years old, and that they were “‘copies of a well-known painting by Landseer
or somebody.”  Finally we had the good fortune to meet Mr. Royal Cortis-
soz, of New York, to whom we told our tale of inability to get an opinion
that would hold water. A kind invitation to submit the canvases to him
at once followed. Everybody had treated our inquiries as if we wanted to
boom some worthless daubs, but our new friend got our idea, which was
merely to get an approximate date of the painter’s work. His opinion was
that they were English,and probably early nineteenth century, that they
were not the work of any good man, but some clever fellow in that particular
line of dog delineation not otherwise an artist. We only use one of the
paintings, that showing a white dog facing the right, with two red dogs
immediately behind it; a black-and-tan dog, head on, is running toward
the white dog and another black-and-tan is climbing over the overturned
wheelbarrow to the right, below which the rat is seeking to escape.
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The other painting is less distinct so we have not reproduced it. It
shows but three dogs, one of each colour.

That is quite sufficient for our purpose, our contention being that
terriers were not and are not a Continental breed, and that rough dogs were
almost invariably drawn and painted by artists of one hundred years ago.
What we have been endeavouring for some time to get hold of is some
illustration of badger drawing or going to earth for badger, from about 1600
up to 1750, showing how it was conducted in England. We have Strada’s
illustration of badger hunting from a Dutch point of view, but according to
the latin verse descriptive of the sport they were snared or were smoked
or dug out for the dogs to kill. We think there is a great field for original
search in such a place as the print room of the British Museum in the direc-
tion we have indicated. Barlow was quite a prolific delineator of sporting
scenes about 1670, but we have seen nothing from him in the badger line,
so whether the dogs used in his day were what he shows in the rabbiting
scene or were stronger and coarser is an open question.

We next come to the Bewick terrier, a short-legged, strong customer,
certainly not a black-and-tan; probably a sandy dog. Following close upon
Bewick we have Howitt, and we have selected from a number of his
etchings one showing terriers of two colours, one being a white with
markings. The black-and-tan terrier is more frequently etched by Howitt
than the white, and he shows him in some of the etchings of otter hunting
and kindred subjects. Of the same period we have Reinagle, but we have
only found one of his, that in the “Sportsman’s Cabinet,” also used in the
“Sportsman’s Repository.” Captain Brown gives in his “Anecdotes” an
illustration of a Scotch terrier, which is more akin to the old semi-pricked-
ear Aberdeen terrier, later the Scottish terrier, than anything shown up to
that date. He also says that there were three breeds in Scotland, the one
illustrated, the Skye terrier, and a third that was leggier, fifteen to eighteen
inches in height and with a short wire-haired coat. This latter was the dog
known throughout England as the Scotch terrier, and is the one which has
been a stumbling-block to modem writers on the Scottish terrier, because
they could not make the description of that dog fit the modern animal.

Covering the subsequent indefinite period up to the time of dog shows,
and steering clear of illustrations belonging distinctly to one or other of the
varieties then established and recognised, we give a sample of the terriers
in common use throughout England. Cooper yields the most diversified
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series, and we therefore give two of his, not including the black-and-tan
he owned, of whose head he made a beautiful study to illustrate the terrier
in the “Sporting Portfolio.” Of Hobday we know nothing, and do not recall
having seen anything by him other than this wire-haired terrier with the
badger. Spalding painted many terriers, all very similar in character,
and gave them good heads—rather too good, in fact. The Armfield type of
terrier was what we called Scotch, rather an elastic title, for it included
everything that looked like a ratter and was sandy or partly that colour.
We have also a French print dated 1821, but this was a reproduction of
a painting by an Englishman, showing foxhounds running, accompanied
by a black-and-tan, smooth-coated terrier. ~The Alken sketches are
introduced here to round out the illustrations of terriers of that period,
though they are really bull terriers. Lieut. Col. Hamilton Smith also
illustrated dogs in colour for the Naturalists’ Library, but these we will
use later on.

The summing up of the situation is that the terrier was developed from
the common material of England. A hard-biting, game dog, small enough
to go to earth after the fox and badger. The type seems then to have settled .
into a rough-coated black-and-tan dog, with varieties of colour from that
by the introduction of greyhound blood and that of small hounds. From
the greyhound cross in all probability also came the short-coated dog. We
must note an exception to the latter conclusion with regard to the Manchester
terrier type of dog, for his short tail was noticed by Captain Brown, and
his short back at a still earlier period by Daniel. At that time this smooth
terrier must have been of thoroughly established type. The dog Daniel
describes as of a reddish-brown colour with tanned legs is one seldom seen
now. In fact we cannot recall the last occasion of seeing one, but they were
not uncommon forty years ago. Our first dog was a black-and-tan bred
terrier, but all black; so with a view of obtaining better colour in her puppies
we bred her to a liver-and-tan—as he would be called now—owned at a
nearby stable. This was a very smart well-built little dog, and was black-
and-tan bred according to the information given us, though pedigrees were
 little thought of then, or at least quite beyond our boyish knowledge.

At the stable where this dog was kept one of the men had a few terriers
the like of which we have never seen since. They were just about the size
of the Griffon Bruxellois, and very much like them. Where they differed
was in a more terrier-like face, devoid of the monkey look of the griffon.
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The facial look, the expression and the coat were those of Landseer’s little
terrier in “Dignity and Impudence.”

Short-coated dogs must have been in the minority a hundred years
ago, or we would have more illustrations of them by the artists of that
period and later years, and it is not until 1825 that we begin to find repre-
sentations of the smooth dog to any appreciable extent. The Skye terrier
or rough-coated dog of the Highlands, quite a medium-coated dog compared
with what are now shown as Skyes, was probably the third best-known
terrier about London during 1855-60. Queen Victoria was known to have
some, and the loyal Londoners procured specimens in sufficient numbers
to have them very generally known. The bull terrier was the third of the
three terriers, the black-and-tan being the leader in popularity. It would
hardly do to elevate the Scotch terrier to the dignity of being a breed, for he
was merely a ratting dog, and mainly sandy in colour, while the only family
resemblance was a rough coat. The other three were distinct as breeds.
It would be going too far to say that there were no fox terriers in London
at that time, but they were not conspicuous as a breed, nor were the rough
black-and-tan terriers. Bedlingtons, Airedales, Scottish and Irish terriers
had not been heard of, and all that was known about Dandies was what
Sir Walter Scott had written. When we consider that the spaniels and
setters were all divided and well known by their breed names at that time,
the backward state of information regarding the terriers is remarkably
strange.

The record will bear us out in what we have stated, as we shall now
prove. Youatt in 1845 mentions the bull terrier, and how little that had
progressed may be imagined when he merely says that: “A second cross
lessens the underhanging of the lower jaw, and a third entirely removes it.”
Under the heading of “The Terrier” he describes what was undoubtedly
the fox terrier as we know it, presumably white in body colour, for he says:
“The ears of moderate size, half erect, and usually of a deep black colour,
with a yellow spot over the eyes. . . . 'The coat of the terrier may be
either smooth or rough. . . . The rough terrier possibly obtained his
shaggy coat from the cur, and the smooth terrier may derive his from
the hound.” Under the title of “Scotch Terrier” he repeats the informa-
tion given by Brown as to the three varieties, and that is all he says.

Stonehenge, in his 1867 edition of “Dogs of the British Islands,” writes
a chapter on the fox terrier, another on Skyes and Dandies and a third on
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terriers other than the three named, or toys. In this chapter he includes
the black-and-tan, the smooth white, the wire-haired fox terrier and the
original Yorkshire. Still another chapter is devoted to the bull terrier. In
the same authority’s second edition of “The Dog,” 1872, he divides terriers
as follows: The old English terrier (the smooth black-and-tan), the Scotch
(the leggy rough dog), the Dandie Dinmont, the Skye, the fox terrier, the
Bedlington, the Halifax blue-tan (which became the Yorkshire), and the
modern toy terrier.

“Idstone” published his book, “The Dog,” in 1872, and limits his
descriptions to the fox, bull, Skye, Dandie, broken-haired fox, smooth black-
and-tan and smooths of other colours. Stonehenge’s third edition of his
main work, published in 1878, includes “by request” the Irish terrier.
His objection to a distinct name for this dog was that it was only a variety of
the Scotch terrier. Not only did he so state in a footnote to the admitted
chapter, but when we had the well-known bitch Banshee at the Field office
one day he held to his opinion that it was just a little better dog than the
usual run of Scotch terriers of twenty years previous. He admitted the
improvement but stuck to the Scotch. Other changes in this edition were.
the incorporating of the broken-haired terrier with the fox terrier as the
“rough fox terrier”; the acceptance of the prick-eared Skye, which he
would have nothing to do with in 1867; the acceptance of Yorkshire as the
name for the blue-and-tan Halifax terrier; a partial acceptance of Manches-
ter in connection with the name of the large black-and-tan; and a chapter on
the white English terrier. He declined in this edition to accept the terrier
we now call the Scottish, which Mr. J. Gordon Murray had described under
the various names of mogstads, drynocks and camusennaries, adding that if
the portrait published of one that Mr. Murray had lately brought to London
was at all like the dog then he was a very ugly brute.

In 1880 the Airedale was brought forth, and then came the lengthy dis-
cussion anent the little fellow from Scotland, who had been barking at the
door for a long time and was finally admitted under the compromise name
of Scottish terrier. Then we had the revival of the rough black-and-tan
terrier under the good name of “Old English wire-haired black-and-tan

terrier,” but
““Taffy was a Welshman
Taffy was a thief,
Taffy came to my house
And stole 4
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The first attempt to take what was not Welsh was the bobtailed sheep
dog. That was claimed for Wales because Mr. Lloyd Price, of North Wales,
had two of the breed—therefore it must be 2 Welsh breed; but that claim was
dropped when it was clearly proved that the dogs had come from Devon-
shire. The next claim of the Welshmen was for this good old English_dog,
the rough black-and-tan terrier, that all the old writers had described and
that Howitt and others etched and drew as the terrier of England. There
must have been powerful influence or great ignorance at work when it was
decided to change the name to Welsh terrier. Still another claim on the
part of a few Welsh fanciers to a title for a genuine English variety is the case
of the Welsh springer, or large spaniel, but no one will begrudge them that
dog. The OId English terrier is quite another story, and should never
have been recognised as anything but what it is, the oldest known and
described variety of English terrier.

A few other varieties have been put forward as breeds, but have never
been fully recognised. At one time there was a blue-and-tan variety of the
black-and-tan, just as there was the already mentioned liver-and-tan of
Daniel’s time. The Clydesdale and Paisley terriers have had stronger
claims, but they do not seem to have been anything but a fancy variety of
Skye terrier, smaller and bred for a silky coat. The Roseneath variety of
the Scottish terrier is another of the same sort of claims, a lighter colour being
the difference in this case. None of these has, however, been sufficiently
recognised in its own country to warrant consideration as a distinct variety
at the present time.

The etching of the Sau-finder we picked up in one of our print-shop
researches and bought because of the striking terrier character of this Ger-
man dog, though at that time we had never seen any mention of the dog.
Recently we came across a reference to Ridinger having given the dog the
name of Sau-finder in one of his paintings. That would be about 1735.
There is no clue as to date on the etching we copy, nor to what, if any, use
it was put as an illustration. Lieutenant-Colonel Hamilton, who wrote the
section on the dogs and allied species in Jardine’s Naturalists’ Library,
classifies the Sau-finder as a terrier, the only terrier mentioned by him as
continental, and it was from him we got the information as to Ridinger’s
painting and nomenclature. A quotation which includes the Sau-finder
reference will be found in the chapter on the Skye terrier.

We are indebted to Wm. A. and F. Baillie-Grohman’s reproduction
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of ¢ The Master of Game ” for evidence of a very early use of the name
“terrier.” Gace de la Buigne, a sport-loving priest who was in the retinue
of King John of France, when taken prisoner to England wrote after
his return to France a book on sports for the use of Philip, the King’s
fourth son. This was finished after 1373, exact date unknown. The brief
instructions for taking the fox may be English so far as the use of the
first word “ terriers” is concerned. The Messrs. Baillie-Grohman italicise
this word, but neither give reason for doing so nor say whether it is so in

the text copied from.

“On le va querir de dans terre
Avec ses bons chiens terriers
Que on mect dans les terriers.”

““They are brought from the holes in the earth with good terrier dogs
that are sent into the burrows.”

Some discussion has recently taken place over the decision of the
American Kennel Club to put all terriers in a division by themselves. In
England some terriers are classed as sporting and others as non-sporting,
the dividing line being absurd and erratic. The question of sporting versus .
non-sporting was taken up by the American Kennel Club and referred to the
stud-book committee, presumably because a good many years ago there had
been some such division in the stud book. It is easy enough to divide all the
breeds till you come to terriers, and then we are brought face to face with
such questions as whether a dog that was once used for going to earth for
foxes in England but is never so used here is a sporting dog, whether a dog
originally used for rats and foxes in the Highlands but now kept in seclusior
in order to grow an extremely long coat is still a sporting dog, if he ever
was such a thing. We took the opportunity of suggesting to Mr. Viti, the
chairman of the committee, that in place of endeavouring to divide terriers
in such an anomalous manner that they simply be put in a class or division
by themselves, and that sporting dogs should consist of what we call bird
dogs, dogs used with the gun, and dogs used in the chase. The committee
drew up two schedules, one on the English plan and the other based upon
our suggestion, and we are glad to say the latter was unanimously adopted
with but little discussion. Since then it has received the cordial indorse-
ment of such a paper as the London Field, which recommended its adoption

by the English Kennel Club.
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CHAPTER XXVII

Tae SmootH Fox TERRIER

<ag|Y REASON of popularity and early recognition as a breed,
both here and in England, the smooth fox terrier is given
the right of way. As we have demonstrated in the preceding
chapter, neither in colour nor in coat is he the oldest of the
terrier family. No reference to any such terrier can be
found until close to 1800, and then to but one dog and one breeder. As near
as we can get at the date, Colonel Thornton owned his dog Pitch about
1785-90, and this is the only terrier of his that we have any definite knowl-
edge of. In the sketch of Colonel Thornton’s life, published a hundred
 years ago—it is copied into a book of sporting anecdotes issued as a second
edition in 1807—we have in the list of the many horses and dogs owned by
that sportsman this paragraph regarding his terriers: *“It would be necessary
to notice Colonel Thornton’s terriers, if it were only on account of his justly
celebrated Pitch, from whom are descended most of the white terriers in
this kingdom. This dog was in the Colonel’s possession about twenty years
ago, since which epoch he has assidiously attended to this breed of sporting
dogs.” The picture of ““Pitch, a Terrier” is by Colonel Thornton’s favourite
artist, Gilpin, and is dated 179o." The engraving is by Scott, so that we
know it was a faithful reproduction of the artist’s work and of the dog.
The ears do not seem to be cut, but are pricked and very small and neat.
The expression is very keen, but as the head is slightly tumed away it makes
the dog look as if he was small and weak in head. Certainly he was not a
coarse dog, and was decidedly high and “whippetty” all over. The mark-
ings are tan on the head, a black spot at the root of the tail, with tan showing
along the upper edge. Pitch was bred by Colonel Thomton, according to
the statement on the engraving, but how he was bred is another thing. - We
know that the Colonel was a good deal of an experimenter and bred fox-
hounds and pointers together, and we should say that this dog was the result
of a very close-up cross of the greyhound. If we take Bewick and Howitt as
showing what the general run of terriers were from 1790 to 1800, with Rein-
; 415
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agle adding his contemporary testimony to the same end—that the terrier
was a dog of moderate length of leg, if not short on the leg, possessed of
sufficient substance to look a sturdy little fellow, and with a hard, rough,
wiry coat—we cannot accept Pitch as pure terrier. A cross with the hound
would not produce such a dog, nor would the beagle and terrier result in
that lightness of build, for Thornton’s beagles were of the small, sturdy kind.
We know that, for we have pictures of them by Reinagle and Chalon. We
fancy that, as he used the foxhound to get more speed in his pointers, he
used a small greyhound to effect the same in his terriers, for it must be borne
in mind that the custom was to have a couple of terriers run with the hounds,
and Thornton was just the kind of man to breed a dog that would do what
was needed if the hounds were becoming too fast for the ordinary run of
terriers. If what he wanted was speed, he doubtless went to the dog that
would give it and produced a whippet. It was called a terrier because it
did a terrier’s work, and, being fast and game, became as well known to fox
hunters as were the Thomville foxhound-pointers to shooting men of that
time. Hence it was used extensively as a stud dog, and was credited within
fifteen years of the date that Gilpin painted him with being the progenitor -
of “most of the white terriers in this kingdom.”

It was a strain to which the Colonel continued to give attention and
bred with care, for we find that he took one with him on his tour in France
—one he calls a parlour terrier, but thoroughly game, notwithstanding that
appellation. This tour of Colonel Thornton’s had as one of its objects the
selection of an estate which he desired to purchase in France, and he took
with him twelve foxhounds, a pointer, and “Vixen, a beautiful parlour ter-
rier.” Writing from Les Orme on August 26, 1802, the Colonel tells of a
wolf hunt in which some of his hounds participated in company with the
local hounds. Vixen took part in the hunt also, and after remarking upon
two of his hounds that “seemed the most vermin,” he adds that they were
immediately followed by Vixen, “who appeared full as vicious.”

The hunt was in a wood, with gentlemen posted about in the roads to
shoot the wolf, which doubled about at sound of the shots and the homns.
As the chase progressed the wolf was more seriously wounded and more often
seen. “He crossed an avenue tolerably clear, when Vixen, who had joined
us, saw him, and although just before jaded, the little devil got the scent and
gave tongue. When she seemed to be near, and teasing him, my hounds.
came up all in a sheet. . . . At this moment the wolf turned to us, when
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the terrier, having a decided advantage from the thickness of the cover,
continued catching at his haunches. . . . After he had been tormented
for some time by Vixen, he came to an opening in the woods, but in crossing
some deep ruts he fell in and could not recover himself. The Norman
hound and three others rushed in and threw him on his back. He snatched,
but they seized him by the throat and back, while Vixen had good hold of
his haunch.” The wolf proved to be a four-year-old, with a splendid
mouth of teeth, and while one of the English hounds had lost nearly the
whole of one ear and another was cut about the face, Vixen got off with
a bloody nose, “but she did not seem to mind it.” No description is given
of Vixen, but the presumption is that she was one of the smooth terriers of
his own breeding and a descendant of Pitch.

The best contribution on the fox terrier of the first half of the last
century is what the late T. H. Scott wrote under the name of “Peeping Tom”
in The Country, a London paper that was given up twenty years ago. Mr.
Scott was conceded to be the best-informed man of the many writers on
early terriers of history, having a vast amount of personal information on
the subject. We quote from what he wrote in 1830, and the dates he gives
should be calculated from that time:

“Some of us will, I daresay, remember the old black-and-tan English
terrier—not in any way resembling the whip-tailed, smooth-coated and
pencil-toed black-and-tan of the present day, but a dog of very similar ap-
pearance to the Old Jock and Old Trap type of fox terrier. My father has
in his possession a painting of a noted terrier that belonged to his grand-
father. This dog was a black-and-tan, that is to say, black, with a consider-
able quantity of light tan, and white breast. This dog had drop ears, and
in all other respects except colour would have held his own on a show bench
at the present day. I believe there is no doubt that there was an equally
old breed of white English terriers of the same character, and it was by cross-
ing these two sorts that the colour of our modern kennel terriers was pro-
duced. The black-and-tan was, from its colour, difficult to keep in view,
and mixed colours looked more uniform with the hounds. Till very re-
cently the Duke of Beaufort has kept up a breed of black-and-tan fox terriers,
and excellent dogs they are.

“Treadwell, the huntsman of the Old Berkshire, has had several good
terriers, notably Tip, and they were descended from a black-and-tan dog
he had with the Cottesmore, twenty-five years ago, called Charley. This
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dog was bred by Mr. Cauverley, of Greetham, whose family had kept the
breed for a century. Old Trap was descended from a black and tan breed,
and I believe Old Jock was also.”

It is not worth while giving Mr. Scott’s communication in full, for the
dogs he speaks of are so far back in pedigrees and we have bred so entirely
different from their types that it is doubtful if our readers would retain
interest in the recital. We will therefore run through it and give the features
as they appear to us. Grove Nettle was a bitch of such claims that Mr.
Scott doubted whether there was anything in 1880 she could not have beaten.
Trimmer he speaks highly of, and he was the sire of Belvoir Joe. Lord
Middleton’s terriers were of the same strain as the Grove, and his kennel’s
Nettle was the grandam of Belvoir Joe. Mr. Bower’s strain, extensively
used in North of England kennels, had bull-terrier blood in the line. That
there were plenty of impurely bred terriers thirty years ago masquerading
as fox terriers is seen from this sentence on the dogs of that day: “I would
much sooner breed from a dog with an unauthenticated pedigree that gets
good stock than from such animals as Diver, Draco, Brick, Bitters or
Trimmer. Diver was by a bull terrier; Draco was by a carriage dog, so I
have heard; Brick was nearly related to a beagle; Bitter’s dam has no
pedigree, and he has got no good stock; Trimmer’s sire was undershot and
his dam had prick ears.”

When there was so much bad blood about, it is no wonder that the
few lines of soundly bred terriers became very prominent, and at one time
the strain that outranked all others was the Belvoir terriers. We will,
therefore, quote more fully as to them:

“As Belvoir Joe is the best known to breeders of the present day, I will
give his pedigree, which can be traced back for upward of forty years. Bel-
voir Joe was bred by W. Cooper, late huntsman to the Belvoir, and was by
his Trimmer out of Trinket—a grand-looking bitch and one that would take a
lot of getting over by the best of the present time; Trinket was by the Belvoir
earth-stopper’s Trap out of Ben Morgan’s Nettle; Trimmer, from the
Grove, was by a favourite dog of Sir Richard Sutton’s out of a bitch belong-
ing to Tom Day, late huntsman to the Quorn. Ben Morgan got Nettle
from his brother at the Grove. I have seen her, and she was a very good-
looking terrier, rather heavily marked with black and tan. She got a prize
or two at the Yorkshire shows. The Belvoir earth-stopper’s Trap was by
the late Will Goodall’s Doc, bred by a huntsman named Rose, and Goodall
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always declared he was the only dog he ever had or knew that could draw
the main earths near Belvoir Castle.

“Cooper took great pains in keeping the breed pure during his time
and got several of the old black-and-tan sort, mentioned before, from Mr.
William Singleton of Caythorpe, near Grantham, a noted breeder of them,
and he kept them free from bull for forty years. This strengthens my
belief that the white, black-and-tan terrier of the present day is, or should be,
descended from the old black-and-tan. I cannot trace the present breed
of Belvoir terriers further back than Tom Goosey’s day, over forty years ago.
His Tyrant was a noted dog, and he afterward became the property of Sir
Thomas Whichcote, who has kept the breed pure.

““Jack Morgan has been, I believe, chiefly instrumental in bringing the
Grove terriers to the perfection they attained, for it is beyond dispute that
the Grove has turned out two as good, or better, than anything of the
present day. These are Old Jock and Grove Nettle. Jock was out of
the Grove Pepper, by a black-and-tan dog, Captain Percy William’s Jock;
but I do not quite know the correct pedigree of Nettle. I believe she was by
a dog belonging to Mr. J. B. Hodgson, M. F. H., and out of Gimlet, by
old Grove Tartar out of Rose, by Grove Trickster out of Nettle, by a Grove
dog out of Mr. Foljambe’s old Cambridge Vic. There was a Nettle bred
in that way, and she was either Grove Nettle or Ben Morgan’s Nettle, but
I see the Kennel Club gives Grove Nettle as by Grove Tartar out of Sting.”

Those who trace pedigrees through the English stud book should note
in the volume which has a registration of Belvoir Joe that that is not the
celebrity which sired Belgrave Joe. The pedigree of the proper Belvoir
Joe is as given above by Mr. Scott. We only reach him nowadays through
his son, Belgrave Joe, who was out of Branson’s White Vic, and her pedi-
gree is seldom given correctly, there being several Vics, all owned by Bran-
son. White Vic was sired by Branson’s Tartar, who was by a dog called
Ruler out of Fairy, belonging to Head, the huntsman at Donnington Park;
Ruler belonged to Mr. Moore, who got him from his breeder, Mr. Hedges.
The dam of White Vic was a white bitch with black markings named Vic,
owned by Branson, and she was by his Twister out of his white bitch Vic,
which he got from the keeper to Sir Gilbert Heathcote. Twister was a
white dog with a tan head that Branson sold to the Quorn.

Belgrave Joe sired a very large number of excellent terriers, and we
remember seeing him at his owner’s, Mr. Luke Turner, Richmond House,
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Leicester, when the dog was quite old. He was a shade larger than the
usual run of terriers, but was wonderfully true in shape considering that
he was then sixteen years of age—he lived to be twenty. He was a white
dog with a tan head, and had a pretty good length of coat at the time we
speak of. How much of a celebrity he had been and still was through his
progeny, at least in our estimation, may be judged by our going fifty miles
purposely to see the dog when in England in 1884. He sired Spice, a very
successful show dog, but soft coated, and from Spice came a little dog called
Mixture that Mr. Thayer imported. This was probably the smallest show
dog ever imported, yet he came over as an English champion. He had a
good deal more coat than go per cent. of the wire-haired terriers of the
present day. From the great difference in winning dogs imported at that
time from England, it was very evident that type across the Atlantic
at that period of terrier history was a matter of personal opinion, and
that there was no following a standard which would create anything
like uniformity.

One object in giving this information regarding the breeding of the old
fox terriers is to show that they were not the result of breeding for type as -
we now understand it, but that these were the beginnings of the scientific
type breeding. There was no end of close-up old black-and-tan blood as
well as bull terrier, and to claim that the smooth white terrier with hound
markings, or any of the markings we now know, was the universal dog of
1825 to 1850 is entirely contradicted by the facts. It is doubtful whether
Colonel Thornton’s terriers were bred on, for he went to France and re-
mained there, giving up his English breeding, and there is no knowledge
of any connecting links with any of his terriers. The terriers were bred
for work, and while some had ideals, as they had in the case of hounds or
pointers, they were exceptional cases. The mistake many have made is to
conclude that because terriers were used for going to earth in fox hunting
they were fox terriers and called by that name, and as we have fox terriers,
the old and the present were therefore one and the same dog. We have
never come across the name fox terrier in any of the old sporting books, nor
seen any quotation of the name except the single instance of the rough
black-and-tan terrier which Mr. Lee uses as an illustration in his book on
the fox terrier. The illustration is from a mezzotint of a painting by De
Wilde, published in 1806. The name is too exceptional to permit us to
accept it as evidence of nomenclature of that period.
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The exhibition of fox terriers as a distinct breed dates from the second
exhibition of the North of England Club which, singular to say, was held
in London, and took place in June, 1862. As a matter of record we give
a verbatim copy of this portion of the catalogue of that show:

Crass 2—Fox TERRIERS

2. Exhibitor: Thomas Wootton, Esq., Daybrook Cottage, Nottinghamshire, “Pincher.”
Age, 4 years. By Pincher—Old Nettle. £50.

3. Exhibitor: Thomas Wootton, Esq., Daybrook Cottage, Nottinghamshire, “Fan.” Age, 3
years. Breeder, Jack Morgan. Twenty guineas.

4. Exhibitor: Thomas Wootton, Esq., Daybrook Cottage, Nottinghamshire, “ Jerry.” Age,
3 years, 4 months. Breeder, Jack Morgan. By Captain William’s Jack—Old Pep-
per. Twenty guineas.

5. Exhibitor and breeder: W. Chowler, Esq., Harlston Park, Northampton, “Trusty.” Age,
I year, 4 months. By Turk—Crafty. £1,000.

6. Exhibitor and breeder: W. Chowler, Esq., Harlston Park, Northampton, “Vic.” Age,
4 years. By Jack—Nettle. £1,000.

7. Exhibitor and breeder: J. H. D. Bayly, Esq., Ickwell House, near Biggleswade, Beds.
“Trimmer.” £50.

8. Exhibitor and breeder: The Rev. W. M. Honyman, United University Club, London,
“Rake.” Age, 9 months. By Mr. Poole’s (of Marbury) Gamester—Vixen. £500,

9. Exhibitor and breeder: The Rev. W. M. Honyman, United University Club, London.
“Viper.” Age, 9 months. By Mr. Poole’s (of Marbury) Gamester—Vixen. £500.

10. Exhibitor: Henry Hartshorn, Esq., Nottingham, “Fly.” Age, 1 year 6 months. £1,000,

11. Exhibitor: Henry Hartshorn, Esq., Nottingham, “Luce.” Age, 1 year, 2 months. £1,000.

12. Exhibitor: Matthew Hedley, Esq., 2 Star Court, Bread Street, Cheapside. Breeder, Mr.
W. Long, late huntsman to the Duke of Beaufort. * Jack.” Age, 1 year 2 months.
By Mr. Long’s Venture—Kate. Five guineas.

OMITTED FROM CLASSIFICATION

797. Exhibitor: W. MacDonald, Esq., 27 Long Acre, “Dick.” Age, 1 year, 6 months. £10

This was a small beginning, but it was not long before good-looking
terriers for showing were found in various parts of England, and their
appearance gave rise to no end of correspondence in the press as to their
pedigrees, which of course only added to the interest in the new breed.
Birmingham and other important shows soon opened classes, and the history
of the fox terrier in England is on a par with what, years afterward, was
done with Boston terriers in this country. Ten years after the show at
Islington, which gave the first class for fox terriers, there was a show at
Nottingham at which 273 fox terriers were benched. Fancy the judges’
task with seventy-three puppies in one class, seventy-four in the open dog
class and 109 in the bitch class. The Hon. T. W. Fitzwilliam was the
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judge, and he is entitled to be named in connection with this best on record
in the way of a class entry.

As in the case of the early large entries of Boston terriers, there was a
good deal of rubbish in the English shows of that time, for it is the belief of
every Englishman that he knows a fox terrier, if he knows anything in this
wide world, and at that time the inherent belief was stronger than now,
hence all sorts of dogs were sent to the shows. But class became more
apparent after a time, and the large sum a good terrier has always com-
manded was an incentive to owners to continue breeding and exhibiting.
Anything like a history of the breed in England would be an impossibility
in the space at our disposal, and those seeking for that information are
referred to Mr. Lee’s most thorough work on the breed. His knowledge of a
good terrier is fully recognised, hence we cannot do better than give his
draughting of the ten best smooth fox terriers in England up to 18g0. At
the head he put Result, followed by Old Jock, Chance, Tyrant, Dorcas,
Buffet, Olive, Venture, Richmond Olive and Vesuvienne. Of these Rich-
mond Olive was the only one that came to America, we being instrumental
in purchasing her for Mr. John E. Thayer, then our leading fox-terrier .
exhibitor. The actual price paid Mr. Raper for the bitch was £180, the
asking price being £200, and Mr. Thayer declined to receive the check for
what balance was left of his $1,000 after paying the expenses. That was

. the largest price paid for a fox-terrier bitch and the largest for any dog
imported up to that time.

From the very first of the dog shows in this country the fox terrier has
been well represented, not of course to the same relative extent as were the
sporting dogs for many years, but they always have been a factor in forming
the show total of entries. At the first show in Boston, held in 1878, there
were nine entries in the one class for the breed, and two of these were from
England. Mr. T. H. Scott, whose sketch of early show terriers in England
we have quoted from, sent over his bitch Vic, by Vandal, with which he had
won a first and four seconds at North of England shows; and Mr. J. A.
Doyle, still a leading authority on the breed, was represented by his dog
Lottery, late Tricard, with which he won second, but the only record we
have at hand does not name the winner. Lottery was successful at
one or two Western shows, but at that time we were in England, so
that our first personal knowledge of fox terriers here dates from New

York in 1880.
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On that occasion there were two classes for the breed, with seventeen
dogs and an equal number of bitches, totals which compare very well with
what we have had of late of this breed. The winner was a white, black-
and-tan dog named Shot, owned by Mr. James Mortimer, who then had
opportunities of picking up dogs brought over from England, and had a few
terriers and one or two bulldogs with which he won quite a number of prizes
Now we know him as the equal of any all-around judge that ever stepped
into a ring, one whom no owner willing to accord the right of personal
opinion declines to show under, and in no position is he more acceptable
than when judging terriers. Mr. F. R. Hitchcock, who was afterward
well known as a pointer and setter owner, but is all for racehorses now,
was second with an imported dog called Bounce; and the brothers J. and
Prescott Lawrence came third with Paulo. In the bitch class the late Lewis
Rutherfurd took first and second with Active and Chance, the former
winning the championship at New York in 1881. Mr. Winthrop Ruther-
furd was not so successful as his brother, neither of his entries getting any
mention. The classes contained nothing approaching class, but at the top
there were some fair terriers, followed by a very scratch company. The
judging could not have been very good on the whole, for we notice that a
bitch entered as Tip, by Mr. R. Gibson, of Canada, only got commended.
We judged this bitch a few months later, and gave her first and special for
the best fox terrier at Toronto; at New York in 1881 she won in the cham-
pion class, beating Active, but we find from our catalogue of the 1881 show
that our fancy was for the third competitor, Tussle, who with Active was
shown by L. and W. Rutherfurd, the fraternal partnership which lasted for
so many years, until the death of the elder brother.

Mr. Gibson’s Tip, or Tipsey as she was by rights, was a neat, cobby
bitch, smart and terrier-like, but she had bad feet and was too fine in coat.
The winning dog in the champion class was the Rutherfurds’ Bowstring,
then six years old. He was quite a large dog for those days, when they ran
to eighteen or nineteen pounds as the top weight. He stood high on the leg
and was a stockily built dog. The winner in the open class was Moslem IL,
one of the large kennel of dogs Mr. C. H. Mason had just brought over from
England. He was quite the best fox terrier in the show—a small, smart
dog, that would be turned out of the ring as out of place amid the big ones
we have become accustomed to, yet this dog had won many prizes and was
an English champion, or at least had won in champion classes there. Next
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to Moslem was the Rutherfurd’s Royal, a new dog, though six years old.
In many ways he equalled the winner, but was not so good in feet or coat.
The bitch class was quite below the average of the dog class, and in this
Mr. Mason won with his English winner Twilight, a punchy little terrier.
As only five were mentioned out of a class of twenty-six shown in the ring,
little need be said as to the others. The first wire-haired terrier we know .
of in this country was here shown as a puppy by the late William R. Hill,
of Albany, who got V. H. C. for his Trouble. [Mr. Hill was better known
among oarsmen, and it was to him we owed the success of the Beaverwyck
four-oared crew over the picked four sent over by the London Rowing Club
to the Centennial regatta of 1876.] The best puppy was a very smart-
looking black and tan marked dog named Joker, bred by the Messrs. Ruther-
furd, and by Nailer out of their winning bitch Active. This was the first
American-bred terrier that made a name, and, in addition to minor prizes,
he won first in the open class at New York in 1882 and in the champion class
in 1883. His sire was an imported son of Buff.

It was not until 1886 that the breed was advanced to anything like the
position it has since maintained. Mr. John E. Thayer, who had had one
or two medium-class dogs, got over Raby Tyrant in 1884 and did very well
with this dog. Mr. Belmont also took up the breed again and, they, with
the new kennel of the late Edward Kelley and quite a number of other exhibi-
tors, not only improved the appearance of the classes but added largely to
their numbers. In 1886 Mr. Belmont was showing Bacchanal, Diadem,
Marguerite, Safety and some good home-bred ones. Mr. Kelley had im-
ported the great English dog Spice, but he was only a relic of what he had
been, though he won two firsts before he died; he then got his son, Earl
Leycester, and a few others, but it was a long way from being so strong a
kennel as the other leaders. Mr. Thayer, having imported Richmond
Olive and bought Belgrave Primrose from the Messrs. Rutherfurd, soon
added to them Raby Mixer. At the same time the Messrs. Rutherfurd
had Splauger, Diana, Cornwall Duchess, and, as always, as good as anyone
in home-bred terriers. Not content with these good dogs, importations
were being made continually, and in this Mr. Belmont took the lead.

Of the dogs in the country at and about this time, the best dog was
undoubtedly Mr. Belmont’s Lucifer, an all-white dog, with a spot or two
of black on his ears. He was about the right size for a fox terrier, weighing
seventeen pounds in show condition. His eyes were off in colour and he
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was not quite full enough in muzzle—slightly hollow a little way in front
of the eyes—but outside of those defects he was a beautiful terrier, teeming
with character and quality. He had a great career in this country, and his
defeat by Valet at New York in 1887 was very freely criticised. Valet,
however, was a dog that it was no discredit to run second to, and under a
judge who insisted upon perfect front and good feet Valet was almost a
certain winner. In coat he was soft, his expression was hardly correct and
he was narrow and lacked substance in loin and quarters. Mr. Redmond,
of England, put him first at the Newport show of the Fox Terrier Club after
he had been beaten at Hartford, where Splauger won and Bacchanal and
Shovel were also placed over him. The class against him at Newport was
better, and there he won the special for the best terrier in all the classes.
Bacchanal was a dog that excelled in body, outline and hindquarters, and
also in length of neck. He could have done with a better front and his feet
were not of the best, while he failed slightly in expression, but he was all-
over a grand terrier—one of the good all-round dogs that might go down
under a faddist, but if judged by points would score remarkably high.
Raby Mixer was not a dog we fancied to any extent, for he lacked substance
in body and had a leggy appearance, though he improved in those respects.
His best points were his head and expression, and but for a fulness in cheek
his head was about as good as anything then being shown. It had the right
look for a terrier, being keen and full of the expression of gameness. Mr.
Kelley’s Earl Leycester failed, as did his sire Spice, through having a soft,
spongy coat; he had a number of defects, but nevertheless always got recog-
nition for all-around character.

At the head of the bitches we place Richmond Olive, the only terrier
imported to America that Mr. Lee included in his list of the ten best terriers
of England up to twelve years ago. She was a lovely bitch, and we would
have liked her even better than we did had she had a little more of the
terrier snap and fire, for she always seemed to us to be more suited to fill
the post of a “parlour terrier,” as Colonel Thornton called his Vixen. In
a terrier, especially a fox terrier, there should be snap, dash and go in every
movement, and Olive lacked a little in that. Her coat could have been
denser with advantage, and she was a shade long-cast. But she stood
right out in front when it came to quality, while her quarters and finish
behind were a picture in themselves. She was quite a large bitch as they
ran then, being full eighteen pounds, while few were over sixteen and from
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that down to below fourteen pounds. Cornwall Duchess was not over
thirteen pounds and Mr. Belmont’s Marguerite was no heavier, while
Diadem was under fifteen pounds. Of quite a different type from these
small toys, as we would now call them, and the stoutly built Olive was
Richmond Dazzle, an imported puppy Mr. Thayer showed in 1887. This
was a bitch bred by Mr. Raper, by Raby Mixture out of Richmond
Puzzle, 2 medium bitch as to weight, and of the new type of what was form-
erly called weedy terriers, but which became the correct thing in a short
time. For several recent years it would have been possible to show the best
imported dogs in one class and only call upon the judge to decide upon
individual merit between a lot of dogs of close resemblance, but such was
not the case at the time we are writing of, and still less before that. Every
new crack dog that came over was different from the others, and we were
all astray as to which of the several styles of English winners was proper,
only to have any new opinion upset by the next wonder’s different appear-
ance. Here we had as competitors Mr. Belmont’s thirteen-pounders Mar-
guerite and Diadem, Mr. Thayer’s eighteen-pound Olive and his light-built
sixteen-pound Richmond Dazzle. Mr. Mason called the latter an exaggera-
tion of a good type, but that was what we followed from that time on, led
by the importations from England which ran that way. Then more sub-
stance was added, and finally we got to the stage where fox terriers of about
twenty-four pounds were winning. Happily we have returned to some-
thing a little more reasonable, and now have a combination of character,
shape and size that should last.

The many importations that we had at that time only accentuated more
strongly the failure on the part of home breeders to produce anything fit
for comparison with the good English dogs. A dog called Luke, bred by
Mr. Hoey, was the best American bred of 1886—7. He was a fair terrier,
but plain and lacking quality from a present-time point of view; such a dog
as would now get an H. C. card in good company. We can only recall one
bitch of any class at about that time among American-breds, and that was
Lady Warren Mixture, bred by the late W. T. McAlees of Philadelphia,
and by Mr. Thayer’s little dog Mixture out of the Rutherfurd bred bitch
Warren Lady. The Messrs. Rutherfurd bought and did very well with her
as a puppy. She had lots of style and was a gay shower, with a good length
of head and racing outline. Another of the coming style of terrier was Mr.
Belmont’s Safety, a larger bitch than his other named ones. She was quite
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too light for that day, but was a showy customer and did well as a filler for
kennel prizes in combination with the cracks of the kennel.

Exhibitors of recent years perhaps imagine that there never was such
keen and heavy competition as during their days, but that is a great mistake.
Duplicate entries make great padding in estimating competition, but do
not add to the number of dogs at a show. We will take the 1888 New York
show and compare it with that of 1905. Champion fox terriers—equivalent
to our open class—had three in dogs and five in bitches; this year the total
entry in open dogs was seven, of which four would not have been eligible
under the old rules. The open class of 1888, now our limit class, had eigh-
teen entries; this year’s limit class had ten entries, of which only five could
have shown under the old rules. The 1888 novice was for both sexes and
had twenty-four entries, and under similar conditions this year there would
have been twelve entries. The dog puppy classes show little difference,
eleven in 1888 and twelve in 1905, but the bitches in 1888 numbered twenty-
three and in 190§ but thirteen. The comparison in the other bitch classes
shows still greater differences, and that of the totals is startling: in 1888
103 fox terriers were entered in the smooth division of the breed, whereas
in 1905 there were actually but forty-nine dogs, and even the duplicate entries
only increased the total entry to eighty-one. There were also thirty-one
entries for the three stakes of 1888, and it is doubtful if there were ten at
New York this year that were stake competitors.

The cause for this decadence in fox terriers is not hard to find. The
breed has for many years now been under the control of some one or two
leading exhibitors, but that of itself has not killed off competition, for other
breeds have been similarly situated and grown; but these kennels have
toured the country from one end to the other and left nothing to the local
men but the ribbons of the local classes or the equally unsatisfying cards
of commendation. That some of the wiser heads in the American Kennel
Club are aware of what is being done to the injury of dog showing is evident
by the recent restriction of the novice classes to American-bred dogs. That,
however, is plugging a large, round hole with a small, square peg. The
foreigner can only win one or, at most, two novice classes, whereas the travel-
ling kennels keep on winning in the good classes, and it is these kennels and
not the imported dogs in the novice classes that have numbed the ambition
of fox-terrier men throughout the country. Nothing but a rule placing
the American dog owned beyond a certain distance from the place of the
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show—with the exception of a .very limited number of such shows as New
York and San Francisco, which command national support and are the
battle-grounds for the fanciers of the country east and west of the Rocky
Mountains—in the same category as the-imported dog, and extending the
embargo to the limit classes, will fully answer the purpose sought to be
attained by barring imported dogs from our novice classes. We have said
more upon this subject than some perhaps may think warranted, but it had
to be taken into consideration some time or other, and no place can be more
appropriate that where it is shown that in smooth fox terriers there were 103
dogs at New York in 1888, as compared with but 49 in 1905.

The next importations of importance were Dusky Trap, Rachel and
New Forest Ethel to Mr. Belmont’s kennels and Raffle to the Messrs. Ruther-
furd’s Warren Kennels. Rachel was by far the best of the Belmont three,
and Dusky Trap was a dog we never fancied, although he won prizes enough.
He was first in the challenge class at New York in 1890, when we thought
Raby Mixer should have beaten him. Trap was light in bone, lacked
substance, showed slackness of loin, and his feet were very poor. Mixer
on that occasion was at his very best and had improved quite a good deal.’
Raffle was a far better dog, possessing bone and quality, and was a terrier
of class, size being about the only objection to urge against him. The long
looked for improvement in the puppy classes was very pronounced at this
show, and the get of Raflle were quite prominent, as were those of Blemton
Rubicon, a good dog bred by Mr. Belmont, though sired in England, being
by Result and out of imported Rachel, so not American bred. Mr. Fred
Hoey judged at New York in 1891 and put Raby Mixer over Dusky Trap
and Rubicon, the two he had placed first and second the year before. There
had been no importations of consequence for this show, and Raflle was again
first in open class. Though not at New York in 1891, Mr. Belmont showed
his home-bred Blemton Victor II. at various shows, taking three firsts.
This was a dog by Dusky Trap out of Verdict and had a deservedly success-
ful career, for he was the best American bred we had up to his day. At
New York in 1892 he beat Raffle in the challenge class, and took the special
for the best fox terrier in the show, defeating Mr. Thayer’s new purchase,
Starden’s King, a large dog built on terrier lines that had made a name in
England and won the open class special at this show.

For the next few years there was a falling off in importations, but
several good ones were brought over. Mr. Thayer’s challenge-class winner
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of 1893 and 1894 was the Redmond bitch Dona, and he also had Miss
Dollar from Mr. Tinne’s kennel, both very good bitches. To the Warren
Kennels had come Warren Safeguard, a dog that did the Messrs. Ruther-
furd a great deal of good and produced many winners. Another good one
that they also advanced to the challenge class was Warren Captious, but
Blemton Victor II. held all competitors safe. The New York show of 1895
was a red-letter one for the Warren Kennels, as Safeguard was second in his
challenge class; Captious won in hers; Daybreak and Captor were second
and fourth in open dogs; Capture and Sentence first and third in open
bitches; and in puppy and novice classes four firsts, one second and a third
all went to dogs with the prefix of Warren. Mr. Reginald Mayhew judged
on that occasion.

Mr. Thayer shortly after this retired from exhibiting and matters
became rather quiet in the fox-terrier fancy until Mr. George H. Gooder-
ham, of Toronto, got together the beginning of his eventually very strong
Norfolk Kennels. The crack of his kennel was Norfolk Veracity, who,
over-sized as he undoubtedly was, was such a thorough terrier that it was
first or put-him-back-for-size when he came into the ring. As no one put
him back we had as our best fox terrier a dog that we were told weighed
twenty-one pounds, and was tall at that. Of quite a different stamp was
Claudian, brother to Claude Duval who came over later—quite a gentle-
man’s dog in style and manners, yet a terrier in every way. He won in
the novice and open at New York in 1897, and in the limit in 1898, but was
beaten by Veracity in the open class. As a companion to Veracity Mr.
Gooderham had Handicraft, a rare quality bitch, particularly good in head
but somewhat long in loin or in the couplings, but nevertheless the best
bitch of her day till True Blue was bred at the same kennels and started on
her great career.

After a year of the Norfolk Kennels the struggle for first place was
confined to the efforts of that and the Warren Kennels, but there was no
period in the history of the fox terrier in this country when there were more
exhibitors. It was a time when there was a fair prospect of getting “‘some
of the money” with a good dog, and we note that in the dog-puppy class at
New York in 1899 sixteen owners were competing, fifteen in the novice class
and nine in the limit class, which i1s in marked contrast to what has been
seen recently. At this show Claude Duval was exhibited by George Raper.
Exactly the counterpart of Claudian in his white body and black-and-tan
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head, he was a sufficiently better dog to beat his older brother, and they
were placed first and second by Mr. Mayhew at New York, Veracity not
being shown. Handicraft was, however, and won the breed special, Mr.
Mayhew remarking that she was a better bitch than when he saw her in
England. During the next year or two the Norfolk Kennels added many
show dogs to their muster rolls, some by purchase and others bred at the
kennels, till they had a very formidable team on the road, and few shows,
from Boston to San Francisco, were missed by the Norfolk dogs in charge
of Charley Lyndon. It was from this period that the decadence of the
smooth fox terrier is to be noted, and in the brief space of two years the
exhibiting owners in the puppy class at New York had dropped from sixteen
to three, the novice from fifteen to seven, with the limit at nine in both
cases. Major Carnochan was judge, hence it was not a question of capa-
bility in the ring, but of hopelessness in attempting to beat the big kennel.

At this 1901 show a single entry was made of a dog called Norfolk
Victorious, owned by a newcomer named F. H. Farwell, of Orange, Texas.
Victorious was a dog that had earned his right to the title of champion,
and was then sold when in his prime. The result was that he failed to do so -
well for his new owner as might have been looked for, and even if he had been
capable his chance was ended when he was smothered on the railroad.
Mr. Farwell had bought his first show experience dearly, and very few
would have had grit enough to begin again, but he had it and to spare and
was back at New York in 1902 with four entries. One was Rowton Besom,
who had had his share of luck in winning the year before, but only got
V. H. C. this time, and the rest of the dogs from Texas did no better.

Mr. Farwell wisely concluded that buying by letter was poor business
and only resulted in spending money on dogs not good enough for his
purpose. He therefore placed the matter of purchase in the hands of Mr.
George Thomas, and all fox-terrier men know the result. It was now a
fight between the Norfolk Kennels and this new Sabine Kennels, the name
of the latter being taken from the Sabine River, near where the kennels
are situated, at Orange, Texas. Mr. Belmont continued to show one or
two dogs at New York; one or two came on from Chicago, where Mr.
Ingwersen was the leader, and Major Cammochan entered a few home-bred
ones; but all the prizes that did not go to Toronto went to Texas when Mr.
Rutherfurd judged at New York in 1903, and the Warren dogs were there-
fore absent. The best dog at that show we considered to be Sabine Result,
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but Norfolk Parader was put over him, a position he never again occupied,
for he was never so good as he was then in his puppyhood, and Result
we must say was very much over-coated and ruffy about the neck, making
him look short there and wrong in shoulders. Norfolk True Blue was still
in her prime, and both champion prizes thus went to Toronto, with the
reserves to Sabine, whose best bitch was the extremely taking Sabine Laven-
der.

Last year another important kennel made its first entry at New York
under Mr. E. Powell, Jr., one of the best-known English exhibitors. The
new kennel was that of Mr. C. K. Harley, of San Francisco, who got some
of Mr. Raper’s best smooth and wire-haired terriers and entered ten. With
the exception of one class not confined to American-bred dogs, Sabine and
Wandee terriers won every first prize, the exception being a win by Norfolk
All Blue. The high honours went to Sabine, with two firsts in the winners
classes with Sabine Result and Sabine Victory, a new bitch. This year was
- but a repetition, the exceptions to the successes ‘of the two Western kennels
being the two puppy wins of Warren Radical and Warren Receipt. It is
a show which will, however, be remembered as the last appearance of Mr.
Gooderham’s dogs, that gentleman having announced his retirement from
competition and the dispersal of his kennels. Mr. Lyndon, who did so
much for the success of the Norfolks, is now in San Francisco in charge of
the Wandee Kennels, and the duel between California and Texas promises
to be as interesting as ever, not only in the way of importations but in home-
bred terriers, for Mr. Farwell is paying great attention to breeding at his
home kennels, and Mr. Lyndon was the man really responsible for what
was done at the Norfolk Kennels, Mr. Gooderham giving him full sway.

The standard adopted by the American Fox Terrier Club is that of
the English club, and is as follows:

DEscripTIVE PARTICULARS

Head.—The skull should be flat and moderately narrow, and gradually
decreasing in width to the eyes. Not much “stop” should be apparent,
but there should be more dip in the profile between the forehead and top
jaw than is seen in the case of a greyhound. The cheeks must not be full.
The ears should be V-shaped and small, of moderate thickness and drooping
forward close to the cheek, not hanging by the side of the head like a fox-
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hound. The jaw, upper and lower, should be strong and muscular; should
be of fair punishing strength, but not so in any way to resemble the grey-
hound or modern English terrier. There should not be much falling away
below the eyes. This part of the head should, however, be moderately
chiselled out, so as not to go down in a straight slope like a wedge. The
nose, toward which the muzzle must gradually taper, should be black The
eyes and the rims should be dark in colour, small and rather deep set, full
of fire, life and intelligence; as nearly as possible circular shape. The teeth
should be as nearly as possible together, i. e., the upper teeth on the outside
of the lower teeth.

Neck.—Should be clean and muscular, without throatiness, of fair
length, and gradually widening to the shoulders.

Shoulders.—Should be long and sloping, well laid back, fine at the
points and clearly cut at the withers.

Chest.—Deep and not broad.

Back.—Should be short, straight and strong, with no appearance of
slackness.

Loin.—Should be very powerful and very slightly arched. The fore
ribs should be moderately arched, the back ribs deep and the dog should be
well ribbed up.

Hind Quarters.—Should be strong and muscular, quite free from droop
or crouch; the thighs long and powerful; hocks near the ground the dog
standing well up on them like a foxhound, and not straight in the stifle.

Stern.—Should be set on rather high, and carried gayly, but not over
the back or curled. It should be of good strength, anything approaching
a “pipe-stopper” tail being especially objectionable.

Legs—Viewed in any direction must be straight, showing little or no
appearance of ankle, in front. They should be strong in bone throughout,
short and straight in pastern. Both fore and hind legs should be carried
straight in travelling, the stifles not turned outward. The elbows should
hang perpendicularly to the body, working free of the sides.

Feet.—Should be round, compact and not large; the soles hard and
tough; the toes moderately arched and turned neither in nor out.

Coat.—Should be smooth, flat, but hard, dense and abundant. The
belly and under side of the thighs should not be bare.

Colour—White should predominate; brindle, red or liver markings
are objectionable. Otherwise this point is of little or no importance.
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Symmetry, Size and Character—The dog must present a generally gay,
lively and active appearance; bone and strength in a small compass are
essentials; but this must not be taken to mean that a fox terrier should be
cloggy or in any way coarse—speed and endurance must be looked to as
well as power, and the symmetry of the foxhound taken as a model. The
terrier, like the hound, must on no account be leggy, nor must he be too
short in the leg. He should stand like a cleverly made hunter, covering a
lot of ground, yet with a short back, as before stated. He will then attain
the highest degree of propelling power, together with the greatest length
of stride that is compatible with the length of his body. Weight is not a
certain criterion of a terrier’s fitness for his work—general shape, size and
contour are the main points; and if a dog can gallop and stay and follow
his fox up a drain, it matters little what his weight is to a pound or so, though,
roughly speaking, it may be said that he should not score over twenty pounds
in show condition.

ScaLeE oF Points

Head and ears. .......... 15  Legs and foec............ 20
B = . e s Ta Aok RS 10
Shoulders and chest. ... ... 15 Symmetry and character.... 15§
Back and lom: ........... IO —_
Hind quarters............ 5 SRR e 5% oo s e es 100
R e S A 5

DisQuaLiryiNG PoINTs

Nose.—White, cherry or spotted to a considerable extent with either
of these colours.

Ears—Prick, tulip or rose.

Mouth.—Much undershot or much overshot.






CHAPTER XXVIII
Tue Wire-Hairep Fox TERRIER

JHOSE who have based their knowledge of the wire-haired
variety of fox terrier upon what other writers have had to
say as to its origin had better dismiss from their thoughts
all they have read regarding its being a variety of the smooth
and of much more recent date as to its origin. It is quite
the other way about; the wire-haired terrier being the original terrier,
whether called terrier or fox terrier, and the smooth dog the later variety.
Fashion, however, made the smooth the poptilar dog when they began to
find favour as companions, and they are likely always to be so with the go
per cent. of dog owners who like what they decide is a pretty dog and know
nothing of what a good dog is or what terrier character means. This was
the state of affairs at the early dog shows in England, and was so here up
to within a very few years.

We will acknowledge that the smooth dogs were the first to become
universally known as the fox terrier, and that more attention was paid for
many years to their being bred for show points than was the case with the
wire-haired dog, and it is for this reason that when the latter were taken up
in a definite manner they were looked upon as a variety of an older recog-
nised breed; but they were the original dog, otherwise we would not have
had all the terrier delineations of a century since showing dogs of a rough
coat, whether black-and-tan or white-pied. To those who hold to the
contrary, we say show us another picture of a smooth terrier with fox-
terrier characteristics painted, or drawn, or etched prior to even as late as
1825, other than the one of Sprite, painted in 1790, and which latter has
never been reproduced in England by any writer on the breed that we have
any knowledge of. It does not do to write dog history and say that such
and such things were the case, simply because one thinks so or wishes it
to be so, or because somebody else said it. Still another thing is that to
know the past history of any one breed a very large outside field has to be
covered, and with a perfectly unbiased mind, sifting all evidence having
435
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any bearing upon the subject and basing one’s opinion upon the facts
adduced. We have already completed more than half of the present book
and will frankly acknowledge that we have had to change our ideas upon
something like half the breeds treated upon, for the reason that in quite
unexpected quarters some reliable facts has cropped out when reading
up an entirely different subject, and these would not have been found if the
investigation had been confined to a few breeds.

When the wire-haired terrier was first provided with classes he was not
recognised as a fox terrier. 'We have an old Birmingham catalogue of 1879
before us, and find that fox terriers followed hounds and preceded setters
in the sporting dogs’ division; and away back in the catalogue, just preceding
Yorkshires, there are two classes for wire-haired terriers. At small shows
they were permitted to be entered in the classes then in vogue for broken-
haired terriers, which by some peculiar stretch of the imagination included
Yorkshire terriers. By this name of wire-haired terriers they were regis-
tered until 1882, when the English Kennel Club stud book for that year
changed the classification title to “Wire-Haired Fox Terriers.” So that
as a matter of fact fox terrier up to that time was a name applicable only
to the smooth dog, the wire-haired dog still retaining its old title of terrier,
with the division title specifying coat.

In America the wire-haired dog was first recognised at the New York
show of 1883, when three were shown in the one class for dogs and bitches.
Mr. Jack Grainger’s Tyke, from the Carrick Kennels, was the winner, and
was first in this class for four years. Two years later the breed was given
one champion class and a dog and a bitch class, the first and last being
added classes, the original schedule providing but one class for the breed.
This was again changed the following year and only the dog and bitch classes
were provided, all novices being entered in the same classes as the smooths.
At this time Mr. Mortimer was the principal exhibitor, and, as he was also
the superintendent, the absence of any champion class may be attributed
to his not desiring to be seemingly pushing the breed for his own advantage.
Certainly the entries by this time fully warranted enlargement, there being
ten dogs and five bitches entered in the two open classes at the New York
show of 1892. Finally, in 1894, the breed was promoted to a first-class
classification of challenge, open and novice for each sex, and a puppy class.
This was none too much, for Messrs. H. H. Hunnewell, G. W. Ritchie,
R. H. Mayhew, the Hempstead Farm and H. W. Smith were now in the






CHAMPION GO BANG CHAMPION THORNFIELD KNOCKOUT
Two good terriers formerly owned by Major G. M. Carnochan

FYhoto by Watson

THE GREAT MEERSBROOK BRISTLES
The most famous of all terrler sires. Imported and exhibited in America by Mr. C. W. Keyes, East Pepperell, Mass.




The Wire-Haired Fox Terrier oyt

breed and the classes had much improved. Mr. Hunnewell had Oakleigh
Bruiser; Mr. Smith had Cribbage, Janet and Pattern; Mr. Mayhew had
Brittle; and Mr. Ritchie and the Hempstead Farm had some very good
American-bred dogs, mainly the get of Brittle and Suffold Trimmer, the
Hempstead Farm dogs being the ones Mr. Mortimer had bought and bred.

The great improvement in the breed came with the advent of the get
of that wonderful dog, Meersbrook Bristles, the first of whose progeny
to reach this country were Endcliffe Banker and Endcliffe Brisk. The
former won in the open dog class at New York in 1895 and Brisk won in the
dog puppy class. Banker was a very good dog, and, passing into the kennel
of Mr. Lynn, then of Port Huron, Mich., he quite made that kennel by the
excellence of his puppies. He then went to Toronto and sired, among
others, Bank Note, a great winner in his year. Considering the limited
opportunities Banker had he did great work as a sire, and it is no credit to
wire-haired breeders that 4 dog which showed himself such an excellent sire
was so completely ignored by all but his owners.

Not only did Meersbrook Bristles change the type of the wire-haired
terrier, but he had quite an influence upon such breeds as the Irish and
even the Welsh terriers. Since the days of the Irish setter Elcho we have
known no dog to so thoroughly stamp type and quality on a breed as did
Meersbrook Bristles. They came with more length and better carried-out
muzzles and showed more than the ordinary cleanness in cheeks, giving
as a whole a long, moderately wide head, the skull showing only a slight
widening at the ears. Added to this was a keen, typical expression, and,
as there was a strong family resemblance, type was more thoroughly estab-
lished than at any time in either section of the fox terriers.

How this dog’s influence came to extend to other terriers was owing
to a very large amount of the all-round judging being done in England by
some three or four judges, all terrier men in the main. This Meersbrook
Bristles type of head was undoubtedly most taking, and it became the type
more or less for all terriers judged by these all-round judges. Some of
the Welsh terriers sent over a few years ago were an approach to the wire-
haired terrier, and the Irish terrier was in danger of being ruined by the
craze for a long, narrow head. Fortunately the customary ebb in dog fads
set in again and we are getting back to correct variety type.

Thormfield Knockout was one of the eatly good ones of this line, and
was one of the first importations to Major Carnochan’s very successful
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kennel of this breed. He was a nice size and a thorough terrier, and so far as
we know was sound in coat, while he did good service as a sire. Another that
came later was Go-Bang, which, after a2 most brilliant career in England, was
bought at a record figure for the very strong Cairnsmuir Kennels. Go-Bang
was a show dog, and, while he got some good terriers, among them Hands Up,
yet, considering his demand as a sire, he was a failure when compared with
such a dog as Barkby Ben, who was a later purchase for the Cairnsmuir Ken-
nels. It falls to the lot of very few dogs to be a successful, even a passably
successful, sire, and it is the exceptional phenomenon who is really successful.

Mr. Charles W. Keyes had in 1899 imported Meersbrook Bristles,
and the puppy classes at New York the following year had some good ones
by him at the head of the lists. Mr. Hunnewell had entries from two litters
by him, Mr. Keyes had a brace, and that sterling good Canadian fancier,
Mr. A. A. Macdonald, of Toronto, made his annual southern trip with
the best of the previous year’s breeding, which included the Bristles puppy
Aldon Bristles, second to the Go-Bang puppy Cairnsmuir Growler. It was
at this show that Hands Up came out and made such a sensational series
of wins. It was currently reported that Mr. Astley, the English judge who
put him so high, offered $1,500 for the dog, then seventeen months old.
The dog was both lauded and decried, and was then sent to England, where
he was moderately successful. Our opinion of the dog is that he was
put about right at the English shows, for we always considered him light
in bone, and most certainly when placed so high by Mr. Astley he was leggy
and light, but that was the type at that time. Another thing he has been
very fortunate in doing is the taking of so many prizes as an American-bred
dog, whereas he has no claim to that distinction, being only born in this
country and his dam not being here before she was bred, which is the one
exception in the case of the sire being a foreign dog.

Mr. Knowles, of Magnolia, Mass., took up the breed three years ago
and got together a winning kennel, but he was compelled to give up his
interests in dogs after going to great expense for them and also for his kennels.
His place has been well taken by the Wandee dogs of Mr. Harley, which
Sydney Loomis showed so successfully up to this spring, but which, with
the smooths of the same kennel, are now in charge of Charley Lyndon,
while Mr. Loomis has now got the Caimsmuir dogs to look after, and it is
sincerely to be hoped that good luck will put the only New York kennel of
this breed in its place of a few years ago. .
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No standard is issued for this variety, though there certainly should
be one, for it no longer bears that close resemblance to the smooth terrier
in head that was the case when the standard was adopted in England and
the following was decided upon regarding the wire-haired dog:

“This variety of the breed should resemble the smooth sort in every
respect except the coat, which should be broken. The harder and more
wiry the texture of the coat is the better. On no account should the dog
look or feel woolly, and there should be no silky hair about the poll or else-
where. The coat should not be too long, so as to give the dog a shaggy
appearance, but at the same time it should show a marked aand distinct
difference all over from the smooth species.”
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THE FIRST AIREDALE ILLUSTRATION (1879:

This appeared in The Book of the Dog (Shaw) in connection with the first information regarding
the breed given in any book

BROADLANDS BRUSHWOOD

One of the first winners in America

CH. CLONMEL MONARCH
A grand dog individually and a good producer

CHAMPION THE NEW KING
Property of Mr. Edward Merritt, Mattapan, Mass.



CHAPTER XXIX

THE AIREDALE TERRIER

glT WILL probably be amusing to the Airedale fancy, here as
well as in England, to leam that our opinion is that the
Airedale and the Yorkshire terriers are from the same
parent stock, and that was a medium-sized grizzle-and-tan
terrier common in Yorkshire within the memory of “the
oldest inhabitant,” and perhaps of some considerably younger. It does
seem a ridiculous statement to make when we look at the dogs known by
those names at the present time, but look at the picture of Bounce in the
Stonehenge illustration, given in the introductory chapter to terriers. This
appeared in the first edition of “Dogs of the British Islands” in illustration
of dogs “not being Skyes, Dandies, fox or toys.” It also appeared as the
frontispiece in the second edition of 1872. Bounce was the Halifax terrier,
the blue-tan terrier that the late Peter Eden of Manchester also had at
that time, and within less than ten years we had from this strain dogs with
petfect blue-tan coats nearly to the ground—much better in colour as a
rule than those we see now when colour is sacrificed for length.

- If Bounce was an improved terrier from the common run, what could
his progenitors have been like, say in 18407 Does it seem such “absurd non-
sense” now as when the above statement was first read? Here we have
Bounce—a dog as large as the white terrier, which became the wire-haired
terrier and then the wire-haired fox terrier, and as large as the Manchester
black-and-tan; in fact rather larger than either, if anything, and a dog of
fifteen pounds at least. Now take the Airedale. To-day he is a dog run-
ning up to nearly sixty pounds, as seen in some recent winners. In 1880
the standard was published describing the breed, and it provided for dogs
of forty to fifty-five pounds and for bitches from thirty-five to fifty pounds.
It was got up by Mr. Reginald Knight, who was booming the breed and had
dogs which ran over the generally accepted size. Mr. C. H. Mason was at
that time the most prominent Yorkshire man in the show world, and he

declined to sign Mr. Knight’s description because in his opinion no Airedale
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should be over forty-five pounds. Mr. Mason lived near Bradford, knew
Airedales well and exhibited them, and the bulk of the fancy were of his
opinion as to weight. We very well remember the occasion when we first
heard of this breed. We were sitting at Verrey’s, in Regent Street, in com-
pany with Mr. Krehl, Mr. Alfred Benjamin and one or two others, when
Vero Shaw dropped in fresh from a trip to some Yorkshire show, and told
us as the latest news in dogdom—that they had a terrier in the north that
weighed forty pounds. Every person present expressed the opinion that no
dog of anything like that weight should be considered or called a terrier.
That was some time in 1879 or the early months of 1880. In Vero Shaw’s
“Book of the Dog” the illustration shows a dog with long hair on the skull,
and he was a leading prize winner.

Finally, as showing consanguinity, we have the Airedale and Yorkshire
puppies born black and tan, and not coming to their colour till they change
their coats so that it is not anything so much out of the way to say that these
two extremes of the terrier family came from the small grizzle-and-tan
rough terrier of the Bradford district of Yorkshire. '

How the Airedale was made is well known to old-timers. Starting
with this game little fellow, kept as a vermin and fighting dog by the quarry-
men and mill hands, a cross was made with the bull terrier, great accounts
having reached Yorkshire as to the smooth-coated dog’s fighting ability.
This gave more size to the home dogs, and some of them were then crossed
with the otter hounds kept in the adjoining Wharfedale, which was not a
manufacturing district, so that otters were found in the Wharfe but not in
the factory-lined Aire. From this mixture of blood came a game dog fit
for fighting or poaching, two of the recreations of the tough element of that
section of Yorkshire.

The bull terrier, being at that time little more than half bull and half
game terrier of indefinite breeding, did not seem to affect the stronger bred
blue grizzle-and-tan in the way of colour, and as the otter hounds were
little more than a cross between the same kind of terrier and a foxhound
or harrier, this infusion assisted in opposing any white influence from the
bull terrier. From the otter hound, however, came heavier ears, and these
were conspicuous faults in the Airedales of twenty and even ten years ago.
In Yorkshire-bred Irish terriers there is far more inclination to heavy ears
than in those of pure Irish strains, and this we have attributed to some illicit
mixing of the varieties, as it is an Airedale attribute and never was Irish.
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Having been kept and fostered as fighting dogs, it can be readily under-
stood that when first introduced to the dog-showing public Airedales did
not have the best of credentials as to temper. They would fight at the drop
of the hat—before it if they got the chance—so it was with the utmost
surprise that we saw on one of our visits to England—1897, if we mistake
not—that the Airedale was quite the fashion as a ladies’ companion about
London. On our return we mentioned this to Mr. Mason, who was equally
surprised, and said that they could not have done that with the sort they
had whén he kept them. It was Mr. Mason who brought over the first
Airedale shown in this country, a dog named Bruce, with which he won
first in the rough-haired terrier class at New York in 1881. The last time
we saw Bruce was at a dog auction at the American Horse Exchange. Mr.
Easton was stuck at a bid of $5, so to help him out we chimed in, and by the
time the price was up to $15 there were two rival bidders; between them
the price rose to $21. We told his former owner of this the next time we
met, and he said we might be thankful we did not get him, for he was the
worst-tempered dog of all he brought over. Mr. Lacy also brought two
Airedales over, which were on exhibition at New York in 1881, and these
he entered as blue-and-fawn, which we may take it was a customary descrip-
tion of that time. ‘

Airedales were dormant for a very long time after Bruce’s single appear-
ance in 13881, and it was not until 1898 that classes were opened for them
at New York. Messrs J. Lorillard Arden, A. De Witt Cochrane, P. Mal-
lorie, J. Hopkinson and J. Carver were the early supporters of the breed;
the latter showing in the miscellaneous class at Brooklyn in 1897 and Mr.
Hopkinson joining in the following spring, as did Mr. Mallorie. Mr.
Hopkinson won in the dog class with Broadlands Brushwood, while Mr.
Mallorie won in the bitch class with Rustic Jill. After that there was no
stopping the advance of the Airedales, and all named above were exhibiting
before the year was out. Once'in the fancy, Mr. Arden meant to be leader,
so when he found that a prominent English exhibitor was sending dogs to
the New York show he entered into communication with him by cable,
with the result that Clonmel Marvel, Clonmel Sensation and Clonmel
Veracity were shown in his name, and with the first two named he won all
he competed for throughout the year. They were a long way ahead of
anything we had previously had here, and were prominent winners before
being sent from England. Another very nice dog at that show was Rock-
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ferry Pounder, brought over by Mr. Raper for Mr. Kershaw, his owner,
and this dog also joined the Arden Kennel. Mr. Cochrane added some
new ones to his kennel, including Barkerend Lillian, a good one; but there
was nothing the equal of Clonmel Marvel till Mr. Clement Newbold, of
Philadelphia, imported Clonmel Monarch. Not only was this the best dog
of his day, but as a sire we owe much to him, for his descendants have been
important factors in the wonderful progress we have made in breeding Aire-
dales during the last year or two.

Philadelphia then took up the breed and set the pace; Mr. Buckley,
Mr. Russell H. Johnson, Jr., Mr. Whittem and Mr. Barclay all entering
with spirit into the friendly rivalry. New York had then to depend upon
Mr. Foxhall Keene, but he was soon joined by Mr. Theodore Offerman,
who, showing as the York Kennels, has been the leader since the withdrawal
of Clonmel Marvel. Mr. E. A. Woodward was also very prominent for a
year or two, while Mr. Matthew Morgan is always to be depended upon
for an entry or two at New York since he bought Accrington Crack from
Mr. Perry Tiffany. Crack was a dog that should not have been so neglected
by breeders as was the case. \

Down East has to depend upon Mr. Arthur Merritt to uphold the
Airedales, and he is a whole company in himself, for not only does he know
them from intimate knowledge of the breed since boyhood, but he is a true
fancier, and while the ephemerals flash into the limelight and then drop out
of the scene as suddenly, such an exhibitor as Mr. Merritt keeps on the even
tenor of his way and is always somewhere near the front at the biggest of
the shows. Among the good dogs he has shown the best is The New King,
a sterling good Airedale that takes the very highest type to beat him. Her
Majesty is another who has not only been a good winner but stands near
the head of the list as a brood bitch, while as American-breds from this
kennel we have Prince Hal, Manxman, Mona’s Queen and many others.

At Montreal Mr. Joseph Laurin has for some years supported the
breed liberally, and there are probably more Airedales in the country with
the prefix of Colne than that of any other breeder. His best dog up to date
has been Lucky Baldwin, to which the prefix of Colne was added. Still
New York is not to be denied as the leader, with Mr. Offerman’s dogs in
evidence, even now that Mr. Woodward’s strong Sandown collection has
been retired from competition. We cannot help thinking that Tone Master-
piece was injudiciously changed in name to York Masterpiece, but it is a mis-






CLONMEL ROYAL RULER COLNE LUCKY MISS
Owned by the Burnley Kennels, Netherwood, Plainfield, N. J.
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take many of our breeders make. We consider that a dog which has made a
great reputation should never have his name changed. What is to connect
York Masterpiece with York Sceptre, formerly the far better known Dum-
barton Sceptre ? Tone Masterpiece was her sire, and is so given by Mr.
Offerman, although the dog is York Masterpiece now. Sceptre and Master-
piece have proved strong individually, and as a team have been very hard
to beat in the new variety classes when it comes to a brace prize.

How wonderfully the breed has progressed is shown by the very large
entries which have been made this year. At New York there were 17 dog
puppies, 13 novices, g limit and 7 open dogs, besides g in an American-bred
class and 8 in a class for dogs bred by the exhibitor. In the bitch division
the totals were 12 puppies, 10 novices, 11 limit and 8 open, beside 8 in the
extra classes. That this was not a one-show effort is demonstrated by what
was done at Wissahickon in June last. A total entry of 73 dogs and bitches
was made, and with duplicate entries this was increased to 144 for the sixteen
classes. Very few breeds increase as Airedale terriers have done in the
seven years of their recognition in this country. The fancy is strong and
healthy, and is still growing and spreading throughout the country, for the
reputation of the dog as willing, obedient and a deadly foe to vermin, with
the ability to “lick anything its weight,” has gone abroad, and there are
plenty of people who want just that kind of dog.

Another surprise in this breed is the marked progress made in breeding
good ones here. We can only account for this exception to the general
rule which calls for years of building up of the breeding stock by the suppo-
sition that a much better class of dogs and bitches was imported than was
the case in many other breeds. We started with high class from the Clon-
mell Marvel importation, and have kept it up. In addition to that, we
were undoubtedly fortunate in getting dogs of influence as sires, and, what
was of still more importance, breeders bred to the best dogs and took the
best chance to breed up. To sum it up, we started level with the English-
men, barring numbers, in 1900, and we have bred upon their principle of
breeding to the best dogs. ‘

The Airedale differs from other terriers in head and expression more
than in anything else. The skull shows only moderate diminution of width
from ear to eye, and, while the standard says it should be flat, it is neverthe-
less a little rounder at the sides than in the fox terrier. In front of the eye
the greatest differencc is apparent, owing to the decided strength of the
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muzzle and jaws. The depth of the muzzle as well as its width is well car-
ried out to the nose. The eye has a more sedate expression than in any
of the other terriers. Then the ears must not look small, while of course
they should not be heavy—a good-sized ear and carried more to the side
of the head, showing the full width of the skull. The ears should also be
somewhat wide across the top and devoid of anything suggestive of the
hanging hound ear. A good reach to the neck adds materially to the
appearance of the dog, and of course he should have good shoulders and a
good “front,” as well as firm, thick-padded feet. 'We do not consider that
the work of the Airedale terrier calls for small feet, for a “waterside terrier,”
as this was and is yet, is in need of pretty good sized feet, and so long as
they are firm and sound in pad they will do. The length of the legs should
be enough to prevent any suggestion of shortness, yet a leggy dog is an
abomination in any terrier when it is carried too far. A leggy terrier is
either prone to be light in middle piece or long in the back, and thus loses
character. With well-placed shoulders, the Airedale’s back should not look
long and should be carried out to the tail without any droop in quarters.
The quarters must be muscular, with good length to the hocks. In move- -
ment the action should show strength and freedom. The latest standards
say that the colour may be black or dark grizzle, with tan head and ears,
and legs up to the elbows and thighs. The grizzle is by far the preferable
colour, and we think that as a rule the harsh and wiry feel of the coat is
better in those of that shade than in others that show a denser black and a
redder tan. What is perhaps of more importance is that the coat should
show no softness or be thin and devoid of filling. It should be weather
resisting. The Airedale should be provided with a sound mouth, teeth
strong and large and meeting evenly in front.

The following is the descriptive points and standard which meet with
our views better than some which have been published, though this is far
from perfect, even if it is that of the Airedale Club of England:

DEsScrIPTIVE PARTICULARS

Head —Long, with flat skull, not too broad between the ears and nar-
rowing slightly to the eyes, free from wrinkle. Stop hardly visible and
cheeks free from fulness. Jaw deep and powerful, well filled up before the
eyes, lips tight. Ears V-shaped with a side carriage, small but not out of
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proportion to the size of the dog. The nose black, the eyes small and dark
in colour, not prominent but full of terrier expression. The teeth strong
and level.

Neck—Should be of moderate length and thickness, gradually widening
toward the shoulders, and free from throatiness.

Shoulders and Chest.—Shoulders long and sloping well into the back,
shoulder blade flat. Chest deep but not broad.

Body.—Back short, strong and straight. Ribs well sprung.

Hind Quarters.—Strong and muscular, with no droop. Hocks well let
down. The tail set on high and carried gayly, but not curled over the back.

Legs and Feet—Legs perfectly straight, with plenty of bone. Feet
small and round, with a good depth of pad.

Coat.—Hard and wiry, and not so long as to appear ragged; it should
also be straight and close, covering the dog well all over the body and legs.

Colour—The head and ears, with the exception of dark markings on
each side of the skull, should be tan, the ears being of a darker shade than
‘the rest; the legs up to the thighs and elbows being also tan, the body black
or dark grizzle.

Size.—Dogs, 40 to 45 pounds weight. Bitches slightly less. _

It is the unanimous opinion of the club that the size of the Airedale
terrier as given in the above standard is one of, if not the most important,
characteristics of the breed; all judges who shall henceforth adjudicate on
the merits of the Airedale terrier shall consider under-sized specimens of the
breed severely handicapped when competing with dogs of the standard
weight. [The difficulty is with regard to oversized specimens, not the
undersized.—ED.]
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CHAPTER XXX
TaeE BurLL TERRIER

SIT THE beginning of the nineteenth century we have the
first information regarding the cross of the bulldog on the
terrier, though there is no reference to the outcome as being
anything but simply terriers until about 1820. In the first
volume of “Annals of Sporting,” published in 1822, there
1s an article accompanying a picture of a black-and-tan smooth terrier bitch
and a patched bull terrier. Pierce Egan, a celebrity as a sporting writer,
and whose command of new sporting words and phrases would make our
entire army of baseball reporters turn green with envy, was the first to draw
attention to the breed. It is too long an article to quote in its entirety, so
we condense as follows:

“The Tike most prominent in our view is of that variety, now an
established one, which a few years since passed under the denomination
of the Bull-Terrier; the bitch [the smooth black and tan] is intended for a
full-bred terrier. . . . We are not aware of any new dub for the half-
bred bulldog, our present theme, or any substitute as yet, for the term
Bull-Terrier. This deficiency, if such it be, is preferable to a congress of
the Fancy, or, perchance, to chance medley, another notable instance of ton.
The new breed i1s, beyond question, admirably well adapted to the purpose of
a companion and follower to the Swell of either description, whether a walking
jockey, or one mounted. . . . To return to “elenchi” or rather, the
Bull-Terrier, back again, he is a more sprightly and showy animal than
either of the individuals from which he was bred, and equally apt for, and
much more active in any kind of mischief, as it has been well expressed.

The true bred bulldog is but a dull companion and the terrier
does not flash much size, nor is sufficiently smart or cocking, the modem
mixed dog includes all of these qualities, and is of a pleasant airy temper,
without losing any of the fierceness, when needed, of his prototypes; his
colours, too, are gay and sightly. . . . Much depends, with respect to

the flash appearance of the dog under notice, on the management of his
449
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head and stern during his early puppyhood. By this we shall readily be
understood to refer to his ears, which must, at all events, in order to his
coming to a good place, have the true, upright, pricked, k:ddy crop, and in
the next place he must be nicked in that workmanlike style, which shall
produce an alternative elevation and depression of his stern, in exact agree-
ment with the model we have exhibited.

“We have been, however, performing a work of supererogation, not at
all necessary to our sporting salvation or flash repute, in varnishing the new
breed, which has become so truly the go, that no rum or queer kiddy, or man
of cash, from Tothill Street in the West to North-Eastern Hollowail, far
less any swell rising sixteen, with a black, purple or green Indiaman, round
his squeeze, the corner of his variegated dab hanging from his pocket, and
his pantaloons well creased and puckered, but must have a tike of the new
cut at the heels of himself or prad.”

The first book pertaining to dogs to refer to the bull terrier by a name
and give it a chapter is Captain Brown’s “Anecdotes of Dogs,” published
in 1829. His description is of the early crosses.

“He has rather a large, square head, short neck, deep chest and very
strong legs. He possesses great strength of jaw and draws a badger with
much ease. He is of all colours, and often white, with large black or brown
patches on different parts of his body. His hair is short and stiff.” It is
very evident that Captain Brown got most of the rest of his chapter from
Egan’s sketch, but in Brown’s chapter on the Scotch terriers he says that
the cross between the leggy fifteen-inch Scotch terrier and the bulldog made
the best bull terrier. Stonehenge also mentions this cross in his first edition,
but said they were not so game as the smooths. ‘

To Captain Brown we are also indebted for the following original
anecdote which Sir Walter Scott sent to him: “The wisest dog I ever had
was what is called the Bull-dog Terrier. I taught him to understand a
great many words, insomuch that I am positive that the communication
betwixt the canine species and ourselves might be greatly enlarged. Camp
once bit the baker, who was bringing bread to the family. 1 beat him and
explained the enormity of his offence, after which to the last moment of his
life, he never heard the least allusion to the story, in whatever voice or tone
it was mentioned, without getting up and retiring into the darkest corner of
the room with great appearance of distress. Then if you said ‘The baker
was well paid,” or ‘The baker was not hurt at all,” Camp came forth from
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his hiding place, capered and barked and rejoiced. When he was unable,
towards the end of his life, to attend me when on horseback, he used to watch
for my return, and the servant used to tell him his master was coming down
the hill or through the moor, and although he did not use any gesture or
explain his meaning, Camp was never known to mistake him, but either
went out at the front to go up the hill, or at the back to get down to the moor
side. He certainly had a singular knowledge of spoken language.”

What the bull terrier of that period resembled we show by reproduc-
tions of some prints, published from 1820 to 1830. The badger drawing by
Alken is a fancy sketch, but he was a first-class reproducer of sporting
scenes of this character, and in all probability the participants are portraits
of well-known sporting men of the day, so we may accept the dogs as being
typical. The black markings near the tails on both dogs suggest fox ter-
riers as much as bull terriers, but they are of the same type as the illustration
Pierce Egan wrote the description for, that drawing being also by Alken.
For that reason we place this with the bull terriers. Of the other two
engravings there is no doubt whatever, and that of Venom is surprisingly
good. Her short tail indicates the bulldog cross, which is much more
apparent in the portrait of Brutus, from a painting by Edwin Cooper.

Birmingham was the city where the show bull terrier was brought to
perfection. The most of the good imported dogs have been from that
district, and the largest exporter to this country is Fred Hinks of that city,
whose father was also a bull-terrier breeder for many years. Bull tetriers
in England got a hard set-back when the anti-cropping rule of the English
Kennel Club went into effect a few years ago, and to the eye of any person
accustomed to the cropped dog those with natural ears look soft, cheeky
and anything but the smart bull terrier of the old days. Old fanciers gave
the breed up, and although there are some signs of revival, it is uphill work,
with ears of all sorts as to shape, size and carriage. Bloomsbury Burge is
claimed to be about the best dog in England now, and our readers can see
what a good uncropped bull terrier looks like from his photograph. Even
if the Englishmen still had their dogs cropped they could not show classes
at any show the equal of our annual New York display. We do not claim
that our best dog will always be a better one than the best English dog, but
we can show more good American-bred bull terriers at New York than are
shown throughout the whole of England in the entire year. It is the old
story of breeding more, and therefore having more to select from.
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The first bull terriers of class shown in America were the pair Sir
William Verner sent over in 1880 for exhibition at New York. These were
Tarquin and his son Superbus. Tarquin was the best dog in England at -
that time, or one of the best, and had won more prizes than any dog then
being shown. He was a large-sized all-white dog, and it was a long time
before we saw his equal in this country. Mr. Mortimer had two or three
that he was showing at that time, and he was the most successful of our
exhibitors till Mr. Frank Dole took up the breed, for whom we bought his
first bull terrier when in England in the winter of 1884. This dog he called
The Earl, and he won in New York the next year and was sold to Mr. C. A.
Stevens. Mr. Dole then went in for quite a series of purchases, his first
good dog being Count, with which he won a number of prizes; then came
Jubilee and White Violet, followed by the prominent English winning bitch
Maggie May, the dam of that wonderful bitch Starlight, who was able to
win even when she had hardly a front tooth left, taking first in winners at
New York, in 1899, when nearly twelve years old.

A good many of the imported dogs of this period were by a dog called
Dutch, usually spoken of as Old Dutch. He was never shown, as he was -
all wrong in front, but he was a remarkable good-headed dog, as is shown
in the photograph we reproduce. One of his best sons was Grand Duke,
imported by the Livingston Brothers, and this dog was the sire of Starlight.
There was no lack of competition at the time these dogs were being shown,
for Mr. W. F. Hobbie and the Retnor Kennels had some good ones, the
former showing Spotless Prince and Enterprise with success, the latter
having Diamond King and Dusty Miller. Diamond King was the first
of the get of the great sire Gully the Great to come to this country, and later
on Gully himself was imported by Mr. Dole. Mr. John Moorhead, Jr.,
of Pittsburg, was the next new exhibitor to make a stir, as he won in the
open class and also took the breed special with Streatham Monarch in 1892,
but he failed to do anything with the puppies of his own breeding.

Gully the Great made his first appearance at the New York show of
1893, and was placed second to the American-bred Young Marquis, which
was a Dole-bred dog, being by Bendigo out of Edgewood Fancy, who was
out of Starlight. Edgewood Fancy is the first with the prefix which Mr.
Dole has rendered very much akin to a hallmark, and the Edgewoods have
had a long and honourable record of wins since that time. Carney and
Cardona were the next two important arrivals from England, and both
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were by Gully the Great. Dr. Rush S. Huidekoper bought Cardona soon

after he came out and showed him successfully for several years. He was
a very good dog and lasted well.

The next dog of eminence was Princeton Monarch, shown by W. & L.
Gartner. Although not always successful, he had a long list of wins to his
credit, and even when seven years old he was able to take first in winners
at New York in 1go4 under the English judge, Mr. W. J. Pegg. His great
rival was Woodcote Wonder, which Mr. Dole imported, and for some time
it was nip and tuck between them, but Wonder finally seemed to get settled
in first place and held it until he went to California, where he remained for
a year or two, only to be purchased by the Bonnybred Kennels of Brooklyn
for stud purposes.

Among other former exhibitors the late Frank H. Croker was one of
the leaders about five years ago. Fire Chief was one of his best dogs, but
he had a better terrier in the bitch Yorkville Belle. Mr. H. F. Church is
:another who has been prominent, more particularly with lightweight terriers,
his Little Flyer being almost invincible at his weight, and from him came .
anumber of good dogs. Mr. Church is still exhibiting. Mr. James Conway
was another who showed some terriers that were winners, but he went in
for bulldogs and sold out his terriers to Mr. Arden. Dick Burge, Modesty
and Southboro Lady were three he owned. James Whelan, of New York,
1s another of the old fanciers, and he had much to do with Mr. Croker’s
success. Guy Standing, William Faversham, Mark O’Rourke and James
Parker have had some prize winners that made good records, and Tommy
Holden is getting to be one of our “oldest exhibitors,” though he does not
look the part by any means. Nor must the Bay View Kennels of Canada
be omitted, Mr. Miller having owned and bred many winners shown with
that prefix. Time of course makes changes in the list of exhibitors, and at
the present date we have to add to those already named who are still exhibit-
ing Mr. Clair Foster, J. W. Britton, 2d, Elm Court Kennels and Isaac H.
Clothier, of Philadelphia.

The bull terrier is one of the breeds in which America holds its own,
and one of the most surprised persons at the New York show in 19o4 was
the English judge, Mr. Pegg. He told us when we got through his judging
of bull terriers and bulldogs that the former gave him the hardest task he
had ever had in the judging ring. Not only were the classes large, but
they exceeded anything he had ever seen for the number of sound, good
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dogs. We noticed in Mr. Pegg’s judging that he did not favour length of
head or muzzle, but dogs that showed strength; went for the type that
Vero Shaw used to show when he was the leading exhibitor in England
years ago. ;

There has been an inclination on the part of many judges to select a
dog too high on the leg for the proper type of bull terrier. The correct
thing is a dog showing substance and strength, with a punishing jaw. The
standard says that the skull should be widest “between the ears,” which is
ridiculous, for the ears are well up on the skull. The formation of the head
is slightly oval, or looks so owing to the muscle on the cheek, but as little
of cheekiness should appear as possible. The set of the eyes is peculiar,
as they are or should be rather close together and set obliquely, black and
small. The fore face shows no drop below the eyes nor the muzzle any
snipyness. The latter should be carried well out to the nose, and in profile
the under jaw should show strength. Teeth strong, devoid of canker and
meeting evenly in front. Lips showing no hang, other than sufficient to
cover the teeth. The bull terrier is the widest dog in front of any of the
terriers, not out at elbows but wide because of the width of brisket. A
short back is imperative in this breed, with plenty of chest room and short,
strong loin. The hind quarters should show great strength and power,
with the second thighs well developed. The standard we give is that in
Vero Shaw’s “Book of the Dog,” and our reason for selecting that some-
what out-of-date publication is because Mr. Shaw was, as we have already
stated, a leading bull-terrier exhibitor and had a better knowledge of the
breed than any person of his day or any writer since then. A word is per-
haps necessary to explain the term “moderately high” with reference to the
fore legs. Fox terriers and all, with the exception of the Irish terrier, were
decidedly cobby compared with our terriers. We know the type of terrier
he had-and wanted. Some of our readers may recall Mr. Mason’s Young
Bill;-if ‘they do, then they will know the type of dog Mr. Shaw meant when
he wrote his description.

DEescripTive PArRTICULARS
Head.—Should be flat, wide between the ears and wedge shaped; that

is, tapering from the sides of the head to the nose; no stop or indentation
between the eyes is permissible, and the cheek bones should not be visible.
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T eeth.—Should be powerful and perfectly regular—an undershot or
overhung mouth being very objectionable—and the lips thin and tight;
that is, only just sufficient to cover the teeth, and not pendulous as in the
bulldog. '

Nose.—Large, quite black, and damp, with the nostrils well developed.

Eyes.—Must be small and very black. As regards shape, the oblong
is preferable to the round eye.

Ears.—Are almost invariably cropped and should stand perfectly
upright.

Neck.—Should be moderately long and arched, free from all trace of
dewlap and strongly set upon the shoulders.

Shoulders.—Slanting and very muscular, set firmly on the chest, which
should be wide.

Fore Legs.—Should be moderately high and pertectly straight, and the
dog must stand well on them, for they do not, as in the case of the bulldog,
turn outward at the shoulders.

Feet.—Moderately long and compact, with toes well arched.

Body.—Deep at chest and well ribbed up.

Hind Legs.—Long and very muscular, with hocks straight and near the
ground.

Coat.—Short and rather harsh to the touch.

Colour—White.

[Mr. Shaw was strongly opposed to any marked dogs, and we agree
with him on this point. The practice of giving prominent places at shows
to marked dogs is increasing and should be stamped out. To our mind a
patch is as much a disfigurement on a bull terrier as a white breast spot on
a black-and-tan terrier.—ED.]

T ail.—Fine, set low, and not carried up, but as straight from the back
as possible.

In general appearance the bull terrier is a symmetrical dog, apparently
gifted with great strength and activity, and of a lively and determined dis-

position.
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CHAPTER XXXI

THE Brack anp Tan TERRIER

HE large size smooth black and tan terrier is entitled to
rank as a breed with the old rough dog of the same colour.
He was thoroughly established and described over one
hundred years ago, and the description showed that just
as he differs to-day from other terriers he then had the same

particular characteristics which mark his individuality. Daniel in 1803

wrote that “no species of dog will fight the badger so resolutely and fairly as

terriers, of which there are two kinds; the one is rough, short-legged, long-
backed, very strong, and most commonly of a black or yellowish colour,
mixed with white; the other is smooth-haired, and beautifully formed,

having a shorter body and more sprightly appearance, is generally of a

reddish brown colour, or black with tanned legs.”

Twenty years later we have this more definite description in Captain
Brown’s “Anecdotes,” under the chapter head of “The English Terrier.”
“This 1s a handsome, sprightly dog, and generally black on the back, sides,
upper part of the head, neck and tail; the belly and the throat are of a very
bright reddish brown, with a spot of the same colour over each eye. The
hair is short and somewhat glossy, the tail rather truncated, and carried
slightly upwards, the ears are small, somewhat erect, and reflected at the
tips, the head is little in proportion to the size of the body, and the snout
is moderately elongated. This dog, though but small, is very resolute, and
is a determined enemy to all kinds of game and vermin, in the pursuit and
destruction of which he evinces an extraordinary and untaught alacrity.
Some of the larger English terriers will even draw a badger from his hole.
He varies considerably in size and strength, and is met with from ten to
eighteen inches in height.

“This dog, or the wire-haired Scotch terrier, is indispensably neces-
sary to a pack of foxhounds, for the purpose of unearthing the game.
From the greater length of leg, from his general lightness, and the
elegant construction of his body, he is more adapted for running,
457
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and, of course, better enabled to keep up with the pack than the
Scotch terrier.”

We have already mentioned in the introduction to the terriers that we
have seen some Parisian reproductions of hunting scenes by an English
artist, in one of which there is a very nice black and tan terrier, of quite
the correct shape of body and a nice length of head, running with the pack
in full cry. This dates from about the time Captain Brown was writing.
Of the same period is Pierce Egan’s description of the new bull terrier, the
illustration showing a bull terrier and a smallish black and tan bitch, which
he refers to as “a full-bred terrier,” as if it was one of the recognised type
with which his readers were thoroughly acquainted. :

Although there was some cavil a few years ago at the distinctive name
of Manchester for the large show black and tan terrier it was not such a
very far-fetched distinction. The London fancy was more for the toy,
it being bred by the same class of fanciers that went in for toy spaniels, and
held their occasional displays or club shows at various public houses where
they met for social purposes. Through Lancashire and eastern Yorkshire
the fancy ran to the larger dog, and head and colour, with markings, took -
the place of smallness. Manchester had by far the largest number of the
fanciers, and it was by no means out of the way to give it the variety name
of the place where it was specially fostered and encouraged. It is a pity
that some of those who have written regarding the “unwarranted assump-
tion” of Manchester claiming the large black and tan, did not first look
up their own stud book—it is only Englishmen who have so written—and
noted what Manchester did for the breed.

The first English stud book contains the entry of one hundred and
twenty-four black and tan terriers, other than toys, and of this number we
can without any reference for further information, but solely from our recol-
lection of where many of the exhibitors and breeders resided, pick out no
less than fifty-two hailing from Manchester or its immediate neighbourhood,
or bred there. Of the remaining seventy odd entries fully half of them
have no pedigrees, and of the rest there is a sprinkling of London dogs, a
few in the Birmingham district, and as far north as Durham, while Sam
Lang, the pointer man, had some at Bristol. The leading breeder and
exhibitor at that time was the late Mr. Harry Lacy, and the last occasion
of our meeting him was at Justice’s well-known house in Salford, at the
close of 1894. We heard nothing but black and tan talk that evening,
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for Justice’s was headquarters for the fancy. Others we recall as being
present were Peter Eden and John Douglas; in fact it was the latter who
took us there because Mr. Lacy had told him he wanted specially to meet
us, because we had just come from America. Handley and Ribchester
were Manchester men, and Fitter, who led in the Birmingham fancy, got
his stock from Cottonopolis, mainly from Mr. Lacy. Most of the Rev. J. W.
Mellor’s dogs came from the same source. Roocroft of nearby Bolton also
had them as well as white terriers. Jem Hinks of Birmingham had his
from Manchester, and Henshall of Manchester had black and tans as well
as bulldogs. It was little wonder that as a hall-mark of good breeding the
name Manchester became associated with the breed.

Nowadays when there is a wide, unfilled margin between the black and
tan proper and the toy of under seven pounds, the name of the breed is
sufficient to specify a large-sized terrier, but it was not so thirty years ago,
when they went from the top end of the scale down to seven pounds, with
plenty shown under ten pounds. These middle weights are not seen
nowadays and the name Manchester is not needed, but what the men of that
city did for the black and tan should not be forgotten.

We do not know of any black and tan terrier proper being shown here
prior to 1880, when we brought over the bitch Nettle, bought from Alf.
George of Kensal New Town. She had no extended pedigree, but was
undoubtedly a highly bred bitch and she certainly was a very nice one.
Sir William Verner sent over some dogs to New York that year, and among
them was the black and tan Salford, quite a winner on the other side, Sir
William sending his dogs all over the country. Salford was a very nice
coloured dog but had an abominable front, and Nettle might well have
won. Dr. Gordon Stables, who was judging, thought otherwise and that
settled it. The late Hugh Dalziel was also brought over to judge at that
show, and the only thing that induced the club to have Dr. Stables as well
was the latter’s offer to judge in Highland costume. This Secretary Tileston
thought would be an immense advertising card, and the cost of importing
the doctor was incurred for that purpose alone. When he arrived minus
the promised costume there was a good deal of disappointment.

Nettle was bred to Salford at the show and sold to Mr. W. R. H.
Martin of New York, and to this litter some of the good dogs of subsequent
years go back. One was the bitch Squaw, that went to Mr. John F. Camp-
bell of Montreal, and we mention her because of a very peculiar circum-
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stance. She was a very good bitch except for being a little “smutty” in
colour, the thumb-marks on her fetlocks not being sharply outlined, but
running into the tan too much. Some six months or more after we had sent
this bitch to Mr. Campbell we had a letter asking about the former owner,
because Squaw had coated out again without any thumb-marks at all.
In reply we assured him that Mr. Martin would never for a moment think
or permit of tampering with any of his dogs; that we had seen Squaw
repeatedly and that she had always had the smutty forelegs we had told him
of, and no one would think of putting on thumb-marks such as she had if
any faking was to be done. That satisfied Mr. Campbell, but the mystery
regarding the thumb-marks became more puzzling when the following year
they came back again much as they had been originally. Mr. Campbell was
then the leading terrier exhibitor of Montreal, and up to three years ago
was showing some of his old stock and winning. We never saw Squaw after
she went to him, but no one who knows him would think for a moment of
doubting his word, and we had more than one letter from him on the subject.
In the fall of 1880, the year Nettle was shown, the first of the now very
important ‘Toronto Exhibition shows was held, and there was a very nice
" medium-sized terrier named Needle, shown there by Jimmy Heasley, and
by Wheel of Fortune II. out of Queen III., so there was nothing lacking in
the way of breeding to add to the good looks. * Jimmy”’ was Ned Hanlan’s
trusted assistant when the Canadian champion went to England in 1879
to demonstrate that he could beat the best scullers there, and Heasley had
but one wish in the world next to seeing Hanlon win his races—to take
back to Toronto a good black and tan terrier. This desire he told to every-
one, so that Jimmy and his terrier became quite a joke. Finally one
of the visitors from this side of the Atlantic inserted an advertisement in a
Newcastle paper that Mr. James T. Heasley wanted to purchase a good
terrier, and dogs were to be shown to him at the Ords Arms, Scotswood
Suspension Bridge, Hanlan’s headquarters at the upper end of the course.
We had come over from Manchester by night train to see how things were
going, and driving up the river road became more and more puzzled by the
number of men we passed accompanied by dogs—terriers of every description.
Finally at the Ords Arms there was quite a gathering of men and terriers,
but Jimmy had long since disappeared, having made his escape over the back
wall and up the hill to the rear of the hotel. He got a dog eventually, and
Needle was one well worth bringing over.
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The first exhibitor in the States to take up the breed systematically
was Mr. Edward Lever, of Philadelphia, whose Vortigern and Reveller
were well-known winners. These were terriers of rather more substance
than black and tans of later days. Mr. Lever then went in for bull terriers
and Irish, and it was not until Dr. H. T. Foote of New Rochelle took up the
breed that we got a fancier with the necessary persistence for this breed,
for it is one of the hardest to breed to perfection, and calls for unwearying
patience and disregard of disappointments. Dr. Foote stuck to the breed
for twenty years, and even he gave it up when Mrs. Foote took to Scottish
terriers and he fell a victim to their enticing qualities. With his withdrawal
the death knell of the black and tan in the United States seems to have
been sounded. Canada, particularly the Ottawa district, is the stronghold
of the fancy, and at Chicago good turn-outs of black and tan terriers may
be seen, but if it was not for the support of the Canadians New York shows
would have meagre displays of this undoubtedly handsome dog, as can be
understood when we state that out of seventeen dogs shown at New York
this year, 1905, nine were from Canada, while another Canadian bred was
owned at Erie, and these took the lion’s share of the money.

These Canadian dogs are of better type than those bred in the Chicago
district, for there they are getting too much substance for their size, and
with that comes width of front and lack of the symmetry which is essential
in this breed. It is this call for symmetry and also the imperative demand
for correct colour and markings, that makes the black and tan such a difficult
dog to turn out with any claim to merit. It is a breed that finds its best
support from the class of fanciers one finds in England almost exclusively,
the working man or mill operative who has it bred in him for many genera-
tions, and to whose stick-at-it-iveness we are indebted for nearly all the
fancy breeds of England, to which we have become heir by purchase.

In addition to this drawback in the way of breeding the black and
tan has suffered from two causes, though this is more applicable to England
than America. Dyeing is resorted to by unscrupulous exhibitors to over-
come nature’s colour errors, and erratic tan hairs on the hind legs and else-
where are plucked. This we are pleased to say is practically unknown
here, though we doubt not but that the most honest exhibitor, who would
spurn the suggestion of altering colour, would not hesitate to get rid of a tan
hair or two which had got beyond the line of demarkation. Still the pure
and deliberate faking that was much too prevalent in England had its
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effect in preventing many from taking up the breed, and with lack of good
buyers prices fell and fewer were bred. Then came the stopping of cropping
by enactment of the English Kennel Club and plenty of the old-timers
threw the breed up in disgust, for there is no gainsaying the radical difference
it makes in a dog, even taking one with nicely held natural ears, when one
has been used to the smartly cropped dog. Besides which, with a breed
which has been bred regardless of ear carriage, and when naturally stiff-
leathered ears will stand better when cropped and must therefore have been
developed by a process of selection, it could not be expected that the un-
cropped ears of dogs so bred would hang properly. We have not got the
dyer or the faker here, but we still have the cropper.

To the credit of the black and tan terrier men be it said that none of
them opposed Dr. Foote’s vigorous support of the effort made a few years
ago to suppress cropping by rule of the American Kennel Club, and in
addition to that he had classes and specials offered for uncropped dogs, but
all to no purpose. We were with Dr. Foote in that fight and our side was
disastrously defeated. We regretted at the time that what then seemed
to us an inevitable action had been foolishly delayed, but when we saw
the uncropped dogs of the English shows a year ago, long enough after the
rule had been passed for the necessary improvement to have been made,
we found it was not there in such breeds as bull terriers, black and tan
terriers and Great Danes, all of which looked sadly deficient in character
as compared with what we see in America. On the other hand the Irish
terrier, in the old days a cropped dog, with an occasional uncropped one
when the ears happened to be neat and small and were left on for those
reasons, has in no way suffered in expression, nor has the fox terrier. We
should perhaps say the wire-haired fox terrier, for while we do not remember
ever seeing a cropped smooth, unless cropped through ignorance, we have
seen a good many wire-haired so treated. The last we recall was at one
of the Agricultural Hall shows in London, about 1877. We had made up
our mind to give the catalogue price of ten pounds for this dog, though
he was of course passed by the judge, and on going to take another look
at him found two gentlemen discussing his points, one of whom had already
claimed and paid for the dog. :

We would much like to see a revival of interest in the black and tan
terrier, for he is a handsome dog, in addition to being a very nice house dog
and companion. He may not be so robust as most of the terriers, for his
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coat 1s not long and it is decidedly short on the legs and under parts of the
body. Still, they have pretty hard winters up Ottawa way, where they
have more and better specimens of the breed than anywhere else in the
country, and if they thrive there they should do so at any place on the con-
tinent where show dogs are kept.

Head, symmetry and colour are the essential properties in this breed,
hence they dominate the points when it comes to the distributing of
'values in the standard.

DEescripTIVE PARTICULARS

Head.—Long, flat and .narrow, level and wedge-shaped, without show-
ing cheek muscles; well filled up under the eyes, with tapering, tightly
lipped jaws and level teeth.

Eyes—Very small, sparkling and dark, set fairly close together, and
oblong in shape.

Nose.—Black.

Ears—{The English description necessarily deals with uncropped
ears, but there has never been any official change from that of the original
black and tan terrier club standard. As we still have these terriers cropped
in this country, it is only necessary to say that the fashion is to have as long
a crop and carried up to as fine a point as possible.—ED.]

Neck and shoulders—The neck should be fairly long and tapering
from the shoulders to the head, with sloping shoulders, the neck being
free from throatiness and slightly arched at the occiput.

Chest—Narrow, but deep.

Body.—Moderately short, but curving upwards at the loin; ribs well
sprung; back slightly arched at the loin, and falling again at the joining
of the tail to the same height as at the shoulder.

Legs.—Must be quite straight, set on well under the dog, and of fair
length.

Feet.—More inclined to be cat- than hare-footed.

T ail—Moderate length, and set on where the arch of the back ends;
thick where it joins the body, tapering to a point and not carried higher
than the back.

Coat.—Close, smooth, short and glossy. g

Colour.—Jet black and rich mahogany tan, distributed over the body
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as follows: On the head the muzzle is tanned to the nose, which, with the
nasal bone (sic), is jet black; there is also a bright spot on each cheek and
above each eye; the under jaw and throat are tanned, and the hair on the
inside of the ear is of the same colour;the forelegs are tanned up to the knee,
with black lines (pencil-marks) up each toe, and a black mark (thumb-
mark) above the foot; inside the hind legs are tanned, but divided with
black at the hock joints; under the tail is also tanned, and so is the vent,
but only sufficiently to be easily covered by the tail; also tanned on each
side of the chest [this should be brisket.—ED.]. Tan outside of hind legs,
commonly called “breeching,” is a serious defect. In all cases the black
should not run into the tan, or vice versa, but the division between the two
colours should be well defined.

General appearance—A terrier calculated to take his part in the rat
pit, and not of the whippet type.

Weight—From sixteen to twenty pounds is most desirable.

Points
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dog’s body, but that is what is aimed at in the Bedlington, hence the faking
and the attending disrepute into which the breed has fallen abroad.

We rather doubt whether the fault should not be laid at the doors
of unqualified judges who took it for granted that the Bedlington is a wire-
haired dog, whereas he is not, but a dog of mixed coat of soft or woolly
feel, thickly shot with a wiry coat not any longer than the soft coat which in
many breeds would have been a thick pily undercoat. The extremely clever
judges of Yorkshire and the South, who evolve from their inner conscious-
ness requirements of dogs they know little about, decided that this double
coat must be all wrong, they had never seen it before, and as it was not right
in other terriers it could not be right in this breed. The result was that
to win under these wearers of the doggy ermine half the coat had to be taken
out. Finally this became the custom to such an extent that no dog could
be shown with a chance of winning unless his coat was more or less tampered -
with.

One very natural result of such a condition of affairs must have been
that it mattered very little what kind of coat a dog might have that one
thought of breeding to, for the progeny would have to be prepared for the
ring anyway; also it was impossible to tell what kind of coat a dog had
naturally, and even 1if he had a really good coat it would be supposed that
it had been improved. We think that of late there has been some improve-
ment with regard to showing dogs more naturally, but as we have said with
respect to some other breeds, a dog that 1s not popular in his own country
or in England is not likely to succeed here, especially when there are so
many kinds possessing attractions already before the public.

That the Bedlington has claims we readily admit, for in the way of
gameness none ranks higher. We sent a commission to England some
years ago for a fox terrier, thoroughly game, and one from Mr. Carrick’s
kennel was sent, a son of Tom Firr, with the message that if he was not
game enough no fox terrier would do, and the buyer would have to get a
bull terrier or a Bedlington. That is their strongest claim, for while they
have decided symmetry in body and legs, yet the topknot and the peculiar
ears make them somewhat of an oddity. They are also rather quiet
dogs except when roused, and need knowing well before they can be
appreciated.

Pedigrees have been traced farther back in the Bedlingtons than in
any breed of terriers, in fact than in any breed of dogs except greyhounds
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and perhaps the records of a few packs of English fox hounds, for there are
plenty of Bedlingtons that can be traced back to dogs of W. Clark’s breeding,
and he traced his dog Scamp back to Squire Trevelyan’s Old Flint, a dog
whelped in 1782. There are no end of broken lines in such a pedigree as
that, besides which we know absolutely nothing as to what Old Flint looked
like, and simply to suppose that Flint was a Bedlington such as we have
to-day because Bedlingtons can be traced back to him is absurd. Further
than that, we know as a matter of fact that some of the dogs of about 1820
named in this old pedigree were not Bedlingtons at all. At least one
famous bitch was brought from Staffordshire with a company of nail makers
who settled in the neighbourhood of Rothbury, by which name the breed
was known until quite recently. A pack of fox hounds was kept there,
and as a matter of fact these were simply the local terriers used to go
to earth.

As late as 1875 Mr. Pickett, to whom more than any other person was
due the elevation of the variety into the station of a recognised breed, wrote
to the Live Stock Fournal of London, and gave the dog no other name than
a northern counties fox terrier. He wrote as follows in introducing a
description of the breed: “I have in my possession the original copy of
Tyneside’s pedigree, dated 1839, signed by the late Mr. Joseph Aynsley,
who was one of the first breeders of this class of dog, and who also acted
as judge at the first Bedlington show, and quote the following as a description
of what a northern counties fox terrier should be, viz.: ‘Colour: Liver,
sandy, blue-black, or tan. Shape: The jaw rather long and small, but
muscular; the head high and narrow, with a silky tuft on top; the hair
rather wiry on the back; the eyes small and rather sunk; the ears long and
hanging close to the cheeks, and slightly feathered at the tips; the neck
long and muscular, rising well from the shoulder; the chest deep, but
narrow, the body well proportioned and the ribs flat; the legs must be long
in proportion to the body, the thinner the hips are the better; the tail small
and tapering, and slightly feathered. Altogether he is a lathy made dog.””
From the manner in which this description 1s introduced the supposition
is that it is copied from the pedigree referred to, and it is within quotation
marks in the original letter in the Live Stock fournal, showing that it is not
Pickett’s own.

The standard of the Bedlington Terrier Club, adopted thirty years ago,
has been more recently condensed as follows:
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DgescripTiVE PARTICULARS

Head.—Long. Skull narrow, but deep and rounded, high at the occiput
and covered with a nice silky tuft or topknot. Muzzle long, tapering, sharp
and muscular; as little stop as possible between the eyes, so as to form
nearly a line from the nose end along the joint of the skull to the occiput.

Eyes.—Small and well sunk in the head, placed obliquely and close to-
gether, but not round in shape. The blues should have a dark eye, the blue
and tan ditto, with amber shade; livers, sandies, etc., a light brown eye.

Nose.—Large and well angled. Blues and blue and tans should
have black noses; livers have flesh coloured noses; sandies, flesh coloured
preferable, but black admissable. Lips close fitting and without flews.

Faws.—Long,tapering, sharp and muscular. Teeth level or pincer-jawed.

Ears.—Moderately large, placed low, flat to the cheek, thinly covered
and tipped with fine silky hair. They should be filbert-shaped.

Neck.—Long, deep at the base, rising well from the shoulders, which
should be flat and placed well hack.

Body.—Chest deep, not w..z; back slightly arched; body well flat-
ribbed up; hind quarters light.

Legs and feet—Legs of moderate length, not wide apart, straight and
flat boned. Feet rather long, toes close and well arched.

T'ail.—Thick at the root, tapering to a point, slightly feathered on
lower side, nine to eleven inches long and scimitar shaped.

Coat.—A mixture of hard and soft hair, not lying flat to the sides, crisp
to the feel.

Colour.—Blue, blue and tan, liver, liver and tan, sandy and sandy and
tan. Topknots and ear tippings as light as possible.

General appearance.—A light made up lathy dog, but not shelly. Not
exceeding sixteen inches at the shoulder.

Weight—Dogs about twenty-four pounds, bitches about twenty-two.

Disqualifying points.—Overshot and undershot jaws and white patches.
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CHAPTER XXXIII

THE IrisH TERRIER

T IS little use trying to grope back for any history of the
gl Irish terrier. 1In 1879, when the breed was being taken
hold of and pushed to the front, Mr. Ridgway wrote that
there were references to it in old Irish manuscripts,
but the only way to make that evidence tell is to produce
or quote from these alleged old manuscripts, and that has never been done.
Billy Graham’s quizzical explanation of why this most ancient of dogs
was not mentioned in the manifest of Noah’s ark was that there was no need
for him to have inside accommodations, owing to the ease with which he
could swim alongside. Another piece of excellent evidence for those who
believe in jumping at every straw is the red dog with green head in an
Egyptian funeral cortege, painted sundry thousands of years ago.

Dismissing untenable conjecture, we find that from the time the terrier
of the North of Ireland became in any way known, he was a dog which,
from his being the rangiest of the terrier family of that time and the general
resemblance in outline of the best specimens to a rough, coarse greyhound,
indicated his descent from the hound dog of Ireland, the Irish wolfhound,
brother-in-blood to the Scotch deerhound. The wolfhound, whether short
or rough coated, for they seem to have been of both varieties, was red or
fawn in colour, and the terrier ran to that colour also, though of course as
he was of mongrel breeding there were variations of colour. At the early
Irish exhibition of terriers they were, to quote the words of Dr. Carey, the
Irish Terrier Club secretary, “of all sorts, sizes and colours.” The first
really good one was Spuds, shown in 1876. The illustration in Dalziel’s
book isa good one, and shows what was considered in those days to be the
correct form of this terrier. She was cropped, as were most of the Irish
terriers of her time, though Mr. Jamison’s Sport was not, nor was Mr.
Graham’s Sporter, afterward Mr. George Krehl’s. These terriers were
soon followed by Erin, the best terrier of the early days, and while there
ma have been a better one since, we can only say that never until we set
469 '
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eyes on Mr. O. W. Donner’s American bred Milton Droleen did we see any-
thing that in any way reminded us of the great Erin. We so told Mr.
Donner the first time we saw her on the occasion of our judging at Providence,
and when she was taken to England Mr. Krehl wrote of her as the “ American
Erin.” Droleen was a cropped bitch and showed the typical head of Erin
and the same outline of body, which is that shown in Spuds. We first saw
Erin when we ran down to Barrow from Manchester to meet “Billy”
Graham, who was going to stop there over Sunday on his way from Belfast
to the Palace Show. That was in 1879, and Erin beat all comers at that
show, and deservedly. As we propose quoting from an article on the early
Irish terriers written by Mr. J. J. Pim, who had a far more thorough ac-
quaintance with her and all the early terriers than we had, as well as of
those shown after we left England in 1880, we will not go into particulars
regarding Erin.  We do not dispute for a moment that Mr. Pim, who knew
her so well, is correct in saying that she had a dark red coat, but if we had
been asked from recollection to give her colour we should have said red
wheaten. In the old days what we now call red wheaten was then called
red, and the wheaten was a much lighter shade. Others ran into a sort of
grey, resembling the colour of Mrs. Murray Bohlen’s Pinscher dog. In
size they ran from Spuds and our Banshee down to terriers of the size of
Breda Tiny, the typical little terrier imported by Mr. Mitchell Harrison, and
from whom came Widow Bedott.

At the head of the old breeders of Irish terriers, as well as exhibitors,
Mr. George Jamison of Belfast is entitled to the first rank, and he still has
some pretty good ones, though his fancy has turned to trumpeter pigeons,
as we found on visiting him a year ago. Mr. Jamison owned Sport, Spuds,
and a whole lot of good ones of the early days, and bred many good ones.
Still, there is no gainsaying that Mr. William Graham, the great “Billy”
known to all dog men interested in Irish terriers, and the original “Irish
Ambassador”—so styled from his constant visits to all the important shows
in England—was the man above all others who did most for the advance-
ment of the Irish terrier. In addition to dogs of his own he had charge of
Mr. J. R. N. Pim’s dogs, and all the get of Erin we owe to Graham. After
them came his great record of the Bredas, culminating in Breda Mixer and
Breda Muddler. Graham liked the dog of medium size, but was shrewd
enough to show what would win, and when the judges began to display their
preference for the larger dogs and bitches he had that kind to put in front
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of them. To mark their appreciation of what the late Mr. Graham had
done for the breed the Irish Terrier Club members subscribed for a cup,
known as the Graham Challenge Cup, which is competed for by all comers
at certain prominent selected shows in Ireland and England, and is con-
sidered the blue ribbon trophy of the breed. Starting as he did with the
foundation stock, from which we have the present day terrier, Graham
had an undoubted advantage over the English breeders, who were without
intimate knowledge of the characteristics of some of the early and unshown
dogs which appear in old pedigrees, and we find in the pedigrees of his
latest and best dogs that he practically relied on dogs bred either by himself,
or whose parents were of his stock.

Graham was not a stickler for pedigree, but stood for knowledge of
what the parents looked like and what their ancestors were. At times he
would breed from an inferior-looking dog, such as in the case of Benedict,
whose brother Bachelor was the crack dog. One of the valuable photo-
graphs we got from Mr. Jamison shows what Benedict looked like, and it
would take some persuasion for any person to breed to such a dog. The
story was that Graham visited the owner of the two brothers with the real
intention of buying Benedict, but only took him at a gift price when his
overtures for Bachelor were declined. We have been told by a close friend
that such is not the case, and that he only took Benedict because he could
not get the other and did not want to go home without doing business.

Something that can easily be learned from these old illustrations is
the change of type. The old original standard was framed at the time the
breed was started as a show breed, and was drawn up by those who were
best qualified to know the correct type. These old dogs we illustrate were
considered typical specimens under that standard, but they in no way
resemble our winners of two years ago. Garryford and Gaily are good
instances of what the cropped Irish terriers looked like, but there is not one
of them that shows what has been called the “coffin” muzzle, which began
in the Meersbrook Bristles era in wire-haired fox terriers. Selection of this
style of foreface could to some extent affect the type, but we are convinced
that in many of the English-bred dogs, particularly those of Yorkshire
breeding, the Airedale has been introduced. How are we otherwise to
account for the heavy ears, placed Airedale style, and the gawky hind legs,
together with the tendency to overgrowth? We have never found this in
the Irish strains, nor in the kennels of thoroughly reputable Yorkshire
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breeders of Irish terriers, but among those of shady reputation or when it
comes to a dog bred by a man totally unknown, with the probability that the
name is only a stop gap. It is very risky breeding from any such dog, or
his or her descendants. In our show going, which has extended from the
Atlantic to the Pacific and through Canada,we have met with large red
dogs, frequently smooth-coated, all possessing the heavy side-placed ears
and the comparatively sluggish look of the Airedale, and invariably we
have found that they have been bred from dogs of Yorkshire origin.

It was to Yorkshire we owed that monstrosity, the “Taneous” head,
the narrow round skull with sunken temples, sometimes with an exaggera-
tion of length of foreface, the narrowness of which was covered up with a
wealth of fluffy hair, not Irish at all. None of the old dogs we illustrate
show any of this exaggeration of whiskers. “Oh,” says the new
beginner who has learned Irish terriers thoroughly in a few weeks, “that
is the beard, the standard says it has to have a beard; it is the beard.”
Not at all; the beard is a tuft or two of hair growing on the under jaw, and
the old Irish terrier was about as clean muzzled as an Airedale. We do
not object to a little bristly growth along the jaws, so long as it is free from
lintyness or fluff, for that most assuredly indicates that the body coat is not
sound, no matter if it looks so for the time being. Dogs of this kind
are seen now and again throughout the year, but have periods of
retirement during which the all-the-year-round, sound-coated dog 1is
being shown.

Americans are not so much to blame for getting astray, as they did a
year or so ago, on the question of type. Dogs sent from the other side were
represented to them as being the correct type. We saw one communication
from an importer to the effect that the dog he was then trying to sell was
“the new type that is doing all the winning on the other side.”

Relying upon the representations regarding these dogs, good prices
were paid for them, the purchasers not realising that they had not the
correct thing until the next importation of the only genuine, correct type
was received, when they realised that “type” meant only the dog that was
for sale, and varied as the dogs did.

This could not last for ever, and the importation of a large number of
good dogs that were winning on the other side, where also there had been
a radical return to something nearer the old type, settled the question, and
the day of the dog with the “Taneous” head was at an end. The name
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Taneous came from a dog which had a very narrow, long head, and anything
approaching his style of head still goes by his name.

Another change of a desirable nature has been the return to something
more like the right thing in the condition of coat on the exhibition dog.
The Irish terrier is a rough dog and should look as if he was rough, without
it being necessary to rumple up the coat to see if it is any length. We have
seen Irish terriers win, and that under judges whose names appear on the
list as approved by our Irish Terrier Club, when they had no more coat than
that of a smooth fox terrier. That is, however, dying out with the Taneous
head and the equally erroneous idea that the Irish terrier should have a long,
square muzzle, or what Mr. Fred Breakell of Manchester calls the “coffin”
muzzle. What we want to preserve in the Irish terrier is the expression.
This is different from that seen in the fox terrier, the Scotch, the Airedale
or the bull terrier, just as each of them differ from all others.

At one time our judges went solely for length of head, but that has
met with a timely death, and we are really closer to the correct thing in our
judging than for some years now. In place of balking at everything but a
narrow head and long foreface the same men are now going to the opposite
extreme, and we have short, square-headed dogs winning, for no reason
than that they have good legs and feet. There is moderation in everything
and in our opinion the first thing a judge should look for is the Irish ex-
pression, the one thing especially indicative of the breed. If you get that
the head is pretty sure to be not far from right. Then comes the racing
outline of the breed, which calls for not too much width of chest, though the
fox terrier front is equally wrong, the pasterns springing a little. He should
show sufficient length of leg to look as if he could extend himself a bit, and
to do so the back ribs do not want to be let down as in a cobby dog. A
modified greyhound cut-up in the loin, and good length from hip
to hock, while a gay carriage of tail assists materially in setting off the
“Dare devil.”

In the old days we showed our Irish terriers in what would now be
called the rough. They were brushed with a dandy brush, and the only
thing we learned from Graham in this line was that the hair which was apt
to overrun the edge of the foot and make it look large and flat, should be
“shingled” off with a poor cutting knife edge, so as not to make jagged
cuts. That was done a month or six weeks before an important show.
We do not say that even at that date there was not a trimmed or plucked
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dog; in fact, we know one that was. That was Gaelic, a dog Graham had,
and as at that time there was little love between Graham and the club
secretary, Dr. Carey, we were surprised to hear that Graham had sold
Gaelic to him, for the dog had done quite a bit of winning. Next time
we met Billy we asked the reason for the sale. ““Well, Gaelic is not the best-
coated dog in the world and I’'m a busy man. Now the Doctor isn’t. He
ives away down there at Borris, with hardly a thing to do, and he is in a
fair way to go to the bad if his idle hands are not occupied, so out of real
friendliness and a desire for his salvation I sold him Gaelic, and—he’ll
keep him busy.” We do not remember the dog being shown much, if at
all, after that. Anyway that was the only dog that we ever heard of that
was presumably tampered with or prepared. We never used the terrier
combs that are a necessity nowadays and tend to tear out the under coat, as
well as the old coat that may be removed.

That style of showing we are never likely to return to, but we most
certainly are exhibiting our dogs more naturally than was the case a year
or two ago, when trimming was carried to an unwarranted extent. We
have only seen one case of extreme trimming this season, when the head
of a well-known bitch was outrageously barbered. That was bad enough,
but we regret to say that for the first time we saw during the present year
the pernicious filling of the coat with a preparation of rosin. We saw two
dogs so treated, and as we were exhibiting against them we told the persons
interested in them to brush them out at once and never let it be done again
at any show we attended. This was at once complied with. One of the
dogs was owned by an amateur and he expressed surprise that we objected,
saying that every person did it. 'We responded that such was not the case,
and only once before had we seen such a thing. It is perhaps a little difficult
to say exactly where preparation by trimming ceases to be legitimate. Still,
the line of deception as to a dog’s demerit is not altogether undistinguishable,
and anyway rosin in the coat is fraud, pure and simple. The question is
solely that of deception practiced on the judge, or sought to be practiced
on that official, and not that of the preparation of the dog in a legitimate way.
It is not deception to clean up a dog’s feet so that they are of good shape,
round and well knuckled up, for that is not deceiving the judge, but to clip,
singe, or pluck a naturally woolly headed dog is deception, for with his
woolly topknot he would soon be turned out of the ring. That is the
vital point of the question of trimming.
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As may be surmised from our introductory remarks there is no ancient
history of this breed. We go back to about 1870 in the longest extended
pedigree that can be made up out of the English stud book, or from any
-other source that we have knowledge of. Some years ago Mr. O. W.
Donner asked us to undertake the extending of the pedigree of a son and
daughter of his Milton Droleen, and by Breda Muddler. We did so as far
as the stud book data would carry the pedigree and then sent the result
across the Atlantic to a friend, who had instructions as to every line of
investigation to be followed and who to see or write to. Every person lent
the readiest assistance and Messrs. Jamison and Graham pored over
the pedigree, adding links here and there from their old recollections, but
there was no getting any further back than we had already done in the
longest extended lines, and they came to an end with dogs that did not go
back to 1870. It was only in the extension of the same dog’s pedigree,
as it reoccurred, that we reached that link. It is not an old breed so far
as pedigree making goes, and they did not always come true to colour in
the litters either. Others besides ourselves ended the career of what might
have turned out to be pretty good “Welsh terriers” had there been such a
breed in existence then, but all black and tans went into the water bucket.
Mr. Barnett attributes this colour to Killiney Boy, who he says was out of
a black and tan dam, but we drowned black and tans before Killiney Boy
was known as a sire.

The good dogs of those days were picked up here and there by good
judges, and when it was known that a man would give a good price for a
dog he would have dogs offered him from many parts of the country. There
was no pedigree behind them, and it was only the judicious mating by such
men as Graham, though he was almost an exception in the way of ability
in this direction, that laid the foundation for the present good displays of
Irish terriers. Belfast was then the headquarters for the breed and it has
ever remained so in respect to, Ireland, though as may be supposed, there
have been and are many other breeders there. In England it was taken
hold of by Mr. George R. Krehl, who, upon the advice of Mr. Vero Shaw,
then kennel editor of the Live Stock Fournal, kept the name of the breed
before the public by means of discussions and letters contributed by himself
and friends till the time was ripe for starting a specialty club. This was
done in 1879, and in May of that year Dr. Carey, who is still the secretary
of the club, issued his first circular giving the names of twenty-five Irish
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and twenty-seven English members. Of the entire number we believe we
are the only one on the list who is showing Irish terriers at the present time.
A good many of the English members were merely friends of Mr. Krehl
and never owned one of the breed, but they started the club at any rate and
others took their places. One of the important steps early taken by the
club was in the direction of natural ears, the credit of which is due Mr.
Krehl, who pushed the original movement and made it easy for those who
ultimately got the Kennel Club to accede to the request to prohibit cropping
after a specified date, a step which eventually led to the prohibition being
extended to all breeds. .

At that early date there were a good many uncropped dogs. Mr.
Jamison’s old dog Sport had natural ears, so had Mr. Krehl’s Sporter and
his Moya Doolan, but these were mainly dogs picked up here and there
that had not been bred in kennels where show dogs were raised. The
regulars held out for cropping, in the main, Graham being very much against
any change as spoiling the look of the dogs. When the rule was passed
all had to obey it, and the rule was followed in this country when the Irish
Terrier Club of America was organised. ‘In those old days we made a
fuss about immaterials, as all novices do. We had it in other breeds and
while St. Bernard men thought everything about dew claws we discussed the
question of disqualifying dogs with anything but black toe nails, how much
white might be permitted on a dog’s breast and trivial points of that kind,
just as new beginners do to this day. After English exhibitors learned more
they went for real terriers and the once burning question of the colour of toe
nails was buried, though it still survives in the standard as a relic of the past.

We will now give the “recollections” of Mr. J. J. Pim, which must
have appeared originally at the close of 1891, seemingly, for he apparently
wrote on dogs shown a few months before. We extract the communication
from the Irish Terrier Review of July, 1905, which fails to give the original
source of publication, though stating that it is republished by Mr. Pim’s
permission:

IrisH TERRIERS—PAST AND PRESENT

“Having been asked to give ‘my recollections’ on the above, I have
tried to do so from memory, and must ask my readers to excuse any mistakes.
- “I always considered the Irish terrier of the North of Ireland the
truer breed, as: with few\exception's those from the South were neither
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high enough on the leg nor hard in coat. I am now speaking of those at
our first shows in 1874 and 1875.

“The first show in England that made a class for our breed was Brigh-
ton, 1876. Mr. Jamison of Belfast, and Mr. Mawdsley of Liverpool, won,
the only exhibitors, the former winning both prizes. Glasgow in 1875
was the first Scottish Show to help us. Mr. A. T. Arrol, who had several
goodish ones, was probably the first Scottish exhibitor.

“The first good specimens I remember were Mr. George Jamison’s
Sport (5,761), first Glasgow, 1875, and illustrated in your paper the same
year, with drop-ears (several of our present winners’ pedigrees go back to
him), and Mr. Norton’s Fly (3,524), first Newtownards, 1874, dam of
several winners in 1875 and 1876. Mr. Smith’s Spuds (6,846), cropped,
the best we had yet seen, came out at Cork, 1876, and then found her way
into Mr. Jamison’s kennels; he won with her and another bitch, Banshee
(too thick in head), at Brighton, 1876, and 1877 at the Kennel Club, who
had also given the breed a class for the first time. I well remember leading
Spuds, and telling Colonel Owen, the judge, that I thought she should have
beaten Banshee. I then bought her, and she was my first show Irish terrier,
and won first at the Kennel Club Show, beating Banshee, and first Bristol,
1877, etc.; she was rather large, but fit to be in it even now. A nice-sized
dog, Mr. Graham’s Sporter (7,844), drop-ears, was also shown in 1877.
Afterwards Mr. Krehl’s well-known winner, and just what we want to-day,
with good, bright, red, hard coat; it may here be mentioned that Mr. Graham
still sticks to small-sized ones; my idea is the happy medium.

“1878. We first saw Dr. Carey’s Champion Sting (cropped), a bitch
who lasted marvellously; I judged her at Armagh, 1882; her legs and feet
were as good as ever, although twelve years old; she was wheaten in colour.
Mr. Waterhouse’s Killiney Boy, a rare good little cropped one, rather low
on the leg; I gave him his first prize at Belfast, 1879; he afterwards proved
himself a very valuable sire.

“1879. 1 think everyone will agree that the mother and star of the
breed (Erin, 9,704) was found by Mr. Graham in her hamper before being
benched at Dublin Show; she had come from Ballymena, County Antrim;
he bought her out at the Alexandra Palace, 1879, winning first and Irish
Terrier Club Challenge Cup the first time competed for, which trophy she
afterwards won outright for my brother, and was, I think, never beaten.
Most of my readers have seen her, but for those who have not I think her
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worth describing: Beautiful long lean head, cropped, with that game-
looking eye and expression peculiar to the breed that we are fast losing;
nice neck, with perfectly placed shoulders, good legs and feet, wonderfully
perfect body, stern, and hard dark red coat, not heavy in bone or forelegs,
which were not low, but forming a perfect symmetry. As she was when I
bought her in 1880 she could have beaten any terrier now showing. She—
poor Vicl—died last year in my brother J. R. N. Pim’s possession. He
bought her from me, and became for some years a very successful exhibitor
and breeder. Her first and famous litter to Killiney Boy produced the
Champions Playboy, Pagan II., and Poppy; also Pretty Lass, etc., the best
of their day from 1882 to 1887 (I consider Playboy the best dog we have
ever seen); and afterwards Droleen (first Challenge Darlington, 1891), and
several other good ones.

“The club was now started (1879) by Dr. Carey, Mr. George Kreh,,
and others; it still stands as one of the largest and best of to-day, and may
it long remain to do good service to the breed! I still think it made a mistake
in stopping cropping too quickly, but I hope in a few years to see as good
ears on Irish as on fox terriers.

“1883. Mr. Waterhouse had a grand terrier, Peter Bolger (13,548),
cropped, who won at the Kennel Club and other shows.

“1884. Mr. Lamb’s Gaily, a good bitch with a white chest; Mr.
Kreh!’s Kitty, very nice, with also too much white; Mr. Graves’ Phaudry,
with his queer expression; and Mr. Waterhouse’s Killiney Boxer (16,711),
a rare nice terrier, with good drop-ears and perfect front, but hardly an
Irish terrier; can a light tan and black coat be the thing? Mr. Graham’s
Garryford (14,578), a good dog bar his wide chest, and his Gilford (16,058),
correct in type, but too large.

“1885. Mr. Barnett’s Bachelor was a big winner, a dog a little too
much of the fox terrier in build, who has, I am afraid, given us (with his
brother Benedict) that dark expression in their progeny; he had many
good points, viz., ears, legs, feet and texture of coat; Mr. Backhouse’s
Buster (16,057), a fair dog of good type; Mr. Kerrigan’s Fiddle (first Dublin),
a good red bitch, but wanting in character; Mr. Graham’s Extreme Care-
lessness, a grand one, bar her black hairs (Mr. Graves was now buying at
big prices); and Mr. Nicholson’s Poppy II., a lovely terrier, light of bone—
were the pick of this year.

“1886. Another good buyer in Mr. Hoare turned up, who afterwards
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won many prizes with Poppy II. and Gaily; Mr. Cotton’s Cruisk (first
Dublin), a good, large, drop-eared, nice coloured dog; he ought to be still
a good sire, as he has already made a name in that line; Mr. Summer’s
Michael (18,651), famous as the sire of Mr. Wiener’s cracks, but not in
my opinion a high-class show dog; Mr. Wiener’s Norah Tatters (18,089),
first Crystal Palace, etc., great quality, but not true in type.

“1887. A very large entry at the best shows, but nothing A1 came out.
Mr. Summer’s B.A. (21,567), good head (cropped) and colour, but I think
the kennel owned a far better in Pedlar (brother to Playboy), one of the
best I ever saw, but when I was at Liverpool he was getting old and broad
in skull; if he is still alive he ought to be the best stud dog about; Mr.
Wiener’s Ballyhooley (23,646), a great winner, but although good in body,
coat, legs and feet, I think him a very lucky dog; Mr. Graham’s Breda
Rattle (23,652), wonderfully good legs and feet, very hard in coat, but never
a good sort; Mr. Backhouse’s Bumptious Biddy (23,686), a good type, a
bit short in muzzle, but the best of this year.

“1888. Mr. Wiener made this year to be remembered by the bringing
out of the brothers Brickbat and Bencher; the latter is perhaps on the
large side, but a grand-headed, typical terrier, and ought to be a good sire
for small-sized, lightly coated bitches; Champion Brickbat, when he came
out, was a bit weak in face, but he has wonderfully improved, and is to-day
the best living. Mr. Graves brought old Playboy again to the front, after
retiring for a time; he improved with age; Mr. Charley’s Mars (25,938),
by Benedict, a grand terrier but for his large eyes and dark expression;
Mr. McRae’s Irish Ambassador (25,932), a good dog as a sire, and the right
type. I had the honour of judging the largest entry the Kennel Club have
ever had (at Olympia), and Dr. Carey, at Liverpool, the largest entry at any
show up to this date.

“1889. Messrs. Carey came to the fore with a good dog in Pilgrim
(28,110), drop-ears, good colour, rare bone, legs and feet; he is now the
property of the Earl of Shannon, who paid a big price for him; Mr. Taylor’s
Breadenhill (28,087) Jcropped, a dog with one of the very best heads we have
ever seen; he has good bone, but few other good points; he is a favourite with
some; Mr.Barnett’s Bouquet (28,130),drop-ears,a grand bitch, spoiled rather
by that dark expression I do not like; Mr. Norton’s Miss Peggotty (28,157),
a lovely large-sized bitch, with a bull terrier sort of head; Mr. Charley’s
Dunmurry (28,143), a very typical terrier, with one fault—weak ankles.
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“18go. This year we had very strong classes, and a very level lot.
Mr. Breakell’s Bonnet (30,308), a very good one, just a little broad in skull,
and too much muscle outside her front, perfect legs and feet, colour, coat,
and type; Mr. Graham’s Breda Mixer (30,269), one of the best puppies I
ever saw; he combines character and quality, with good head and nice front;
he may some day beat the lot; he is now the property of the plucky Mr.
Mayall. Mr. Backhouse’s Bumptious Blue Stocking (30,013), a good
typical bitch, rare head and expression; it was well she was not put in bucket
in her eatly youth, as she was sold to Mr. Krehl for £100, I am told, and he
again sold her to the Earl of Shannon. Mr. Backhouse’s Bumptious Blazer
(cropped when stolen), a very good little dog; I like him very much when
fit, but for his muzzle, which is too weak; he brought in another £100 for his
lucky breeder; Mr. Wiener’s Merle Grady (30,292), a rare terrier, just
the size and type; he is a bit loose in elbows; Mr. Barnett’s Beautiful Star
(30,262), a wonderfully well-made terrier, wrong in type and expression;
Mr. Krehl’s Dan’l II. (30,277), a good little sort, not straight; Belfast
Show had the record entry; Mr. Vicary the judge.

“1891. The Earl of Shannon is buying right and left, and we all
wish him good luck; but he has two very good kennels to beat—Messts.
Wiener’s and Graham’s. Mr. S. Pratt’s Boddy (first Darlington), a very
good puppy, with nice drop-ears, good bone, front, and body, matured-
looking for her age when we judged her in July, and too profuse in‘coat. I
only hope she will last and improve; a real good stamp. Mr. Wiener’s
Bucket, a nice youngster, with bad ears, and a little wanting in expression,
but one like improving much, and I expect to see her a high-class bitch,
perfect body, front, and coat; Mr. Graham’s Breda Ida, a very grand bitch,
and very nearly the best going; her ears and eyes might be smaller; bar this
she is good everywhere; Mr. Boyle’s Churchtown Chippie (first Armagh),
a good typical bitch, a rare mover, and I think will grow into a champion;
she is now the property of Mr. Graham, who paid a goodish price for her.
Belfast again held the record for the largest entry I believe ever obtained;
Mr. Barnett judged.

“I must end now, and ask you to pardon the length of my letter. I
have only mentioned the best specimens I could recollect, and I am sure
I have missed many I ought to have written of.”

In this same issue of the Irish Terrier Review the editor, Mr. T. R.
Ramsey, has this to say under the head of “Progress”:
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“Have we, as many say, lost the type, character, and expression that
distinguished the breed ? That is to say, have we now produced a terrier
without the keen, varminty and (in profile) sinister appearance and racy
outline that we associate with an Irishman? No, I don’t think we have.
Put one of the best terriers we have beside a photo of Brickbat or Ted
Malone, and see what is the difference. It is not a difference in type,
character, or expression; it is this, and this only—Brickbat lacked ears and
face (we would call him bitchy to-day) and Ted Malone lacked face (re-
sembling his sire) in comparison with our present best. The varmintyness
is still there, but the absence of the ‘crop’ detracts from it. If any croaking
is required, it appears to be that we must keep our eyes on the coats, and
beware of insufficiently bent stifiles and hocks that are not low enough—a
prevalent fault. No doubt fresh faults crop up (unless it be that old faults
become more noticeable), but they are quickly observed and wonderfully
quickly eradicated. Think how very prevalent the exaggerated and soft
whisker was a few years since, and see how comparatively rare it is to-day;
likewise the contracted skull. Both are practically dead with the disap-
pearance from the ring of the ‘pioneers’ of these faults, whose other many
excellencies caused the faults to be overlooked. The great difficulty now
is to find a first-class and well-bred stud terrier who 1s not inbred to one
particular strain. Undoubtedly this strain has done wonders for the breed,
but one can have too much inbreeding, and Irish terriers are bound soon
to ‘progress backwards’ unless a good and well-bred outcross to remedy
this state of things be quickly found and freely bred to. There is another
thing most of us do not give sufficient attention to, and that is regularly
using our terriers to some form of sport. Nothing gives a terrier life and
character, hardness and self-reliance to such an extent as hunting, whether
it be rats, rabbits, or cats.”

To that we reply as follows: The Irish terrier of to-day is not what
the old ones were like and what the standard was made for, more particu-
larly in outline and in foreface, together with expression. We do not mean
to say that there is not a single terrier that shows any one of the character-
istics named, but that they are not so typical of the breed. Another thing
is that we are getting the Irish terriers too large, and we would like to see
our Irish Terrier Club adopt a rule to the effect that no club prize could
be won by any terrier over a specified weight; just as the Spaniel Club
restricts cockers to eighteen pounds and under twenty-four pounds. The
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Irish Terrier Club of England and that of this country have the same standard
description, and the weight given “as most desirable” is twenty-four pounds
for dogs and twenty-two for bitches. We think it would be almost impos-
sible to get a first-class show dog of the present day under twenty-four
pounds, and that many of them weigh from twenty-six to twenty-seven
pounds. We have made the same mistake the fox terrier men did some
years ago and gone in for dogs that are oversize. We recently placed a bitch
that weighed close to twenty-two pounds over quite a number of terriers
that had been winning at various shows, and some of the ring side critics
wanted to know why we placed such a little thing in first place. When
told that she was the only terrier in the whole of the classes that was within
two pounds of the club standard weight they could not believe it possible
and wanted to know what the standard weight was. We will admit that
many of the old-time terniers were also over the suggested weight. Spuds
most certainly was and so was Banshee, they weighing twenty-six or twenty-
seven pounds. Erin was nearer the right thing than the most of those shown
in her time.

Next to present day size the great difference is in foreface. Mr.
Ramsay says we would now call the old dogs “bitchy” in face. That is
because the Englishmen have gone in for the wrong sort of forefaces in
their dogs, beginning with the days when Meersbrook Bmstles and his
type swept the judges off their feet and whiskers and an exaggerated face
were called for in other varieties of terriers besides the wire-haired fox.
There was no loss of “varminty” expression when cropping was stopped,
until the sleepy, tired look came in with the “Taneous” head and the
fluffy foreface. Our exhibitors have had opportunities of seeing Borthwick
Lass, formerly the English champion Winsome Lass, also Borthwick Rascal,
formerly Ulidia Rascal. The latter, if cropping made the difference,
would be out of it entirely, for his fault is largish ears, yet these two terriers
are the two that would probably be picked as showing the Irish lookout,
better than any we now have. Neither is in any way exaggerated in fore-
face, in fact Lass is quite medium in that regard, and she is more typical
than Rascal. The little Raynham Olivette is another of the same kind.
Right size, racing outline and keen Irish expression.

Mr. Ramsay is unfortunate in picking the photograph of Brickbat as
representative of the old type. We have seen that photograph, and while
Brickbat may have been a good dog his photograph does not show that
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he was anything remarkable, and to take him as a type of the days when
the standard was framed is certainly erroneous. We cover the old times
more fully than has ever been done with the many photographs we reproduce
of old dogs, celebrities in their days. For most of which we have to express
our indebtedness to Mr. George Jamison. The picture of Erin which
is from a drawing made when she was at her best is given not as actualy
representing her so much as representing what was to the eyes of Irish
terrier men of that time the type of dog they wanted—in other words their
ideal. Compare this with the tampered photo of Full o’ Fight and some
others, “improved” to suit the modern ideas of what an Irish terrier should
be in head. Perhaps we ought hardly to say modern as applying to to-day,
for we believe there 1s a disposition to let the “coffin” foreface follow the
whiskers and Taneous head into oblivion.

With regard to Mr. Ramsay’s remarks as to too much inbreeding to
Breda Mixer, through Muddler and Bolton Woods Mixer, where 1s he going
to get the out-cross? What dog is there that has not Bolton Woods Mixer
blood in his veins, or Breda Muddler’s? But that 1s nothing to worry about,
for we are getting away from them and are already finding them as far back
as the third and fourth remove in the pedigrees of the youngsters of to-day.
It has been good blood and physically there has been no deterioration,
otherwise we would not now be complaining of our dogs getting too large.

In another portion of the same article Mr. Ramsay says:

“Is it true that we have lost the old Irish terrier and replaced him
with something different? Well, in a sense it is so. Undoubtedly, we
have a different terrier to-day. It would speak badly for the success of our
attempts at breeding up t6 an ideal standard if we remained where we were
—all improvement must entail differences between the dog of to-day and
his forebear. But I don’t for a moment think that the difference is retro-
gressive; on the contrary, it is progressive; we are much nearer our Club
standard than ever we were.”

Mr. Ramsay is best answered by the photographs. If the drawing of
Erin, and we have several others of that period drawn on similar
lines, and the other photographs represent the type of dog that the
framers knew and described in the club standard, how can the head of dogs
fashioned on the Full o’ Fight model be nearer the standard. Such
an alteration as that is not getting nearer the standard, for the standard
was never made for such a dog and if one of that kind had been led into the
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ring in the days of Erin and Sporter, he would have got the gate as a mon-
strosity. It must be understood that the Full o’ Fight photograph is not
the dog as he actually was, for it is cut out below the jaw, trimmed down
the legs, along the back and down the quarters, and we only use it to show
the supposed typical dog of three years ago as compared with the supposed
typical dog when the standard was framed, as shown in the drawings of
the Erin type. Another thing not to be overlooked in connection with
the old photographs we reproduce is that they were taken when animal
photography was in its infancy, instantaneous work was then unknown, and
it is doubtful if a single photographer in England or Ireland knew the first
principles of posing a dog.

It is not necessary to go into details regarding the growth of the Irish
terrier in England, so we will condense matters by saying that Breda Mixer,
the puppy mentioned by Mr. Pim as coming out in 1890 and as likely
“some day to beat the lot,” fulfilled his estimate. Mixer did beat all
comers, was chosen to represent the typical Irish terrier when the Irish
Terrier Club wanted a sketch of the correct type, and proved himself the
great stud dog of the breed. His two sons, Bolton Woods Mixer and Breda
Muddler, are still living, and Muddler is not yet past his days of usefulness
as a sire, even at his advanced age.

What descendants they have left from which their successors are
to be produced is very uncertain, for at present there is no predominating
sire in England. Bolton Woods Mixer’s best show son was undoubtedly
Straight Tip, now in this country, but though he was as much used at stud
as was his sire, his get did not cut such a swathe as did the Bolton Woods
Mixer’s in the high day of their successes. It is likely that but for the
government prohibition against the shipping of dogs from Ireland to Eng-
land, the merits of Champion Colin would have received proper recognition.
It was to countermine the government order that clever Mr. Graham at once
shipped Breda Muddler to England, nearly all of his stud patronage coming
from there. With regard to Colin we recall that when the late Mr. Rodman,
our Irish Terrier Club secretary, returned from a trip to England and
Ireland he told us that he considered Colin the best dog he had seen. When
we visited Ireland in 1904 we saw so many good dogs by Colin that, bearing
in mind Mr. Rodman’s report, we specially visited this dog and although
he had not the freshness of youth we do not know of a dog that impressed
us more than he did, and but for the positive statement of his owner that






stouuta ysyduy poddossun Ap1es 9gy Jo U pueuyg ‘rodyporg ‘uoay) uerg I jo Ledorg §8-0gg1 jo 191133 ysuy paddomn Jo suawiaads pood omT,
NVIO0d VAOW "‘HD HITAAOW ANT dTIA "HO ATIVO (€R: (OXD.R:8: 443

(pIo syjuow xiS)
JOLO0A STIIH ddd "HO NVINOMYIVHD "HO



The Irish Terrier 485

money could not induce him to part with the dog we would have made every
effort to buy him.  He was thoroughly Irish in type, well-built and eminently
sound in coat. His line is as much of an outcross as one can get from
Bolton Woods Mixer and Breda Muddler at the present time and. get a
winning strain, for he is three removes from Muddler, reaching him through
his sire’s dam, that excellent bitch, Champion Blue Nettle. Colin’s dam
is a daughter of Bolton Woods Mixer, but her dam and also the line of
Colin’s grandsire are outcrosses. Mile End Muddler is another good dog
of the Breda Muddler line, but he does not seem to have been at all phenom-
enally successful as a sire, in fact there has not been a dog in England since
Bolton Woods Mixer’s day that has filled his place. We note, however,
that Mr. Jowett’s Crow Gill Mike seems to be making himself conspicuous.
It is now time to turn attention to the Irish terrier in America, the
history beginning with the advent of Kathleen, the bitch we brought over
in 1880 and showed in the miscellaneous class at New York that year.
Kathleen came from the middle counties of Ireland, and her pedigree did not
extend beyond her sire and dam. She had won a third at Dublin before we
bought her from Mr. Graham, and for us she won two firsts and a second-
She was bred to Mr. Krehl’s Sporter, and when lying off Staten Island she
gave birth to the first Irish terrier puppies born in this country, one of which
won a second at New York in 1881 and when sent to England with his dam
a few months later had his name changed and won a prize or two there.
Dr. J. S. Niven, of London, Ont., was the next to import a few of the
breed, and his Norah and Aileen were winners in their day. Mr. Lawrence
Timpson had one or two during the eighties, including the dog Garryowen,
by Paddy II. out of Erin, but there was nothing here of any account to
produce good results from this dog. Mr. J. Coleman Drayton also imported
Spuds when she was eight years old and showed her so fat that she had not
the slightest resemblance to the flyer we had seen five or six years before.
Mr. Mitchell Harrison, who was king-pin among collie exhibitors,
bought, when in Ireland in 1887, a brace of Mr. Graham’s terriers, a
fairly good dog named Breda Jim, and a nice quality, rather small bitch
named Breda Tiney. Mr. Charles Thompson, also of Philadelphia, at the
same time got the bitch Geesela and had her bred to Benedict before bringing
her home with him. From this line came the various Geeselas that have
appeared at Philadelphia shows. Breda Tiney won at New York in 1888,
but Breda Jim was beaten by another Graham dog named Greymount, a
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son of Gilford. Breda Tiney won at all the leading shows in 1889 and
took first in the challenge class at New York in 18go. Mr. Harrison had
by this time got a few more of the breed and his Roslyn Dennis and Roslyn
Eileen each took a second at New York in 1890, while their son, Roslyn the
Mickey,which had beensold to Mr.E. Wetmore,wasfirst in the open dog class.

It was at this show that Mr. Walter Comstock showed Breda Florence,
a beautiful bitch of Mr. George Jamison’s breeding, but sold by him to
Mr. Cinnamond, who named her Red Isis and showed her at Glasgow
where she was claimed by Graham, who renamed her, showed her
successfully, and then sold her to Mr. Comstock.

Before Mr. Comstock got her she had been bred to Bachelor and one
of her litter was the bitch called Iris, sometimes Breda Iris and so registered
in England, also Red Iris, and she is a litter sister to Red 1nez. This bitch
Breda Iris, as she was then, was bred to Graham’s Breda Mixer, and from
this mating came Breda Muddler. Mr. Jamison, as late as 1goo, wrote
us that Breda Florence was “the best bitch we ever had of the breed.”
It was Mr. Comstock’s misfortune to lose her by death before she had
been here over a year.

With the year 1891 Irish terriers evidently got a grip hold, for thirteen
dogs and seventeen bitches were entered in the two open classes at New
York that year, when Breda Tiney again did duty by herself in the challenge
class. First in dogs came Breda Bill, a full brother to Breda Star, the sire
of the dam of Breda Mixer and many others. Second to this dog came
Mr. Comstock’s Mars, a brother to Sauce, who was the dam of the dam
of Breda Mixer. This shows that at that time we had some good material
in this country, but unfortunately did not make the use of it that we might.
Mr. Comstock had Dunmurry to take the place of Breda Florence at the
head of the open bitch class. There was a dog entered at this show named
Bellman, by the North Fields Yorkshire kennels, a combination of Mr.
Symonds of Salem, Mass., and Mr. Toon of Sheflield, England. This
Bellman we think was the sire of the dam of Champion Merle Grady’s dam,
but he does not appear to have been shown. As he was entered at $1,000,
while the same kennel’s winner, Breda Bill, was only priced at $250, it is
evident that, although entered as of unknown breeding, he must have been
highly thought of. The Bellman we mean had won well in England in 1888
and 1889. Breda Bill was then bought by Mr. Harrfson and won for him

at a number of shows.
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At New York in 1892 Dunmurry beat Breda Bill in the challenge
class, and Mr. Comstock took first and second in open dogs with Boxer IV.
and Hanover Boy. Third to them came Toon and Symonds Jack
Briggs, a brother to Banty Norah, dam of Mr. Donner’s future champion,
Milton Droleen. By this time the breed had become so established that in
1893 it was advanced to the first~class rating of two challenge and two open
classes, with one for puppies, and for these a total of thirty-eight entries was
made, with no duplicates. There were many good ones in evidence,
Jackanapes, owned by Colonel Hilton, taking first in dogs from Merle
Grady. Jackanapes js a dog that had very few stud opportunities, but his
name is found in many pedigrees and through various lines. Merle Grady
later on won his championship and earned fame as the sire of Milton Droleen.
Mr. Harrison had a new and good bitch in Candour that won first in her
class and was afterwards shown by Dr. Jarrett.

A novice class was added to the schedule for New York in 1893, prior
to which, however, we should mention that among the prominent winners
in 1894 were Jack Briggs, Merle Grady, Jackanapes and Brickbat, Jr., in
dogs, and Dunmurry, Candor and Hill Top Surprise, a daughter of Jack-
anapes, who won first at New York and other shows. At this show of 1895
the entry in challenge classes was excellent, Jackanapes winning in dogs
and Dunmurry in bitches. Inopen dogs Brian O’K won in some mysterious
way from Brigg’s Best, but that was not the only peculiar decision, for
Milton Droleen was put back to V.H.C. in the novice class. Mr. Taylor
of England judged, and was quite out of his element with the Irish terriers.

The next event of importance was the addition of Mr. Oliver Ames to
the list of exhibitors, together with Mr. W. W. Caswell, the former showing
two good ones in Tory and Rum, and Mr. Caswell securing the renamed
Willmount Highwayman, Endcliffe Matchbox and a few others. Leeds
Muddler was also sent over by Mr. Ashton in 1898 and after being shown at
Boston and New York was bought by Messrs Rodwell and Van Schaick,
who a year later disposed of the dog to Mr. Howard Willetts and he was
retired from public service. Milton Droleen, who had had a successful
career in 1896 and 1897, was not in her usual good condition this spring and
after being defeated at Boston was not shown at New York, permitting
Rum and Mr. Caswell’s Endcliffe Fusee to contest the honours in the Free
for All at Madison Square Garden. In 1899 the roll of exhibitors was
added to by the appearance of Mr. John I. Taylor of Boston, who purchased
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Endcliffe Muddle from Toon and Thomas, and won three firsts at New
York show. Mrs. Kernochan also showed as the Hempstead Kennel’s,
her best being Red Gem, which had a very successful career for many
years, and after this show she purchased Lorton Belle, which Mr. Raper
brought over and got second with her to Rum in the winners’ class.

Lorton Belle did not hold her own for long, as at the next New York
show she was beaten by both Red Gem and another new one of Mrs.
Kernochan’s, renamed Meadows Bridget. Inverness Shamrock, shown
on this occasion by Mr. Raper and placed second to a dog called Ardle
Topper, was then added to the Hempstead Kennels, which could now show
an excellent kennel of four and won many specials with them. During
this year Mr. George Thomas sold his Irish terriers to the Rushford Kennels
and mmported some new ones to add thereto, with the result that it soon
became the most conspicuous contestant, and Mr. Bruckheimer’s Master-
piece was the only terrier able to contend successfully against the Rush-
ford’s in 19go2. Masterpiece came out at the show of the Pet Dog Club,
held at the Metropolitan Opera House in November, 1900, and carried
all before him, indeed, the dog was never beaten till he met Celtic Badger
at New York in 1903. This was beyond doubt the best American bred dog
of his day, or up to the present time. Indeed, not a few excellent terrier
judges considered that on that occasion Celtic Badger was fortunate. We
take no sides in the matter, but we are fully of the opinion that Badger
improved quite a good deal during the following year, for he was slow in
developing and when first shown at New York he was not so good in pasterns
as he became later on. Mr. Jowett after judging Badger at the Boston
show of 1905, told us that he was a greatly improved dog since he last saw
him, adding that had they had any idea he would be the dog he then was
it is extremely doubtful if he would ever have been allowed to come to this
country. His criticism of Badger as nearly as we can recall his words were:
“His head is not altogether what I want, for it is a little on the Taneous
order in its straightness of the side lines. He has a good eye and carries
his ears well. His neck is first-class and his back is good. His hind
quarters could not be improved upon and he has just the kind of coat I
like.”

At the Philadelphia show of November, 1902, Mr. L. Loring Brooks
of Boston showed a very nice puppy named Iroquois Muddle, which Mrs.
Harding Davis bought later on, and won third to Badger and Masterpiece
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at New York. Outside of these three the quality was not high. Drogheda
“should perhaps be excepted from that remark, for he was a very useful dog,
with a keen expression somewhat lacking in Mrs. Kernochan’s Inverness
Shamrock, who was not a good shower. The new comers of 1904 included
Selwonk Kudos and Red Hill’s Doctor in dogs and a nice collection of bitches
shown by Mr. E. S. Woodward in the name of the Raynham Kennels.
His best bitches were better, we consider, than the dogs named, and he
won many prizes with them wherever shown. They included Olivette,
Radium, Surprise, all with the prefix of Raynham, and of these Olivette
was the best, for though smaller than we usually see, she has excellent
expression and for her inches shows much of the desirable racing outline.

In addition to Mr. L. Loring Brooks, who has been very prominent as
a breeder for many years, Mr. S. P. Martin of Philadelphia has for some
time been showing terriers of his own breeding, many of them very good
in outline but rather too pointed in face, a fault which he is breeding out in a
judicious manner, and as his entries show improvement he is and will
continue to be a dangerous factor in home-bred and American-bred
classes.

In the fall of 1904 a much needed impetus was given to this breed
by the importation of a number of terriers by Mr. R. B. Adam of Buffalo,
but at that time our judges’ ideas were very muck astray as to the right
type of the Irish terrier and were of the opinion that the narrow Taneous
head with heavy fluffy whiskers were the proper thing. The result was
that as the new importations were flatter and wider in skull they were hardly
done justice to, and Celtic Bella, a bitch that had for the previous six
months defeated the pick of the dogs and bitches in England at every show
she was exhibited at in England and Ireland, and twice won the Graham
Cup, was roughly treated. To be sure of defeating the new comers other
exhibitors also imported at very heavy expense, and as the only dogs that
they could purchase as winners in England were similar in head to Mr.
Adam’s dogs, he at least had the satisfaction of thus demonstrating that his
dogs were correct as to type of head.

Mr. Adam also strengthened his kennel for the New York show, with
the result that when Mr. Jowett saw the turnout at Madison Square Garden
last February he made no hesitation in saying that it was the best all-round
exhibition of the breed he had seen anywhere for many years. On this
occasion the new Rowsley Kennels won with the recently imported dog
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Historian, next to him coming Mr. Adam’s new puppy, Borthwick Benedict.
High honours in the bitch division went to Mr. Munson Morris’s new im-
portation, Courtlandt Kate Kearney, who excels in front and body. Since
the New York show England’s best known dog, Straight Tip, has been
imported by Mr. Gifford A. Cochrane, and only on one occasion has he been
defeated since his arrival, and that by Historian, when Mr. Van Schaick
judged at Brooklyn. Of this decision we are not justified in speaking, as
we were at the Chicago show that week. Straight Tip is not always equally
good. Weknow that horses sulk and decline to put forth their best efforts,
and sometimes it may be that this dog does not care about doing his best
to win, or to impress the judge. When he does show himself we know of no
dog that can beat him for a certainty, and no person would be justified in
saying off-hand that Badger could do so, for he has not met a dog of the
calibre of Straight Tip at his best. Both are, however, getting on in years,
and it is full time that some good new dog made his appearance.

There is every indication that we have got very near to an equal footing
with English breeders in producing promising stock, for of late we have
seen quite a number that show distinct advance in type and character from
what has been the case previously. There is in this breed, as in some
others where advance has been made, evidence that breeders have given
up the idea of producing good ones from sires and dams from good parents
and not themselves good, and when we reach that stage it is presumptive
evidence that we may look for improvement.

We have already expressed some opinions regarding the desirable
points in this breed and now repeat in condensed form what they were.
We consider that the essentials to be regarded by the judge are: Type in
body, meaning the racing outline characteristic of this breed; expression
and shape of head, and given the former the latter can hardly be wrong,
providing it is not narrow and round skulled; coat of correct texture is
another essential, and that implies no fluffy whiskers on the lips; a closer
approach to the standard weight should also be seen to by all judges, so
that we may place the Irish terrier in his proper place as a red wire-haired
dog somewhat larger than the fox terrier, and not a small Airedale.

The standard by which dogs are supposed to be judged is very old
and was the work of a committee many being amateurs more or less
ignorant of the breed from practical experience. A very much clearer
and more easily understood text is the original description drawn up by
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Mr. R. G. Ridgway and endorsed by twenty-four of the best known Irish
breeders. It was this combination of breeders which induced Stonehenge
to recognise the breed, though it was done reluctantly: “Head long and
rather narrow across the skull [This i1s a comparative term suitable for
that period, and the illustrations of the old winning terriers show what
rather narrow then meant.—Ep.]; flat, and perfectly free from stop or
wrinkle. Muzzle long and rather pointed, but strong in make, with good
black nose and free from loose flesh and chop. Teeth perfectly level and
evenly set in good strong jaws. Ears, when uncut, small and filbert-
shaped, and lying close to the head, colour of which is somewhat darker
than rest of body; hair on ears short and free from fringe. Neck tolerably
long and well arched. Legs moderately long, well set from shoulders,
with plenty of bone and muscle; must be perfectly straight, and covered,
like the ears and head, with the same texture of coat as the body, but not
quite so long. Eyes small, keen and hazel colour. Feet strong, tolerably
round, with toes well split up; most pure specimens have black toe nails.
Chest muscular and rather deep, but should not be either full or wide.
Body moderately long, with ribs well sprung; loin and back should show
great strength and all well knit together. Coat must be hard, rough and
wiry, in decided contradistinction to softness, shagginess, silkiness, and
all parts perfectly free from lock or curl. Hair on head and legs not
quite so long as rest of body. Colour most desired is red, and the brighter
the colour the better. Next in order wheaten or yellow, and grey, but
brindle is to be objected to, thereby showing intermixture of the bull breed.”

In the standard founded upon the foregoing by the club of England
and Ireland when it was organised, there are many indications of the fussy
faddiness of the beginner in expounding inconsequential details, such as a
negative penalty for white toe nails and for anything over a speck of white
on chest. We were one of the aforesaid beginners, and of the entire ten
committeemen in the English section probably one, possibly two, had bred
a litter of Irish terriers, and two, George R. Krehl and James Watson, had
exhibited. Of the Irish ten, four were well-known exhibitors. The English
section particularly did a lot of amateurish things also in getting up stake
conditions, which, with the conservatism of Englishmen, remain unaltered
to this day and were adopted without thought or investigation by our
Irish Terrier Club. The standard of both clubs is the same, and is as

follows:
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DEescripTIVE PARTICULARS

Head.—Long; skull flat and rather narrow between ears, getting
slightly narrower towards the eye; free from wrinkle; stop hardly visible,
except in profile. The jaw must be strong and muscular, but not too full
in the cheek, and of a good punishing length. There should be a slight
falling away below the eye, so as not to have a greyhound appearance.
Hair on face of same description as on body, but short (about a quarter
of an inch long), in appearance almost smooth and straight; a slight beard
is the only longish hair (and it is long only in comparison with the rest)
that is permissible, and that is characteristic.

T eeth.—Should be strong and level.

Lips.—Not so tight as a bull terrier’s, but well-fitting, showing through
the hair their black lining.

Nose.—Must be black.

Eyes.—A dark hazel colour, small, not prominent, and full of life,
fire and intelligence.

Ears—Small and V-shaped, of moderate thickness, set well on the
head, and dropping forward closely to the cheek. The ear must be free
of fringe, and the hair thereon shorter and darker in colour than the
body.

Neck.—Should be of a fair length, and gradually widening towards
the shoulders, well carried, and free of throatiness. There is generally
a slight sort of frill visible at each side of the neck, running nearly to the
corner of the ear.

Shoulders and chest—Shoulders must be fine, long and sloping
well into the back; the chest deep and muscular, but neither full nor
wide.

Back and loin.—Body moderately long; back should be strong and
straight, with no appearance of slackness behind the shoulders; the loin
broad and powerful and slightly arched; ribs fairly sprung, rather deep than
round, and well-ribbed back.

Hindquarters.—Should be strong and muscular, the thighs powerful,
hocks near the ground, stifles moderately bent.

Stern. —Generally docked; should be free of fringe or feather, but well
covered with rough hair, set on pretty high, carried gaily, but not over
the back or curled.
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Feet and legs.—Feet should be strong, tolerably round, and moderately
small; toes arched and neither turned out nor in; black toe nails are most
desirable. Legs moderately long, well set from the shoulders, perfectly
straight with plenty of bone and muscle; the elbows working freely clear of
the sides; pasterns short and straight, hardly noticeable. Both fore and
hind legs should be moved straight forward when travelling, the stifles not
turned outward, the legs free of feather and covered, like the head, with as
hard a texture of coat as body, but not so long.

Coat.—Hard and wiry, free of softness or silkiness, not so long as to
hide the outlines of the body, particularly in the hindquarters, straight and
flat, no shagginess, and free of lock or curl.

Colour.—Should be “whole coloured,” the most preferable being
bright red, red, wheaten or yellow red. White sometimes appears on
chest and feet; it is more objectionable on the latter than on the chest,
as a speck of white on chest is frequently to be seen in all self-coloured
breeds.

Size and symmetry.—The most desirable weight in show condition is,
for a dog twenty-four pounds, and for a bitch twenty-two pounds. The
dog must present an active, lively, lithe and wiry appearance; lots of sub-
stance, at the same time free of clumsiness, as speed and endurance, as
well as power, are very essential. They must be neither “cloddy nor
cobby,” but should be framed on the “lines of speed,” showing a graceful
“racing outline.”

T emperament.—Dogs that are very game are usually surly or snappish.
The Irish terrier, as a breed, is an exception, being remarkably good tem-
pered, notably so with mankind, it being admitted, however, that he is
perhaps a little too ready to resent interference on the part of other dogs.
There is a heedless, reckless pluck about the Irish terrier which is character-
istic, and, coupled with the headlong dash, blind to all consequences, with
which he rushes at his adversary, has earned for the breed the proud epithet
of “The Dare Devils.” When “off duty” they are characterised by a
quiet, caress-inviting appearance, and when one sees them endearingly,
timidly pushing their heads into their master’s hands, it is difficult to realise
that on occasion, at the “set-on,” they can prove they have the courage
of a lion, and will fight on to the last breath in their bodies. They develop
an extraordinary devotion to, and have been known to track their masters
almost incredible distances.



The Dog Book

ScaLE oF PoINTs
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CHAPTER XXXIV
THE Danpie DinmonT TERRIER

@g|U 1 for Sir Walter Scott there is reasonable doubt as to
5]l whether the Dandie Dinmont terrier would ever have
reached the dignity of being considered a breed. The
hound origin of this terrier is most decided and his re-
=== semblance to the Bedlington in ears, coat and linty topknot
points to a close relationship between them. The low legs of the Dandie
are of course in decided contrast to the Bedlington’s legs, but it only needs
a glance at the Dandie to show that he is a dog reduced on the leg, for his
head and other proportions are those of a taller dog. James Davidson, the
Dandie Dinmont of Sir Walter Scott, is claimed to have written on a slip
of paper, dated 1800, that from a reddish bitch named Tarr and a light
shaggy dog named Pepper which he obtained from a Mr. Brown of Bonjed-
ward, he bred the race of dogs called Dandie Dinmont. This slip of paper
is alleged to have been sent by Davidson to the Hon. George D. Bailie of
Monteith and was brought to light by Mr. J. C. Macdona. A correspondent
of the London Field of January 30, 1869, writing as “ A Breeder Sportsman,”
stated that Tarr and Pepper were small dogs, members of a well-known
variety which ran from thirteen to eighteen pounds. He also states that
Davidson got another of the same variety from Rothbury on the Coquet,
where the breed was found in the greatest perfection, and this dog was also
used by Davidson in producing his Peppers and Mustards. Rothbury
on the Coquet was where the Bedlingtons came from originally and they
were first called Rothbury terriers.

Doubtless these were thoroughly game little dogs, but we venture to
think that we owe the Dandie Dinmont to the care of the clever breeders
of the Kelso and Hawick districts, who from the game dog possessing only
some general characteristics developed the dog of type and character which
we know as the Dandie Dinmont. .Davidson’s connection with the breed
was not that of an originator, for he merely bred on from a few dogs of a
well-known variety. Beyond desiring to get a small, thoroughly game dog
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for vermin there is nothing known of Davidson’s ideas or whether he had
anything like a fixed type in his breeding. That we imagine came when
the variety was taken up by a later generation. We must also take into
consideration that Davidson was only one of many who undoubtedly had
these terriers, and it is well known that he did not keep what he bred to
himself. Hence about all we owe to Davidson is the fact that Sir Walter
Scott’s mention of him as Dandie Dinmont gave the name to this variety.

Mr. E. Bradshaw Smith seems to have been the gentleman to whom
we owe the placing of the breed upon a firm footing, for he got hold of
a number of dogs from various owners who had descendants of the Hindlee
dogs and bred up to a standard. Mr. Locke was another who did much
for the breed some years ago. At present the Dandie seems very strong
in England and Scotland, and at the recent show at Altrincham, where
Mrs. Lloyd Rayner judged, there were no less than fifty-five entries.

In America the Dandie has never achieved populanty. Now and
again we come across a specimen, but how few there are and have been is
well shown by the fact that for ten years the total registrations of the breed
with the Kennel Club has been but five, and for the past five years only two
have been shown throughout the entire country. It looks as if we meet
once more with the evidence that Americans are not prone to take hold
of curiosities when there are other breeds which possess more taking qual-
ities. There is nothing the Dandie can do that other varieties of terrier
cannot also accomplish, and others possess attractions the Dandie does
not. You can lead the American to the dog show easily enough, but he
is not going to be cajoled into buying what he does not fancy. The result
is therefore that the Dandie has no history in this country and the little
we have said regarding the breed is all that is necessary, coupled with
the extravagantly long descriptive particulars of the Dandie Dinmont
Club standard.

DescripTivE PARTICULARS

Head —Strongly made and large, not out of proportion to the dog’s
size; the muscles showing extraordinary development, more especially the
maxillary. :

Skull.—Broad between the ears, getting gradually less towards the
eyes and measuring about the same from the inner corner of the eye to
back of skull as it does from ear to ear; forehead well domed. The head
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drop from top of loins to root of tail; both sides of backbone well supplied
with muscle.

Belly.—Slightly drawn up.

Body.—Long, strong and flexible; ribs well sprung and round. Length
from top of shoulder to root of tail should not be more than twice the dog’s
height, but preferably one or two inches less.

Fore legs.—Straight and short, with immense muscular development
and bone; set wide apart, the chest coming well down between them.
Bandy legs are objectionable. The hair on the fore legs and feet of a blue
dog should be tan, varying according to the body colour from a rich tan to
a pale fawn; of 2 mustard dog they are of a shade darker than its head,
which is creamy white. In both colours there is a nice feather, about two
inches long, rather lighter in colour than the hair on the fore part of the
leg.

Hind legs.—A little longer than the fore ones, and are set rather wide
apart, but not spread out in an unnatural manner. Thighs well developed,
the hair of the same colour and texture as the fore legs, but having no
feather nor dew claws.

Feet—Fore feet well formed and not flat, with very strong brown or
dark coloured claws. Flat feet are objectionable. The hair on the fore
feet of a blue dog should be tan, varying according to the body colour from
a rich tan to pale fawn. Of a mustard dog, they are of a shade darker
than its head, which is creamy white. Hind feet much smaller; the whole
claws should be dark, but the claws vary in shade according to the colour
of the dog’s body.

T ail.—Rather short, say from eight to ten inches and covered with
wiry hair of darker colour than that of the body. The hair on the under
side being lighter in colour and not so wiry, with a nice feather two inches
long, getting shorter as it nears the tip; rather thick at the root, getting
thicker for about four inches, then tapering off to a point. It should not be
curved or twisted but should come up with a regular curve like a scimitar,
the tip when excited being in a perpendicular line with the root of the tail.
It should be set on neither too high nor too low. When not excited it is
carried gaily a little above the level of the body. },

Coat.—Two inches long, that from skull to root of tail a mixture of
hardish and soft hair, which gives a sort of crisp feel to the hand. The
hard hair should not be wiry; the coat is what is termed pily or pencilled.
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CHAPTER XXXV
Tae SkYE TERRIER

HE terriers of the North of Scotland are so similar in their
bodily appearance as to admit of little doubt that they
are well established varieties of the same family. We
refer to the Skye terrier and what is now known as the
Scottish terrier. There can be no question that the family
is a very old one, probably the oldest of all the terriers.

Lieutenant-Colonel Charles Hamilton Smith, who wrote the two volumes on

the dogs, wolves and foxes, for the Naturalists’ Library, published in

1840, draws attention to the fact that the Agasseus of Oppian is not

the gazehound mentioned by early English writers. Agasseus was a

rendering of the old Celtic word agass, which simply meant dog, and

Oppian describes them as “Crooked, slender, rugged and full eyed.”

Oppian’s description has been quoted as being a reference to the

beagle, bat Lieutenant-Colonel Hamilton Smith decides that on the

whole the above description, together with what follows concerning
the powers of scent, is more applicable to the native terrier. That
authority also held that the agassei were what were called in old English

Teasers, and says: “Although the Celtic agass denotes simply a dog, it

may be observed that the modern French agacer, to tease, to provoke, is

neither of Latin or Frankish origin, and therefore most likely is derived
from an original Gallic root. The meaning of the verb is perfectly applica-
ble to this ancient lurcher, and to the large terriers still used in the German
hunting packs for the purpose of rousing or provoking the wild boar from
his lair and make him break cover. Ridinger figured this ancient dog
under the name of sau-finder, and our diminutive terrier, particularly
the Scottish rough-haired breed, is therefore the race we look upon as the
most ancient dog of Britain, though the opinion that would make it in-
digenous is very questionable. These lurcher terriers, or agassei, were
originally all more or less buff or sandy coloured, with rugged and coarse
hair, pointed ears, hairy tail, short legged, but of very high courage, grappling
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with any animal, bull, bear, wolf, or badger, and displaying extraor-
dinary dexterity in the destruction of vermin, qualities which they still
retain in the utmost perfection.”

Colonel Hamilton Smith gives no further details of the terriers, but
gives four illustrations, one of an Isle of Skye terrier and three terriers
he specifies as Scottish, of which the latter do not concern us at present.
At that time the Skye terrier was thoroughly well known throughout the
United Kingdom, Queen Victoria having specimens of the breed, an ex-
ample which was followed by many of her faithful “people.”

To account for the length of coat on the Skye terrier we have the
usual statement as to introduced crosses, some alleging that poodles from
wrecked ships of the Spanish Armada were crossed on the native dogs
and thus produced the longer coats. It must not be supposed that the
length of coat mentioned by Stonehenge and those who wrote at that period
was anything like what we are now accustomed to see, and a little common
sense in appreciating what modern fanciers have accomplished within
thirty years will also enable the reader to understand that the many years
of the breed’s existence before it became known would permit of the added
length of coat by a very limited amount of selection and following of fancy
in developing a dog with a moderate length of coat from such a dog as we
now have in the Scottish terrier. One has only to go back some twenty
years to find in the English kennel papers letters of protest against the length
of coat of show specimens of that date as being altogether wrong in the
Skye terrier, yet they would be considered out of coat nowadays.

What is really of more importance than coat in the way of change is
the ear carriage. Twenty-five years ago the drop-eared Skye was the correct
thing, and a Mr. Pratt of Paddington had a splendid kennel of this variety.
The erect-eared dogs were then unfashionable, and Stonehenge repudiated
them, but the tide turned and so far as this country is concerned we cannot
recall when we saw a drop-eared Skye. They still have them in England,
but they are now in as much of a minority as the pricked-eared ones were in
Mr. Pratt’s time, thirty years ago.

The term Skye, as applied by the American public not conversant
with details of breeds, covers a larger field than any other name inthe
dog world, and although this is not so much the case as it was a few years
ago, yet it is necessary to say that the small long-coated terriers are not
Skyes, but are mainly of Yorkshire extraction. The Skye is a dog weighing
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over twenty pounds in modern specimens—MTr. Pratt’s terriers ran from
fourteen up to eighteen pounds, but they would now be considered far
too small—and it is not unlikely that some of the large English dogs
run well over twenty pounds. The predominating colour is a dark
blue, though some show greyish, the coat being a mixture of white hairs
running through the black. Whatever the colour is, however, it should
be uniform over the head and body, and not show lighter on the head
than it is elsewhere. The shape of the body is long, and he is low on
the leg, with plenty of substance for his size. The improperly called
Skyes are small pets, with silver body colour, flaxen heads and tan
legs, and the body is squarer on the legs. This information is not
published for dog experts, but to correct a widely held but erroneous idea
in this country that these little imperfect specimens of Yorkshire terriers
are Skyes.

The Skye terrier has never been taken to kindly by fanciers in the
United States, and those who have gone in for them have never kept them
for any length of lime. This we attribute to the difficulty in keeping them
in coat in our warm climate and the amount of attention called for to keep
show specimens in proper condition., The one American exception is in
the case of Mr. Caverhill of Montreal, who for several years has shown
many excellent Skye terriers, some of them imported and others of his own
breeding. The Swiss Mountain Kennels also had one or two very good
Skyes a few years ago, but gave up the breed after a brief trial. Going
back to earlier times we can only recall one exhibitor who was at all
prominent for any length of time, and that was Mr. Sanderson of West
Philadelphia, who was very successful at shows held twenty years ago, and
Sanderson’s Jim and his kennel mates had things their own way wherever
shown.

At the last New York show there was not a Skye on exhibition; in 1904
there was but one and in 1903 there were six. Mrs. Robert H. McCurdy’s
Wolverley Wallie was the winner in dogs from Mr. Caverhill’s home-bred
Moorland Lad and in third place we had the patriarch Arden II., who then
made his last annual appearance at the advanced age of eleven years.
In the bitch class Mr. Caverhill took first and second with sisters to Moorland
Lad, named Queen and Silver Ray. All of these were prick-eared Skyes,
as indeed have been all exhibited here, to the best of our recollection, though
we do not state this as a positive fact.
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The points of the Skye terrier are not very elaborately described in the
standard, and are not very much in evidence in the dog, which to the eye
is all hair upon a long and low body.

The standard adopted by the Skye Terrier Club of England is as
follows:

DescrIPTIVE PARTICULARS

Head.—Long, with powerful jaws and incisive teeth, closing level, or
upper just fitting over under. Skull wide at front of brow, narrowing
between ears and tapering gradually towards muzzle, with little falling in
between or behind the eyes. Eyes hazel, medium size, close set. Muzzle
[nose] always black. :

Ears—When pricked, not large, erect at outer edges and slanting
toward each other at inner from peak to skull. When pendent, larger,
hanging straight, lying flat and close at front.

Body.—Pre-eminently long and low, shoulders broad, chest deep,
ribs well sprung and oval shaped, giving flattish appearance to sides. Hind-
quarters and flank full and well developed. Back level and slightly
declining from top of hip joint to shoulders. Neck long and gentlv
crested.

T ail.—When hanging, upper half perpendicular, under half thrown
backward in a curve. When raised, a prolongation of the incline of the
back, and not rising higher nor curling up.

Legs.—Short, straight and muscular. No dew claws. Feet large and
pointing forward.

Coat.—Undercoat short, close, soft and woolly. Overcoat long, aver-
aging five and one-half inches, hard, straight, flat and free from crisp or
curl. Hair on head shorter, softer and veiling forehead and eyes; on ears,
overhanging inside, falling down and mingling with the side locks, not
heavily, but surrounding the ear like a fringe and allowing its shape to ap-
pear. Tail also gracefully feathered.

Colour.—Dark or light blue or grey, or fawn with black points. Shade
of head and legs approximating that of body.

Weight—Average, dog eighteen pounds; bitch sixteen pounds.
No dog should be over twenty pounds, nor under sixteen pounds;
no bitch should be over eighteen pounds nor under fourteen
pounds. ;
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Size: Height with length and propor-
tions, 10 inches high, 5§ points; 9
inches high, 10 points; 83 inches high,
ISR DOITIES: . Sttt e g P S St a s,

Head: Skull and eves............. 10

Jawstand teethizg s TSl L. 5

Ears: Carriage, with shape, size and
(o Bgs SRk A etes el /o

Body: Back and neck ............ 10

Chest and ribs............. 5

ScaLe oF Points

x5

I5

10

Tail: Carriage and feather.......... 10
Legs: Straightness and shortness. .. .5
S R R T e A b R A 5 10
@oat- Tardiress g T s T 10
R K ICE ST S < ot Lo s oo 5
Eengthrrssts s ies i o 10500 5 20
Colour and Condition .............. kS
ilotall § S0l s Ty s e 100

Penalties—Over extreme weight to be handicapped five points per
pound of excess. Over or under shot mouth to disqualify. Doctored ears
or tails to disqualify. No extra value for greater length of coat than five
and one-half inches. Not to be commended under a total of sixty points,
highly commended under sixty-five points or very highly commended
under seventy points, and to receive no specials under seventy-five points.
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s SCQTCH TERRIER ” «A WHITE TERRIER” “A SCOTCH TERRIER”

¢ S :I‘l}‘cse two illustrations are from Sir William Jardine’s ¢ Natural History,” 1840,
““** the dog volumes IX.and X. being contributed by Lieut.-Col. Chas. Hamilton Smith

“THE SKYE TE

From a painting by A. Cooper, R. A., probably 183¢; may
have been earlier. Cooper lived 1787-1868

1K 1.‘. Y e 0 T L
CH. THE LAIRD
Property of the Craigdarroch Kennels, and doubtless the best Scottish terrier shown in this country




CHAPTER XXXVI
THE ScortisH TERRIER

— 1IHOUGH undoubtedly a very old breed, the Scottish terrier
R8Il is quite modern so far as knowledge of the variety outside
of restricted sections of northern Scotland is concerned.
Before taking up the history of the Scottish terrier we
: must first ask our readers to thoroughly understand that
not a word Was ever written regarding this breed till about 1880. One
can find no end of information about the Scotch terrier, but that was a
different dog altogether. Dalziel in “British Dogs,” 1880, expressed regret
that such a useful dog as the Scotch terrier had not been taken up and
made something of, and he described it as a rough-haired sandy dog, though
they came darker. Dalziel was a Dumfrieshire man, if we are not mistaken,
and described the dog just as we remember it from our boyhood. He
stood fairly well upon his legs and ran about fifteen pounds as a usual
thing. He was rough-coated all over, body and head, a somewhat bristly
coat that stood out and was dense as well. That was the dog that was
everywhere known as the Scotch terrier. The brace of terriers drawn by
Smith gives a good idea of the dog, and so does Spink’s Bounce in Stone-
henge’s group illustration, shown in the introduction to the terrier family,
Chapter XXVI., only that there is a little too much lay down about his
coat. There is no doubt, however, that the term Scotch was decidedly an
elastic one and Lieut. Colonel Hamilton Smith gives no less than three
Scotch terriers, all differing, and not one the present-day Scottish terrier.
One looks like a drop-eared Skye, another like the low, rough black and
tan of England, while the head of Fury is more like the little rat killer that
Dalziel wrote about and we also knew.

Landseer introduced small, short-haired terriers in some of his High-
land paintings, a mongrelly lot, such as St. John mentions in his ¢« Wild
Sports of the Highlands,” written about 1844, as accompanying the high-
land fox, or tod hunter “a miscellaneous ta:l of terriers of every degree.”
St. John does not discriminate in his use of Skye and Highland in his
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illustration of a Scottish terrier, labeled “Mr. J. Gordon Murray’s Skye
terrier Otter.”

Then ensued a war fought with all the stubborn determination of
the Scotchman when he is sure his cause is just. “This west country dog
is only an Aberdeen terrier and must be known as such.” “Not at all, the
Aberdeen terrier is merely a stray from the western highlands and must
be called Highland terrier.”” Thus they argued and wrote till someone
suggested that as it was all Scotland anyway, why not call them Scottish
terriers? This not being a victory for the opposition each side agreed, and
thereby came the name of Scottish for the game little “Die hard.”

There was also a discussion as to the ears being erect or tipping like
a collie’s, but that was settled in favour of the straight ear, although the
old standard says they may be pricked or half pricked. After which
all parties settled down to the business of breeding and improving the
Scottish terrier and pushing it into a prominent position worthy of its
national name. That they have succeeded in so doing the records attest,
and the Scottish terrier is one of the most popular in England at the present
time. In the early days of the fancy across the Atlantic the late Captain
Mackie was very prominent in its support, and another who did much good
work in the same direction was Mr. H. J. Ludlow, to whom is due the credit
of breeding no less than twelve English champions.

The Scottish terrier’s career in this country has not been a bed of
roses, but rather on the order of the national “flower” of its own country.
It was taken up with a vim by Mr. Brooks and Mr. Ames of Boston, and
one or two others some years ago, but there was no getting the public to take
to it. It did not attract, hence there was no popularity and we can recall
the time when Mr. Brooks could not even give some of his young stock
away. After that the ebb tide ran out so far that it looked as if it would
never turn to flood again, but along came a Westerner with a reserve stock
of enthusiasm, and back came the Scottie with a rush that carried it to a
well earned high-water mark. A club was established and the breed put
on a substantial foundation, thanks to the energy of Dr. C. Fayette Ewing
of St. Louis.

To go back to the beginning of the Scottie in America means the
recording of the importations of Mr. John H. Naylor of Chicago, the pioneer
exhibitor of the breed, who was showing Tam Glen and Bonnie Belle in
1883. His next importation was Heather, and at New York in 1884 Heather
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beat Tam Glen in the class for rough-haired terriers. This brace did good
service for Mr. Naylor, but of course they were not quite up to modern
show form, though good little dogs and typical.

From a class for rough-haired terriers, the New York classification
advanced to Scotch and hard-haired terriers, and in that class as late as
1886 Mr. Prescott Lawrence showed two Airedales, the only entries. In
1888 a class for Scotch failed to secure an entry. In 18go three entries
were made, “Scotch” Bailey showing the winner in Meadowthorpe
" Donald, with Mr. Naylor’s latest importation, Rosie, in second place.
So far the fancy had dragged along, but now the Toon and Symonds com-
bination took up the importation of terriers and Kilstor was shown by
them in 1891, taking first at New York and five other shows. For 1892 the
same firm had Scotch Hot for first at New York, defeating Kilstor, next to
whom came Glenelg, shown by Mr. T. H. Garlick, of Philadelphia, who
still keeps in touch with the breed and frequently officiates in the distribu-
tion of awards, though he is more of a wire-haired terrier man now.

With 1892 came the boom in the breed, and the Wankie Kennels, which
was the exhibiting name of the Messrs. Brooks and Ames, began a most
successful career. In the kennel were such good dogs as Kilroy, Kilcree,
Culbleau and others, and at New York in 1893 all three first prizes went
to the Wankie Kennels, the classification being a mixed challenge class
and two open classes. Toon and Symonds then got Tiree and Rhudu-
man and it was not long before the Wankie Kennels concluded to purchase
the pair. Tiree was a grand little dog, and we are under the impression
that he won a special for the best in the show at Philadelphia in 1893,
though the catalogue has no mention of such a special.

The year 1895 at New York marked a high record for the breed, when
no fewer than thirty-nine Scottish terriers were shown. Two American
bred classes, the first for any breed, if we mistake not, since the old times
of “native” setters. In these classes fourteen of the fifteen were duplicate
entries and two puppies were also duplicates, raising the total entry to
fifty-five. Of the thirty-nine dogs, sixteen were from the Brooks-Ames
kennel and seven from the Newcastle Kennels of Mr. J. L. Little, and these
exhibitors took fifteen of the nineteen prizes awarded, Mr. Little’s modest
share being a first and a third in open dogs, his first prize winner being
Bellingham Bailiff, quite a successful dog in his day.

The natural result followed this one-sided distribution of the prize
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money and three years later we find the entry reduced to nine dogs and
bitches. Mr. Brooks had retired by this time, but Mr. Ames took all three
firsts that were awarded, that in the novice class being withheld, in which
he however took second and third. He left only two second prizes to his
opponents. This was Mr. Ames’s last entry at New York. In 1899
Dr. Ewing made his first exhibit at New York, sending on entries of Loyne
Ginger and Romany Ringlet, both English winners, although Loyne Ginger
was then decidedly past his prime. The following year saw the importation
of two very good terriers which found their way to the Newcastle Kennels;
Newcastle Model and Newcastle Rosie, both of which won firsts at New
York and did well elsewhere. There was not much life in the breed
however, though those interested soon woke up or were aroused to the
advisability of doing something. Dr. Ewing in the most energetic manner
took hold of the formation of a club to look after the interests of the breed,
and what can be done by concentrated effort was well shown by the entry
at New York for 19o1, when thirty-one dogs were entered, duplicates
raising the entry to about fifty. Dr. Ewing won high honours with a
puppy of his own breeding, Nosegay Sweet William, the prefix being his
adopted kennel name. Another prominent winner on this occasion. was Mrs.
Brazier, who now shows as the Craigdarroch Kennels, and has ever since
that year played a leading part as the prominent exhibitor of the breed.
Other exhibitors during the past few years have been Mrs. G. S.
Thomas, the Brandywine Kennels, A. J. Maskrey, the Sandown Kennels of
Mrs. E. S. Woodward, Mrs. George Hunter and Mrs. H. T. Foote, while
there are quite a number of exhibitors who have but one or two dogs that
they enter at many shows in the East. It is surprising to note how exceed-
ingly popular the Scottie is with exhibitors who are prominent in other
breeds, but take to the perky little customer as a house dog. Of course
these exhibitors want good dogs, and these they also show and thus help to
swell the entries. The result is that the Scottish terrier is vastly more
popular than many imagine, and at New York this year the 1895 individual
entry of thirty-nine was beaten by two, while the total entry with duplicates
was forty dogs and twenty-one bitches. As illustrative of the success of the
Craigdarroch Kennels it is only necessary to state that in the open dog class
Mrs. Brazier had three dogs with the prefix of champion and two in the open
bitch class had also the same title. Some of them are getting on in years
and were then exhibited in all likelihood for the last time, but that grand
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dog The Laird is still not only able to win in his breed, but is a factor when
it comes to a special for the best in the show.

Enough has been said to show that the Scottish terrier has made his
way by his own merits to a warm corner in the hearts of his admirers, and
that he is gradually growing in the estimation of the public and this not on
account of any special attractiveness, but his smartness and cleverness as a
companion and house dog. Guid gear goes in mickle bundles, isa Scotch
proverb which applies most appropriately to this excellent little terrier.
We ought to emphasise the word little by way of warning against any
increase of size in this dog, for he is the smallest of the working terriers and
must be kept so.

The illustrations we give of dogs here and abroad, together with the
descriptive particulars in the standard, render it unnecessary to go into
details as to the points of the Scottish terrier.

DEscripTivE PARTICULARS

Skull.—Proportionately long, slightly domed, and covered with short
hard hair about three-quarters of an inch long or less. It should not be
quite flat, as there should be a sort of stop or drop between the eyes.

Muzzle—Very powerful and gradually tapering toward the nose,
which should always be black and of a good size. The jaws should be
perfectly level and the teeth square, though the nose projects somewhat
over the mouth, which gives the impression of the upper jaw being longer
than the under one.

Eyes.—Set wide apart, of a dark hazel colour; small, piercing, very
bright and rather sunken.

Ears.—Very small, prick or half prick, but never drop. They should
also be sharp pointed; the hair on them should not be long, but velvety, and
they should not be cut. The ears should be free from any fringe at the top.

Neck—Short, thick and muscular; strongly set on sloping shoulders.

Chest.—Broad in comparison to the size of the dog, and proportionately
deep.

Body.—Of moderate length, not so long as a Skye’s, and rather flat
sided, but well ribbed up and exceedingly strong in hindquarters.

Legs and feet.—Both fore and hind legs should be short and very
heavy in bone, the former being straight or slightly bent and well set on
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under the body, as the Scottish terrier should not be out at elbows. The
hocks should be bent and the thighs very muscular; the feet strong and
thickly covered with short hair, the fore feet being larger than the hind ones,
and well let down on the ground.

The tail—Which is never cut, should be about seven inches long,
carried with a slight bend and often gaily.

T be coat.—Should be rather short, about two inches, immensely hard
and wiry in texture and very dense all over the body.

Size.—About sixteen to eighteen pounds for a bitch and eighteen to
twenty pounds for a dog.

Colours.—Steel or iron grey, brindled or grizzled, black, sandy and
wheaten. White markings are objectionable and can only be allowed on
the chest, and that to a small extent.

General appearance. —The face should wear a very sharp, bright,
active expression and the head should be carried up. The dog (owing to
the shortness of his coat) should appear to be higher on the legs than he
really is, but at the same me he should look compact and possessed of
great muscle in the hindquarters. In fact, a Scottish terrier, though
essentially a terrier, cannot be too powerfully put together. He should
be from nine inches to twelve inches in height.

Faults.—Muzzle either under or over hung; eyes large or light coloured;
ears large, round at the points, or drop; it is also a fault if they are too
heavily covered with hair. Coat: Any silkiness, wave or tendencies to
curl are a serious blemish, as is also an open coat. Size: Any specimens
over twenty pounds should not be encouraged.

It should be the spirit and purpose of the judge in deciding the relative
merits of two or more dogs to consider the approximation of nature to the
standard rather than the effect of artificiality.

ScaLE oF Points

DRI . ettt b 5 - “Lagelatdiaer LGl 10
Bluzge | . Taatnst L L v IR | TR S ST T 2}
SR o0 . ¢ B E ContA ST, . Totealis: 15
ARSPEIRE: = e L 85 SIS I 10
INTCNR. /.. o, © . ot 5 Colguag g o VRS 2 2%
Ehegh. o018 L L 5 General appearance..... 10
| S S 15 AL









AdOL SNOSNIMLV ILId SAHAIANVITOH

JISSId SCAINIIM

HdT SSTTAM XV STIVH NOL SadvNavd

- - g




CHAPTER XXXVII

Tue WELsH TERRIER

IIHE rough black and tan terrier which in the introduction to
the terrier family we have shown to have been the oldest
and best known of all the English terriers has most inap-
propriately received the name of Welsh terrier. When
—————d the first effort was made to revive this terrier and save it
from oblivion it was called the Old English wire-haired black and tan
terrier, a most cumbrous title. Under that name classes were made at var-
ious English shows and very shortly claims were made on behalf of Wales
as the home of the variety, and at some shows the classification was made
for Welsh in place of using the longer title. It was several years before the
Kennel Club decided to admit the terrier to the stud book, and as there was
still this diversity of nomenclature the club in the stud book covering 1885
added Class LIIIL,, for “Welsh (or old English, wire-haired black and tan)”
terriers, and of the six terriers then admitted five were English owned and
one hailed from the Principality. In the following year the same title was
given, with the omission of the parentheses. In 1887 the title was changed
to Welsh terrier, and we find, by reference to the old classification for
“Broken-haired and Scottish terriers,” that for a year or two such owners
as did not enter their dogs as Welsh had them put in that class. That
this was not altogether satisfactory is shown by the stud book for 1889,
in which there is an independant classification for old English terriers.
Finally that was given up and Welsh became the sole title. That a good
deal of diversity of opinion existed is further shown by there being twenty-one
entries of old English terriers in the 1889 volume. At the time that there
were classes for Old English and also for Welsh terriers one dog was
shown in both classes at a Darlington show and won first in each!

That Wales has no special claim to this variety is beyond question,
for there are far too many descriptions of the dog written between 1500 and
1800 by men who did not know anything about the dogs of Wales, but were
well acquainted with the dogs of the eastern part of England to admit of
515
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giving the dog a sectional name indicative of its being exclusively Welsh.
There is, however, no means of changing the name now, except by action
of the English Kennel Club, and that it is not likely to undertake at this
late day, so that it will have to be accepted as the Welsh terrier in this
country. 7

Mr. Prescott Lawrence, who seemed to have a penchant for acting as
one of the pioneers of introduced terrier breeds, was the first exhibitor of
Welsh terriers in this country, and to accommodate him the committee of the
New York show of 1888 put on an added class for Welsh terriers and he
entered T other and Which. At that early day for Welsh terriers “all coons
looked alike” to most of us and it was only by seeing them together that you
could tell one from the other of this aptly named brace, for Which was the
better of the two by a small margin. The Hornell-Harmony Kennels got
a few before the New York show of 1891 and the entry that year numbered
five, with Which leading the best of the Hornell entry. In two years the
breed died out entirely and although one or two were shown in 1900 it was
not until 19o1 that there was any sign of reviving interest, and then came
an entry of fifteen in two classes. A little local rivalry seems to have taken
hold of two or three exhibitors and the late Mr. Denton and Mr. B. S.
Smith, together with the Misses De Coppet, Mr. R. W. C. Ellison of Phila-
delphia, and Mr. E. S. Woodward, became interested in Welsh terriers.
The opportunity was taken, mainly through the efforts of Mr. Smith, to start
a club to foster the breed, and five classes being put on at New York in 1go2
there was quite a respectable entry. This was added to in 1903, when a
total of twenty-five entries was made, and that has been approximately
the result at the two succeeding shows.

A difficulty in the way of progress in this breed was the very erratic
judging exhibitors had to put up with, each judge that handled the breed
in turn having an opinion that did not harmonise with what had been done
by his predecessors. One man wanted a Welsh terrier with a long foreface,
while the next one went in for what he called the Welsh expression, and a
short head suited him better if he got the right look about it. Another
thing was that there was not a great deal of uniformity of type about the dogs,
and altogether the work done was not very satisfactory. This is always
apt to be the case with a comparatively new breed, especially when dogs
are picked up as most of the Welsh importations were.. We think that at
that time there was also a lack of uniformity in the judging abroad, and this
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added to variety in the importations. However, we seem to have reached
a stage where there is concentration along better defined lines, where judges
have not to pick and choose between a widely different lot of dogs, but devote
their attention to selection from classes showing more uniformity. This
makes a great deal of difference in considering the prospects of a compara-
tively new breed.

The advent of Major Carnochan as a competitor was a very welcome
addition to the list of exhibitors, particularly as he got most of his importa-
tions from Mr. Walter S. Glynn, who, if anyone, was the leading exhibitor
in England until he sold out his kennel a short time ago. Mr. Glynn
had bred Welsh terriers for a number of years and they naturally came
truer to a uniform type and bred truer. Another English breeder from
whom a good many dogs have come is Mr. T. H. Harris, whose prefix of
Senny is very well known here now. The Misses de Coppet having Senny
Dragon and Dr. Benson, a new recruit in 1905, has been very successful
with Senny King.

We do not anticipate any meteoric advance in the Welsh terrier, for
he fails somewhat in the attraction of colour, such as is to be found in some
other breeds of terriers, his black and tan coat being a little sombre, but he
will grow in favour, for those who have the breed are staunch fanciers and
their numbers are being added to all the time. He is not a quarrelsome
dog, but sensible and intelligent, and possessed of all the game or “varmint”
qualities one wants in a companion or house dog. We remember being
struck when visiting Mr. George S. Thomas at his extensive kennels at
Hamilton, Mass., by seeing him return from a short trip afield with his
gun and two braces of terriers, wire-haired fox and Welsh, the proceeds
of the absence being a brace of grouse. With so many terriers to select
from for this purpose of grouse shooting we asked why he took these, and
he said he preferred them to any of the others, as they adapted themselves
to the sport better and stuck to it.

The Welsh terrier is a medium-sized dog, smaller than the Irish terrier
and more approaching the size of the fox terrier. He should have all the
make-up of a sound terrier in front, feet, back and body, but he should be
preserved from any exaggeration in head. That is where the Welsh comes
in. He should not have a square or long foreface and the right expression
should be the main object sought for, and that of this terrier is intelligence,
with a dash of keenness as becomes a terrier. Although he is commonly
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black and tan he is not a colour breed in the sense that the smooth black
and tan is, and he varies to grizzle in back, while the tan varies in depth of
colour. In other words, colour is a secondary consideration to character
and conformation, though the standard bears evidence of novice handiwork
in laying too much stress on some very minor colour points, such for instance
as black below the hocks disqualifying, while white on the feet does not.

Of late we have seen an inclination to admit rather large dogs to
high honours and this we think a mistake. The size of this terrier should
be carefully looked after as an important feature of the breed. Large dogs
have their use and place as producers of good constitution, but that does
not necessarily include blue ribbons in the show ring. The standard we
quote gives the average weight at twenty-two pounds, and that is decidedly
too high, in fact it should be the top limit of weight for this breed.

The following standard is that of the Welsh Terrier Club of America
which has been altered from that of the English club, strange to say, at
the suggestion of a prominent Englishman, who presumably having been
unable to get his own club to adopt his ideas secured the allegiance of a
foreign club through one or two friends.

DescripTivE PARTICULARS

Head.—The skull should be flat and rather wider between the ears than
the wire-haired fox terrier, and gradually decreasing in width to the eyes.
Not much stop should be apparent. The cheeks must not be full.

The ears should be V-shaped, small and of moderate thickness and
dropping forward close to the cheek, not hanging by the side of the head
like a foxhound’s.

The jaw, upper and under, should be strong and muscular, rather
deeper and more punishing than that of the fox terrier.

The nose, toward which the muzzle must gradually taper, should
be black, and the distance from the nose to the eye should be at least equal
to the distance from the eye to the bone at the top of the forehead.

The eyes should be dark in colour, small and rather deep set, full of
fire, life and intelligence, and, as nearly as possible, circular in shape.

The teeth should be, as nearly as possible, level, i. e., the upper teeth
on the outside of the lower teeth. The teeth not level, either undershot or
overshot, should be considered a disqualification.
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Neck.—The neck should be clean and muscular, without throatiness,
of fair length and gradually widening to the shoulders.

Shoulders.—The shoulders should be long and sloping, well laid back,
fine at the points and clearly cut at the withers. The chest should not be
broad, but should show good depth of brisket.

Back.—The back should be short, straight and strong, with no appear-
ance of slackness. The loin should be powerful and slightly arched.
The fore ribs should be moderately arched, the back ribs deep and the dog
should be well ribbed up.

Hind-quarters.—Should be strong and muscular, quite free from
droop or crouch; the thighs long and powerful; hocks near the ground, the
dog standing well upon them and not straight in the stifle.

Stern.—Should be set on moderately high, but no too gayly carried.

Legs—Viewed in any direction, the legs must be straight, showing
little or no appearance of an ankle in front. They should be strong in bone
throughout, short’and straight to the pastern. Both fore and hind legs should
be carried 'sttaight forward in travelling, the stifles not turned outward.
The feet should be round, compact and not large. The soles should be
hard and tough, with toes moderately arched and turned neither in nor out.

Coat.—The harder and more wiry the texture of the coat the better.
On no account should the dog look or feel wooly, and there should be no
silky hair about the poll or elsewhere. The coat should not be too long,
so as to give the dog a shaggy appearance.

Colour—The colour should be black and tan, or black, grizzle and
tan. The best colour is all tan head, all tan legs and jet black body. The
light, washed-out tan is objectionable and should handicap. White, in
small quantities on the chest or on the tips of the toes of the hind feet, does
not handicap. A large white spot on the chest, white on the front feet or
white on the hind feet or elsewhere should severely handicap. Black
below the hocks must disqualify. Black pencilling on the toes should
severely handicap.

Size.—The height at the shoulders should be about sixteen inches.
The dog must on no account be leggy nor must he be too short in the leg.
Weight must not be taken too much into account. Twenty-two pounds
should be considered a fair average weight in working condition, but this
may vary a pound or two either way, although dogs over twenty-four pounds
weight are not desirable.
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ScaLE oF Points

Head, ears, eyes, jaws..... 20 Colour. .S ¢ iL 2 10
Neck and shoulders..... . 10 General appearance and
Bodi . 200 et SN 10 character. ', Yl S I0
Loins and hindquarters . .. 10 Coat . ................. 15
Legs and feet ............ 15 -
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DisQuaLiFyING PoinTs

1. Nose white, cherry or spotted to a considerable extent with either
of these colours. 2. Ears.—Prick, tulip or rose. 3. Mouth.—Urdershot
or overshot. 4. Black colour below the hocks.
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CHAPTER XXXVIII

Tae BostoN TERRIER

©irag| L THOUGH the raw material was imported from England

@ the Boston terrier was “made in America,” and that within
the memory of men who are a far way from being in their
dotage. A little over thirty years ago Mr. Robert C.
Hooper of Boston purchased a dog from William O’Brien,
of that city, which became known in pedigrees as Hooper’s Judge. It is
supposed that this dog was imported, but nothing is known as to his breeding,
though he was undoubtedly of the half-bred bull and terrier type used for
fighting. He has been described as a dog well up on his legs, dark brindle,
with a blazed face and weighing a little over thirty pounds. From this
dog and a bitch of equally unknown pedigree, but showing more bulldog
in her formation, owned by Mr. Edward Burnett of Southboro, Mass., and
named Gyp, came the dog always known as Wells’s Eph. This dog is
described as weighing about twenty-eight pounds, dark brindle, evenly
marked with white on face. In type he favoured his dam, being low on
the legs. Wells’s Eph was bred to a bitch named Tobin’s Kate, of unknown
breeding, smaller than any of those already mentioned, her weight being
given as twenty pounds. Like the others she was a brindle, the shade being
a rich yellow or golden. One of the results of this mating was Barnard’s
Tom, who stands as the first pillar of the stud book in connection with
Boston terriers.

These dogs were not called Boston terriers, but were first of all lumped
in with the bull terriers. We have before us a copy of the first catalogue
of a Boston show, that of the Massachusetts Kennel Club of 1878, and in
it Class 31 was for bull terriers. There were eighteen entries, and among
them appear Barnard’s Nellie, white and brindle, three years, imported
stock, price $75. Mr. Barnard also entered his Kate, and another entry
is that of Atkinson’s Tobey, a brother of Barnard’s Tom. Tobey was then
ten months old and he was not the brilliant success at stud which.his brother

Tom was. Of course Mr. Prescott Lawrence had to dabble in this breed
52t
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as well as every other variety of terriers in their pioneer days, and he and
James Lawrence each had an entry of unknown parentage. James G.
Lathrop, the Harvard professor of athletics, had three entries, one of
which was by the Reed dog, as a dog owned by a man named Reed became
known. Mr. Lathrop also had a white bitch of Mr. James Lawrence’s
breeding, being by his Crab out of his Kate, a white bitch.

At the third show of the Massachusetts Kennel Club it was pretty
certain that white bull terriers of the English type would win, hence the entry
of the short-faced ones was light. Four entries of the local sort were made,
including Sandy, by Barnard’s Tom out of Higginson’s Belle, a bit of breed-
ing that after a few years was a desirable foundation to trace back to. The
next show at Boston was that of the present New England Kennel Club,
with Mr. J. A. Nickerson as a hard-working, enthusiastic secretary. He
was the first to follow the example set by the National Breeders’ show at
Philadelphia in November, 1884, of which we were manager, of a catalogue
with the printed awards. After that all shows of any prominence had to
do likewise. Mr. Nickerson had little use for cross-bred dogs and as the
show bull terrier was then well represented the local brindle dogs were
crowded out almost entirely. Finally, as the numbers increased and the
wished-for opportunity to exhibit became more frequently expressed the Bos-
ton show committee opened classes for “Round-headed bull and terriers, any
colour,” and the response was so good that the classes became fixtures.
In keeping with the name there was a kennel at Providence called the Round
Head Kennels, and the proprietors, Messrs. Boutelle and Bicknell, were very
successful. Starting with a third prize record in 1888, they managed by
good judgment to buy and breed Mike II., Sir Vera and two bitches named
Topsy, and win with them four firsts at Boston in 1890, and two seconds
with Jack and Gladstone.

Very shortly after this the Bostonians got together and formed a club,
the idea being to get recognition of the dog they were developing. Early
in 1891 an application was received from the “ American Bull Terrier Club”
of Boston for membership in the American Kennel Club and recognition
of the breed they represented. At that time we filled the position of active
working member of the Stud Book Committee and had a good deal of
correspondence with the club at Boston. We suggested that as their dog
was not a bull terrier at all and was only bred at Boston that it would be
better for the club to take the name of Boston Terrier Club. The result
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was that although the application had been made in the name of the
American Bull Terrier Club, Mr. Power, who had come on from Boston
to state personally what he could in favour of the application when it came
before the American Kennel Club, said, in conformity with our suggestions,
that on behalf of his club he desired to avoid all conflict with the Bull
Terrier Club or any other club and his fellow members were desirious of
changing the name to Boston Terrier Club, and in that name he made
application for admission. The club, however, did not admit the Boston
applicants until 1893. There is nothing of any great moment in this in-
formation, but as we have seen it stated that another person made the
suggestion of the name Boston, the facts might as well go on record.

Mr. Dwight Baldwin in his early history of the breed published in
the Boston Terrier Club book mentions some other importations which
assisted in forming the breed. Among them was the Reed dog already
mentioned, a dog of about twelve pounds, reddish brindle and white, rather
rough in coat. Another was the Perry dog, which was blue and white
and came from Scotland. This was possibly one of the Blue Paul terriers
bred down the Clyde, which were great fighting dogs. This one, however,
was said to have been but six pounds weight, so that rather knocks the Blue
Paul theory. Another dog from England was Brick, known as Kellem’s
Brick, a black spotted dog of eighteen pounds and a most determined
fighter. Another of the same sort was O’Brien’s Ben, a short-backed white
dog with brindle markings. These later importations were smaller than
the Hooper’s Judge style of dog and tended to lower the size, so that in the
1890 Boston classification there was a division by weight of under and over
twenty pounds for dogs and eighteen pounds for bitches.

As can be readily understood, there was no great regularity in the
type of these early dogs. Some favoured the bulldog, while others were more
on the terrier order. It was this lack of uniformity which led us to oppose
the admission of the club in 1893, and thereby recognise the breed. The
official report of our position is thus recorded in the dmerican Kennel
Gazette when reporting the fact that the three members of the Stud Book
Committee each held a different view: “For my own part I cannot bring
myself to favour admitting the dog. I would like to admit the club, but it
appears we have to take the dog too. The question for this club is, is it
a proper breed to admit to the stud book, and I cannot say I am in favour
of admitting it.”
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That that position was not altogether wrong we quote from the Gazette
of December, 1894, the case being the cancelling of a registration of a
Boston terrier which had a bulldog as a sire. The breeder of this com-
bination was Mr. W. C. Hook, who was also the person who passed upon
and approved pedigrees of the breed for acceptance in the stud book. He
was asked to explain, and in his answer said: “It is a well-known fact that
on account of inbreeding certain very important points of the Boston terrier
have become almost obsolete, namely, the broad, flat skull, rose ears and
short tapering tail, all bulldog characteristics, and to my mind the only
way to again bring them into prominence is to infuse the original bulldog
blood into our stock, which is now too strongly terrier. . . . At the next
Boston show we shall offer a premium for the best rose ears on a Boston
terrier, to encourage the breeding of the same. Very few indeed have any
approach to a rose ear, and as it is a bulldog characteristic I do not see
any other way to get it than to breed to the bulldog.” As chairman of the
Stud Book Committee we thus commented upon Mr. Hook’s letter, first
referring to the fact that the committee had not previously endorsed the
admission application: “The gentlemen representing the Boston Terrier
Club assisted their arguments most materially by producing photographs
of two or three generations of breeding, and other photographs to prove
the thorough establishment of type in the breed, and were most positive
in asserting that the Boston terrier could not be produced as a first cross.
Within a year we have Mr. Hook, so much of an authority on the breed as to
be chosen by his club to act as pedigree supervisor, informing us that
‘certain very important points of the Boston terrier have become almost
obsolete by inbreeding.” In contradiction to that peculiarity breeders
will be more apt to claim or admit that only by inbreeding can points be
established, and that if this has already become necessary in the case of the
Boston terrier it is not an ‘established breed’ in the sense used by the
American Kennel Club.” The result was that the Stud Book Committee
was put in charge of the matter and they arranged with the Boston Terrier
Club that only one cross should be permitted to a bulldog or terrier and that
only in the third generation. We can very well recall that at the meeting
at which this solution of the difficulty was accepted, February, 1895, we
unconditionally surrendered and stated that in no-breed then being shown
at Madison Square Garden was there more uniformity of type or such an
advance in that direction within two years, and that the Boston terrier
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deserved all the encouragement the American Kennel Club could
give it.

We have introduced the foregoing for present-day exhibitors, who
imagine that the cropped-eared, screw-tailed terrier they now show is the
original type of the Boston terrier. Remember that it is little more than ten
years since all that we have now recounted took place. Mr. Hook was
one of the oldest exhibitors of the round-headed bull and terrier and person-
ally knew the characteristics of all the old dogs. Following up this line we
give a copy of an undated letter of Mr. John P. Barnard’s which we have
had in our possession for many years. It was, we think, written about the
time of the Hook episode, and is addressed to Mr. William Wade of Pitts-
burg, who sent it to us at the time:

“Dear Mr. Wade: There have been no bulldogs or bull terriers used
in breeding the Boston terrier for the last twenty-five years. The original
dog, Hooper’s Judge, was a small dog, about thirty pounds weight, and was
very similar to my dog Mike. Wells’s Eph was a son of Judge, and was
bred to a bitch of a kind very common here twenty years ago. They were
brought out from England by men employed on English steamers. Thei
weights ran from ten to twenty pounds, and they were round-headed with
short, pointed noses. Dr. Watts of Boston has several old paintings of
this breed of dogs that are surely forty years old.

“My old dog Tom was bred from Eph out of one of these bitches and
he was the first dog to be put to stud. I bred him to a number of his
daughters, and by so doing established a breed that would breed to a type.

“Hooper’s Judge was the only dog that could possibly have had any
bulldog blood in him and none since will be found in the Boston terrier.

“I exhibited Tom in a show given by John Stetson before the Massa-
chusetts Kennel Club shows were held, and before a bulldog or a bull terrier
had ever been in Boston.

“The Boston terrier in my mind should be very close in appearance
to a small bulldog, with the exception of the lay-back of the bull. I differ
in this with the Boston Terrier Club, and claim that in trying to make the
breed fine they will lose skull and bone and the characteristics of the breed.

“Very respectfully yours, Joun P. Barnarp.”

Mr. Barnard was not quite correct in saying that at the time he wrote
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there had been no introduction of bulldog blood. That there was no
genuine bull terrier blood introduced we readily admit, for that would
have ruined the muzzle entirely, but quite a number of the dogs registered
up to 1898 showed bulldog lines. These we have got rid of so far as any-
thing in the record of registering with the Kennel Club is concerned.

We have, however, two of the best informed of the old breeders and
exhibitors, men who assisted most materially in the formation of the breed,
both asserting that it is a dog of bulldog type as opposed to that of the
terrier, yet the dog has been changed altogether from what they said it
should be. Mr. Hook was using the reversion to the bulldog to get back
the rose ear, and was advocating it in September, 1894. In May of the
following year the American Kennel Club Committee on Constitution and
Rules proposed the abolition of cropping dogs, yet no club more bitterly
opposed that than the Boston Terrier Club, because of interference with the
practices of its members, and that club and its members assisted materially
in defeating the measure. We are not giving this information with the
idea of taking sides as to whether the Boston terrier should be of bulldog
type or more terrier-like. That is for those interested in the breed to decide.
Our object is to state facts of history, and in this case to show that as late
as twelve years ago old members were regretting the change that was being
made in the breed. How good a dog would have been turned out if the
effort for improvement had been along the lines of bulldog front and body,
with rose ears and level mouth no one can say, but all will admit that if the
dog was not to belie its name it should not be a bulldog in general character
but a terrier, and that it is to-day in the main, with a lingering touch of the
bulldog here and there.

There yet remain some missing terrier attributes to which attention
should be directed. More regard should be paid to perfecting the legs and
feet. The fore legs should not only be straight in bone but look straight.
There is a tendency to too much spring in fetlocks and with that the usual
attendant flatness and openness of feet. These are decided objections in a
terrier. It is almost heretical, perhaps, to say anything against the twisted
and deformed apology for a tail which is considered such an absolute essen-
tial in this dog, but we cannot stand that in any terrier, when it comes to a
personal opinion. Mr. Hook in 1894 bred back to the bulldog to get
some disappearing properties, one being the ¢ short tapering tail "—see his
letter previously quoted. As a deformity we will always regard it, though
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judges have to bow to the ruling power of the Boston Terrier Club. The
members will permit us to recall the fact that it is not more than ten or
twelve years ago since double dewclaws were as much an essential in St.
Bernards, but a few then took up the cry that they were deformities and
not the essential which had been held by their advocates. It was actually
claimed that these loose, dangling claws on the hind legs assisted the dog
in walking on snow. Common sense prevailed and we hear no more of
them, so that perhaps when a new generation of Boston terrier breeders
realise that screw tails are a deformity they will also be bred out, and the
short, straight tail substituted. Even if the gnarled tail was not a deformity
it is not a terrier tail by any means. Lead in a long-tailed terrier with
the tail that is being bred for in the Boston terrier and how long would
the judge keep it in the ring?

We thus have ears changed from the rose ear of the bulldog to the
cropped ear of the terrier and the short, straight tail of the early specimens
to the gnarled tail of the extreme flat button type of the bulldog. In the
matter of colour there have also been some changes, and punctuation has
played a conspicuous part in published standards. We have books in which
it reads, “Any colour, brindle, or brindle and white, etc.” The late Dr.
Varnum Mott’s brochure on the breed renders it thus: “Any colour;
brindle, evenly marked with white strongly preferred.” The official
standard reading is, “Any colour brindle, evenly marked with white,
strongly preferred.” Finally Mr. Dwight Baldwin wrote to the American
Stockkeeper that he was the member of the standard committee who
drew up the colour clause and that the committee agreed that a Boston
terrier mlght be any colour and that the standard should read, “Any
colour; brindle, evenly marked with white, strongly preferred.” By and
by some mighty man of Boston will arise in his strength and we will have
this sentence correctly punctuated.

On the subject of size the tendency of late has been to a decrease
until we have got far too close to the regulation toy size of other terriers.
At first the club bitterly opposed this innovation, and it cannot be beyond
the memory of the youngest member of the club that the case of a club
having provided classes under fifteen pounds was carried before the American
Kennel Club, with a view towards having such classes prohibited. That
was done so recently that it is difficult to account for the club having already
changed the standard weight so as to admit of the very dogs the American
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Kennel Club was so urgently requested to prohibit from all shows. Of
course the American Kennel Club took no such action, basing the decision
on the ground that it did not recognise standards, that being a matter with
the show-giving club to do in its published schedule and conditions.

Recently we wrote somewhat in support of this reduction of weight on
account of the adaptability of the small size for pets, for which we were
taken to task by some breeders of influence on the ground that the Boston
terrier is a man’s dog and not a ladies’ pet. Most readily do we admit that
it originally was so, but the trend in this breed has been altogether a mer-
cenary one. Entirely fictitious values were created for these terriers some
years ago, and it will be remembered what a mixture of type was the result
of the rush of the Boston fancy to New York shows to reap the golden har-
vest. Very naturally buyers picked out attractive and pretty dogs and
the smaller Bostons have always been the ones that sold best, so that those
who were in the fancy only for what they could make out of it bred selling
dogs. Some came too small to show at the fifteen-pound limit and these
breeders were the ones who got the low-weight classes complained of as
above stated. Other shows put them on as well and finally the wish to
legitimatise these good-selling dogs and render them eligible for Boston
Terrier Club prizes became so strong that the low limit was put at twelve
pounds.

That these changes were made with any idea of benefiting the breed
no one will attempt to maintain, the object being purely mercenary. That
we will admit to the advocates of the Boston being a man’s dog. On the
other hand, however, the very advocates of this claim make no use of the dog
in any way except as a house pet. To come down to the hard-pan truth
the dog was originally a pit terrier. That was his only vocation as a man’s
dog, and it would be impossible to find one man in the club who would now
make use of him in that way. That day is past entirely, and the only thing to
consider is the future of the dog. The present limit is not likely to be the
final one unless some very decided action is taken, for the same causes
which brought about the extra classes outside the former limit will be likely
to develop again, and dogs as low as ten pounds will soon be plentiful
enough to permit of guaranteeing classes and, unless restricted, shows will
give them. Those opposed to any further reduction in standard weights
should now take action looking to that end, while they can get sufficient
support in their own club, otherwise a gradual change of opinion will put
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them in a position similar to what they were in when they were outvoted
at the recent change.

It is somewhat singular that just as we had concluded the foregoing
paragraph the mail brought us a letter from one of the sound members
of the Boston Terrier Club, a gentleman for whom we entertain the hlghest
opinion, not only for his knowledge of the breed, his prominent connection
with it as an exhibitor, but the excellence of his judgment. He writes
as follows: “Upon the horizon of the Boston terrier world the cloud no larger
than a man’s hand has appeared and surely it is increasing in size. More
and more clearly are we beginning to feel the pressure of the popular demand
for a smaller Boston terrier. The judges in the ring, the show classifications,
the very standard itself are each and all gradually yielding to the demand.
Can it be possible that at no distant day the market value of a specimen may
be inversely in proportion to its size? Let us trust not, and yet-we are
beginning to hear of abnormally small specimens selling for fabulous prices.

“This matter of size is in my opinion the pitfall which awaits the
Boston terrier unless there is a change in the direction of our progress.
Surely we ought to keep the division wide enough between the dog as we
have known him for ten years or more, and the tiny, shivering, bloodless
creatures we occasionally come across in other toys. Great reduction in
size means injudicious inbreeding, with the loss of intelligence, loss of
stamina, loss of reproductive powers which follow that course; in fine, the
loss of all that we most value in the breed.” :

This question of size seems to be the burning one at the present time,
but it is a matter in the hands of the club members, and if the majority are
breeders for the market and the purchasers want small dogs the reduction
will not stop where it is at present. If the majority as it now exists insist
upon no further reduction in the future it will be perfectly feasible for legis-
lation to that effect to be enacted by the club whereby the weight scale can
only be altered by such a large majority, say three-fourths of the members,
and only after due notice of such proposed change. Then the heavyweight
members should get up special prizes sufficient to induce breeding for a
larger dog. Club specials can also be withheld from shows giving classes
for dogs outside of the limits of weight laid down by the club.

In view of the close competition which has existed in this breed and
the continual changes in placing the dogs to suit the individual judgment
of the adjudicators we will devote the space which we have usually filled
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with a résumé of show doings to a communication from Mr. H. Tatnall
Brown regarding the breeding lines which have exercised an influence in
developing the Boston terrier to its present high standard.
« When after many applications the breed had been acknowledged
as established by the American Kennel Club the opinion of many of the
leaders differed, and these individual tastes and ideals naturally resulted
in the production of dogs dissimilar in characteristics, but the differences
were never carried to the length of anything approaching families or strains.
That calls for years of breeding with certain objects as of paramount im-
portance till they were established. But in all breeding, even where the
foundation does not seem secure for any dog, there will always be found one
or more gifted by a prepotency which lifts his progeny above the average,
and in scanning the history of the Boston terrier we find that four dogs stand
out pre-eminently in this respect. These are Buster, Tony Boy, Sullivan’s
Punch and Cracksman. If compelled to make a selection of one we should
feel inclined to say that the greatest of all was Buster, that grand old dog which
will ever be associated with the name of Mr. Alexander L. Goode of Boston.
¢ Buster, from a show standpoint, had many faults, being by no means a
typical Boston terrier, but the list of winners produced by him and his
progeny is phenomenal. Champion Monte, winner of seventy first and
special prizes and perhaps the greatest show dog of this breed that ever
lived, was a son of Buster, and he in turn demonstrated his ability to pass
on the blue blood of his sire by producing a long list of good ones, including
Champion Butte and Champion Colonel Monte, the former a sire of wonder-
ful prepotency and the latter one of, if not the greatest of present-day win-
ners. Among the many other splendid dogs sired by Buster we may mention
Champion Stephens’ Rex, Spotswood Banker, Maxine’s Boy, Broker,
Squantum Criterion, Dazzler, Pat G. and Rattler II. The last named two
are both sires of champions, Pat G. having produced Champion Patson,
while Rattler II. was the father of Champion Boylston Reina, considered
by many sound judges to be the best Boston terrier bitch of to-day. Follow-
ing in this line we might go further and show that a remarkable number
of typical dogs have Buster’s name in their family tree. Cracksman, the
present-day sire of champions, is himself a grandson of Champion Monte,
hence a descendant of old Buster.
“Almost contemporaneous with Buster was Tony Boy, owned by Mr.
Franklin G. Bixby of Boston. This dog stands at the head of what perhaps
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came nearer than any other to being a distinct strain. Tony Boy sired
Tony Boy, Jr., Tony Girl, Benny Boy, and Dandy Boy, and after them
in the next generation came Champion Miss Phyllis, Tony Boy IV., Benny
Boy, Jr., Teddy Boy, Dandy B., The Duke, The Monk and Bobs. While
not so prominent in the show ring as the offspring of Buster, yet this group
of dogs laid the foundation for a stock excelling in colour, rather small in
size, and with the much desired tail properties; qualities that had a marked
and beneficial influence upon the breed.

¢ No remarks concerning Boston terrier sires would be complete without
mention of that grand dog, Sullivan’s Punch. In spite of the handicap
of his colour—white with brindle head markings—he has proved himself
truly a marvel as a sire. From him we have had Champion Opal, Champion
Lord Derby and that popular favourite, Champion Lady Dainty, besides a
host of lesser lights, such as Sherlock Holmes, General Cronje, Spike, Dude
S. and Remlik Roi D’or. And now let us speak the magic name of Cracks-
man, the last of this great quartet of sires.

“ What are the achievements that entitle him to place in the Boston
Terrier Hall of Fame? Like Buster his laurels have not been gained in
the ring, but by his remarkable ability to produce descendants of the sound,
clean terrier type now so eagerly sought after. His early honours came
to him through the phenomenal success of his deservedly renowned daughter
Champion Remlik Bonnie, in her day and generation the queen of her sex.
Since then he has produced Champion Sportsman, Champion Oarsman
and Champion Eastover Lancelot, all top notchers. Another of his sons,
Kinsman, has made a reputation for the Cracksman blood by siring Kins-
man’s Belle and Champion Miss Kinsman; the last named gaining her
championship in record time by gaining first in her winners class at two
successive New York shows.

“A comparison of the immediate descendants of Buster with those of
Cracksman show some marked differences in the characteristics of the
two groups. The offspring of Buster were noted for their richness of colour,
their markings, their good tails and general style. They were all of good
courage and possessed the ability of showing well under the judge’s eye.
The Cracksman dogs, on the other hand are mostly lighter in colour,
running more into the golden brindles, but they excel in softness and size
of eye and in general expression. They are clean headed and clean limbed
dogs of great quality, but usually seem to lack the fire and vim that belong
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to the Buster stock.and form so attractive a part of Boston terrier character.
The legacy left breeders is the crossing of these four great producing lines
of blood to produce a resultant race of Boston terriers possessing the best
qualities of each and superior to all.”

The description of the Boston terrier in the club standard is so mis-
leading that its publication as indicative of what a present-day good dog is
would be inexcusable on our part. We have. therefore ventured upon the
troubled waters, and in conjunction with a few of the best votaries of the
breed have drawn up a description and scale of points, as follows:

DEscripTIVE PARTICULARS

Skull.—The old description of “broad and flat” is entirely misleading,
and 1s in no sense applicable to anything but the bulldog formation of skull,
whereas the Boston terrier was originally a “round-headed bull and terrier,”
neither flat-skulled, apple-headed nor domed. The main feature in the
skull is its squareness. The width from outside of eyes should be the same
as the width from outside edge of ears, and the depth from back edge of ear
to corner of eye. The flatness should only be on top of the skull, which
should be nicely rounded to meet the clean sides of the cheeks. The skull
should be carried back to the occiput without any sinking or dropping.

Faults: Domed or.apple-headed, or furrowed by a medial line. When
too long for the width or vice versa.

Stop.—The brow should be of a height sufficient to place the eyes
squarely in front of it, the stop or indenture well marked, but not too deep
or carried up too far.

ENE yes.—Round, dark; of good size and with a pleasing, confident
expression; set well apart and square across the brow, the outside corner
extending to the line of the cheeks.

Faults:  Small or sunken; too bold or prominent; showing white
or haw.

Ears—Cropped and cut clean to the side, well set up, the crop being
of good length, but not to the height of the longer headed black-and-tan
and bull terriers.  The ears when carried well up at attention should show
a perpendicular inner edge and stand directly behind the eyes, showing as
nearly as possible the same width between the ears as between the eyes.
Thinness of leather adds to the neatness of the ears.
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Muyzzle.—Nearly cubical, showing as closely as possible equal length,
depth and width. Of good bulk, coming out squarely from the stop and
carried out well to the nose, with plenty of “front”; sharply truncated.
Nose black, with well-developed nostrils and medial lines. Lip of fair
length, not so tight as the bull terrier’s, nor thick and pendulous like the bull-
dog’s; covering the teeth well. Jaws square and strong, the teeth sound,
preferably level; if undershot, not to the extent of showing any profusion of
under jaw when the mouth is shut.

Faults: Muzzle pointed or lacking depth; down-faced, or too much cut
out below the eyes; pinched nostrils; protruding teeth; weak lower jaw.

Neck—Of medium length, slightly arched and carrying the head
gracefully. In substance it should not show small as compared with the
size of the head, nor too heavy so as to dwarf the head.

Faults: Ewe-necked; throatiness.

Shoulders.—Not too heavy, but showing strength and well placed.
Brisket moderately wide, with elbows in line with point of shoulder.

Body.—Moderately short, with well-sprung ribs carried well back,
showing a cobby body but not chunky. Level back, only drooping slightly
to meet the low set-on of tail.

Faults: Flat ribs or narrow chest; long or slack loin; roach or wheel
back.

. Hindquarters—Well muscled and of good width, with not much bend
at stifles, neither so straight as the bulldog nor so bent as a good terrier, and
hocks not too low down. The feet should be straight in front of the hocks.

Faults: Cow-hocked; hind legs too straight or upright.

Legs and Feet.—The forelegs should drop perfectly straight from the
point of shoulder. They should be well muscled; this showing on the out-
side of the leg prevents the parallel straightness of the fox-terrier leg. A
slight spring is permissible in the pastern. The feet should be round and
well knit.

TFaults: Out at elbows; weak pasterns; feet turned out; splay feet.
(Although the Boston terrier may not be reared upon the same principle as
terriers required to show a good front, that is no reason why weak (almost
flat) pasterns and flat, thin feet should not be penalised. If breeders have to
produce good forelegs and feet they will do so, but so long as judges disregard
faults which would “gate” any ordinary terrier, breeders will be careless
in this respect.)
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T ail.—The tail best adapted to the style of dog here described is a
short, straight tail, thick at the set-on and tapering quickly to a point. Car-
ried straight and never above the level of its setting on. The tail may have
a kink in it, but is better without. The short, button or gnarled screw tail
is a deformity and should not be encouraged. The screw tail became a
bulldog “property” when it was found that with this deformity the tail
could not be raised.

Faults: A long or gaily carried tail. A shortened or docked tail, or in
any way tampered with is a disqualification.

Colour.—The ideal colour is a brindle of attractive shade, with white
muzzle, blaze, collar, chest, lower half of forelegs and hindfeet. A dog with
a preponderance of white on body, or lacking brindle or white on head,
should possess very great merit otherwise to counteract his failing in colour.
The same applies to fawn dogs.

Faults: Black, mouse or liver colour in place of brindle.

Coat.—Short, fine in texture, but not soft; glossy, with a polish in-
dicative of perfect health and condition.

Weight—Light weight, 12 to 17 pounds; middleweight, 17 to 22
pounds; heavy weight, 22 to 28 pounds.

General Appearance—A neat, compactly built, well-balanced dog
with an expression of intelligence, and indicating great strength and activity
by his conformation and easy movement
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CHAPTER XXXIX

THE GREAT DANE

QIN SPITE of various efforts to give a German name to the
Great Dane, both in England and in this country they have
met with but little success, and although it is beyond
question that we owe the dog of the show-ring to its having
been bred for many years in Germany in a systematic
manner, he still retains, outside of that country, his original name of Great
Dane. Original is perhaps not the correct word to wuse in this
connection, and if we say previous name it is historically more
in keeping with the facts. Why it should ever have been entitled
the Danish dog we have failed to find any reason. Buffon names it
the grand Danois, the “ grand” being prefixed to distinguish it from a small
terrier-like dog to which was given the name of petit Danoss. It has been
generally accepted and quoted that the Dalmatian had the name of the
lesser Dane, and if we mistake not Buffon is the quoted authority, but that
is not correct. Buffon’s Dalmatian he called the braque de Bengale, and the
mistake in attributing to him the mixing of the Dalmatian with the lesser
Dane is probably due to what he said with regard to their colour. Buffon as
well as M. Daubenton, who wrote the fuller description of the dogs in the
“Histoire Naturelle”’—Buffon only writing the general introduction—both
distinctly state that the name of petit Danois for this small dog was incor-
rect, but it had become so established that they felt compelled to follow the
erroneous nomenclature. Buffon in his introduction says it had no other
connection with the grand Danois than having the short coat of that dog.
M. Daubenton gives the colours of the lesser Dane as follows: ““The most
of them are black and white spotted, and when they are mottled with black
on a white ground we give them the name of harlequin.” This reférence to
the black markings may have been the reason for assuming, from some
quotation probably without context, that it was the Dalmatian that was
meant. The illustration with the text shows a small, somewhat apple-
headed dog of toy-terrier character, but dark-coloured in body, with a nar-
535
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row blaze, white chest and probably white feet. The shoulder height of the
petit Danois is given by Buffon as g inches.

Buffon’s illustration of the grand Danois we give, so that it need not be
described. Buffon held that it was of the same family as the dog that we
know as the Molossian, also that the dog of Ireland was similar, but much
larger; he says he saw one that, when sitting, was five feet in height; the
only one he ever saw. The latter statement may be correct, but the former
cannot be. M. Daubenton gives a very brief description of the grand
Danois. He says it was larger than the largest of the French matins, that
the most common colour was fawn, but that others were grey (blue), black
and white with grey, black and fawn; that they were given the name of
the carriage Dane because they accompanied equipages. Also that the
name of grand Danois was to distinquish it from the dog called the small
Dane, le petit Danoss.

It is very evident from what we have taken from Buffon that the name
of Danish dog was thoroughly established, otherwise he would not have
hesitated in changing the name of the smaller dog; but how the name be-
came so established or when it originated we are at a loss to determine. As
to the origin of the dog there is not the slightest doubt whatever that it is the
true descendant of the Molossian dog, much as the late Reverend M. B.
Wynn and other English writers would have us believe that the mastiff and
the Molossian are the same dog. To accept written descriptions, which are
usually comparative in their statements, when we have ocular proof from
statuary of undoubted authenticity to the contrary, is not the way to prove
a claim.

Not only do we find the Molossian to have been of the Great Dane type
in head, but Roman and Grecian bas-reliefs show us the same dog, and
when we come to the earliest illustrations we still find this distinct type dog.
To show the high standing of the dog he is given precedence in being placed
near the nobleman as being the ranking member of the dog world. The
illustrations of the Gaston Phcebus book, for which we acknowledge in-
debtedness to the Messrs. Baillie-Grohman’s sumptuous edition of “The
Master of Game,” show us that the alaunt was the Great Dane of that time.
There is another illuminated book in the Metropolitan Museum of Fine
Arts showing an even more acceptable dog in head properties. This is also
white and is really a finer miniature than the Gaston Phaebus illustrations.
We also have Chaucer’s reference to the white alaunts that were about the
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chair of the “great king of Trace” in the “Knight’s Tale.” Chaucer was
an extensive traveller and went on his king’s errands as far as Italy, and the
fact that he was an English poet has no bearing upon the question of the dog
being known in England, but there is evidence to that effect, we imagine, in
the crude illustrations from Bodleian library manuscripts. Here we find
the same muzzled dog with the erect ears, and from the earliest date until
1800, when Sydenham Edwardes gave us his triple illustration of the Dan-
ish dog, we find him the long-headed, clean-cut, muzzled dog.

So highly valued were these good alaunts that they were not always per-
mitted to take part in the more dangerous sports of boar hunting and the
wolf chase. The rough work, in which the death of a dog would not matter
so much was undertaken by high-couraged dogs called mastins, from which
we got the name of matin in French—a dog which has no connection with the
English mastiff, except that both dogs were of mongrel or cross-breeding and
full of courage. Undoubtedly the alaunts were largely used, when not too
highly valued individually, in these sports, and we give a selection of illus-
trations by some of the leading European artists, showing the types of dogs
associated with boar and wolf hunting. As in some of these illustrations
there is more than one type of dog, it will not be possible to distribute them
as has been the case hitherto with illustrations from paintings where but one
breed has been shown. They nearly all appertain to what we have to say
regarding Great Danes and mastiffs; and as the chapter on the latter breed
follows this one, all the illustrations in both chapters should be looked over,
as they demonstrate clearly the precedence due the Great Dane.

- The earliest illustration we give is the study of a dog by Vittore
Pisano, who was born in 1390, and we have dated. this study at 1425.

“The Master of Game” illustrations, or more correctly the Gaston
Pheebus illustrations, date from about 1450, being recognised as represen-
tative of the art of the middle of the fifteenth century. The boar-hunting
scenes of Strada, about 1560, are not clear enough as to type to merit re-
production. He did not shine as a dog delineator, making all of them fat
and lusty. His attempts to foreshorten a short-headed dog were complete
failures, the head becoming flat and humanlike. In one boar-hunt, with
matchlocks, there is a short-faced dog with fringed hanging ears, but all the
others are long-headed, tapering, muzzled dogs of the mastin type, with
feathered ears and tail. Of almost the same period we have a most truthful
hunting picture by Antonius Tempesta, of Florence, which we date as about
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1580. It will be noted that the horses are allof the broad Flemish type, and
this being his type of animal portraiture it is not specially indicative of heav-
iness in Italian dogs of his day, even if we find them animals of great sub-
stance, his mastins being quite as heavy comparatively as his alaunts. The“*
latter are distinctly Molossian in type, while the two mastins in the fore—g,,
ground are somewhat similar to the dogs attacking the two wild boars in the ﬁ,‘-
centre of the plcture, one having the nearer boar by the ear; though this is ,:
by no means positive.

Our next illustration is an exquisite etching by Unger of one of Snyders
most spirited hunting pictures. This can be approximately dated 1620, for
he was born in 1579 and died in 1657. There is nothing in the way of a
Great Dane in this, but as it is the keynote to some of those which follow itis
better to put it here. These are pure mastins; and allowing for the advance of &
art from the time of the French miniatures in the Gaston Phocbus book, there
is no room for question as to the identity of these dogs. We draw particularat-
tention to the extended dog in the foreground, because we will make refer-
ence to that in the chapter pertaining to the Irish wolfhound. A hundred
years later than the Snyders’ painting there was no lack of artists who did
excellent work as sport illustrators. From this group we take three pictures.
The one by Desportes is doubtless the oldest one, for he was born in 1661,
while Oudry was twenty-five years his junior. We therefore say 1700 for
the Desportes, 1720 for the Oudry; and, as we have previously said 1740
for Ridinger’s work, we leave it at that. In giving a date in this manneritis
not a positive statement, but a guide as to the probable date. When a date
is positively known it is so stated.

Desportes affected the hound type in his dogs; knowing which we can
only say that that was his conception of what we must now call the French
matin.” Oudry gives us another dog altogether, and it takes quite a stretch
of the imagination to accept the rough dogs in his “Wolf at Bay” as of
the mastin type or breed. The one that has the throat grip is more like the
Snyders dog, while the farther dog on the wolf’s back is what was then called
the Danish dog, the grand Danois of Buffon. The Ridinger boar-hunt gives
us that artist’s conception of the dog which Snyders painted; for it must be
borne in mind that these are not dog portraits, but the #ype of dog as it ap-
peared to the artist. We have the same thing in modern animal painters,
and one can tell at a glance a Tracy or an Osthaus setter, or a Muss-Arnolt
pointer.

..,‘
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More to the point, however, we have a Dane in the Ridinger, with ears
cropped round as in the Tempesta picture. Thisis a good type of dog, and
1s in marked contrast to that in Buffon, whose ‘‘Histoire Naturelle” was
illustrated throughout by De Seve, a poor hand at dogs. His matin,
grand Danois, and levrier (a small greyhound) are all very much alike in
outline, and the latter two more particularly in the badly formed hind-
legs. The Great Dane is very deficient in squareness of muzzle compared
with what we see in most representations of the breed, although the Syd-
enham Edwardes drawing does not show much of this feature. Buffon
gives us a table of dimensions of the dogs he considers the principal varieties,
and this may either be an average in the way of measurements or of a selected
specimen. M. Daubenton, in whose section of the chapter this appears,
gives no clue as to that in his introductory remarks. The measurements
are recorded in the old style of the French pied, which was 134 inches of our
measurements. Altered to our scale the Great Dane is given as 28 inches at
the forequarters and 14 inches less at the hindquarters, length of head 113}
inches and girth of muzzle at midway to the eyes 13 inches. These figures
exceed those given for the matin by only about an inch. The only notice-
able differences in their comparative measurements is in the circumference
of the body which seems to show an extremely light-bodied dog. Behind
the forelegs the matin is given as 2 feet, and the Great Dane as 2 feet 8 inches,
and the greatest circumference of the body is an inch larger in the matin,
and an inch and a half in the Great Dane.

To give an idea what those figures repregent we have measured our Irish
terrier Borthwick Lass close behind the forelegs and find her girth, tight, 23
inches. She has with increasing years more girth than most terriers of her
height, but not excessively so; yet she is practically the same as the matin
record. Another point not given in the measurements is the weight, and
this we find in a paragraph referring to a matin between three and four years
old. The measurements are slightly larger than inthe table: 2 feet 2 inches
at the withers, and 2 feet 2} inches greatest girth, and weighing but 73
pounds. That would make a Great Dane, such as he describes as typical
of the breed, weighing about 85 pounds. We leave the reader to draw his
own conclusions from the presentation of these facts which show what the
largest dog of Eastern Europe one hundred and fifty years ago was when
measured and put on the scales.

It is probably true that at this period the breed was larger and heavier
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where it was fostered in Germany, but in that direction we have been unable
to prosecute any research. In England the first information is found in
Sydenham Edwardes’s work. Here he is described very much as Buffon hast.
The height, he says, is usually about 28 inches, but some run up to 31 inches.
He refers to the harlequins, and gives the same information regarding their
use as carriage dogs for the noble or wealthy, mentioning also the necessity
of keeping them muzzled to prevent them fighting. Richardson in 1848
writes of their being gigantic and from 30 to 32 inches in height. In all prob-
ability the disappearance of the Great Dane from England was the result
of this acknowledged aptitude for fighting, and in the first days of dog shows
he was only known of by hearsay as the boarhound, the name by which
Wynn always refers to him in his “History of the Mastiff”’ (1886). Mr. F.
Adcock, who went in for Spanish bulldogs and other European breeds, had
a brute of a dog, well named Satan, a perfect terror in temper, which he used
to show about 1880. This exhibitor did his best to have Stonehenge include
the breed in his “Dogs of the British Islands,” but he did not like the dog
to begin with, and got out of accepting him by holding that he was not one
entitled to be included in a book with such a title.

It was not until 1883 that the breed was given a class, and that as a
boarhound, this privilege being granted both at the Palace and at Bir-
mingham, Mr. Adcock having influence as a resident in the nearby town of
Leamington. The same year the Kennel Club admitted the breed to the
studbook, and in 1884 it appeared as the Great Dane.

The breed ““caught on” fast in England, for in the late fall of 1884 when
on a brief visit there we saw some splendid dogs, including that grand
specimen, Cedric the Saxon, and another almost his equal, the Earl of War-
wick. We recall how wonderfully we were impressed with the size, sym-
metry and quality of these dogs. All of the English winners of that time were
imported from Germany, where there seems to have been some trouble in
.agreeing upon a name for the breed. Ulmer dog and Deutsche dogge as
well as German mastiff were names in more prominence than any others.
It seems to have been decided about 1874 to give them the name of Deutsche
dogge, but according to a letter written to Vero Shaw and published in his
“Book of the Dog,” Herr Gustav Lang, conveyed the information that
the breeders of the dog in Germany had agreed to abolish all the
names which had been in use and called the breed German mastiffs.
This seems never to have been taken up by the general public, and the case
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is very similar to the Kennel Club deciding that black and tan toy spaniels
shall not be called King Charles spaniels, but be known by their colour. No
one thinks of calling them anything but King Charles spaniels; so in Ger-
many, the name of Deutsche dogge has prevailed for the Great Dane.

Herr Lang, who stands in the front rank as an authority on matters
canine in Germany, stated in the letter referred to that the old dogs were no
larger than those of the time at which he was writing, and added, “the as-
sumed size of 36 inches only being given in untrustworthy pictures.” Herr
Lang does not say anything further regarding the height of the German dogs,
but there must have been many very large dogs in Germany. Rawdon B.
Lee in his “Modern Dogs” tells of having measured all the largest dogs at
the Great Dane show at Ranelagh Club Grounds in 1885, Captain Graham
the Irish wolfhound exhibitor, assisting; and the tallest was Cedric the
Saxon, at 33} inches; and he adds, “ t was extraordinary how the 35 and
36-inch animals dwindled down, some of them nearly half a foot at a time.”

The subject of size is one that crops up from time to time, and it not in-
frequently happens that some old and perfectly unreliable statement is re-
surrected and passes for truth. One of this character refers to the dog,
Prince, owned at one time by Francis Butler of New York. Butler was a
man of education, an author of several books on dogs and two educational,
““The Spanish Speaker” and ‘“The French Teacher.”” He seems to have
finally taken up the business of dog dealing exclusively, and one dog with
which he will always be associated was the Great Dane, Prince. This was
before our time in this country, but we had many talks about the dog with
the old coloured dog dealer “Dr.”’ Gardner, who was Butler’s factotum and
went with him to England when Prince was taken there for exhibition. We
believe Butler called Prince a Cuban bloodhound, but in his “Management
and Diseases of Dogs” (second edition, 1860) the illustration is given as that
of a Siberian bloodhound. Old Gardner’s memory was very clear as to the
dog and its history. Butler met a young German with the dog outside the
Astor House, and bought the giant. He was exhibited here, and Butler
then decided to take the dog abroad and Gardner went with him.  Prince
seems to have created quite a furore in England, and Harrison Weir drew
him for the Illustrated London N ews, with Butler sitting behind the dog.
Butler was a large, handsome man according to old Gardner, and Weir did
him justice. The dog was taken to Windsor Castle to be shown to the
Queen.  Gardner said that the Queen and a gentleman came out to see
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the dog, and that Butler talked some foreign language to the gentleman; and
when the lady had looked at the dog for some time she spoke to one of the
persons attending her, and he came to Gardner and gave him a sovereign.

In the account of this dog in the News, the height is put at 37 inches, and
it may have been not far out, measured to the top of the withers, for Gardner
assured us more than once that he had measured to the height of the withers,
that is, standard measure, and that he was a good 34 inches. The old
“doctor” was singularly careful in his statements, and we never doubted the
accuracy of his measurements nor his memory. Now we have this dog
quoted by an English kennel paper as having been 37 inches in height. The
dog was shown at Windsor in November, 1857; and, undoubtedly upon the
authority of Butler, the News stated that Prince was barely a year old and
was born in Pennsylvania. Be that as it may, Gardner said the young man
was a recent immigrant, and Gardner was mixed up in the buying of the dog
or at least personally knew all that was done at the time. We therefore con-
sider that Prince was a German importation, and have every confidence in
saying that he was a 34-inch dog. His size put him in a class by himself, and
is excellent proof that the ordinary run of large dogs was nowhere near his
height, at least in England as well as in this country. Doubtless his height
has been exceeded, but we prefer outside or thoroughly reliable measurement
when it comes to a record height, for dogs do shrink wonderfully when home
measurements are tested by an outsider of experience. We shall therefore
give no endorsement to any present day claims, some of which are far in ex-
cess of Prince’s height.

Nothing proves more clearly the German fostering of this breed than
the number of Great Danes in this country before they were known as a
show dog in England and their being kept exclusively by Germans. Under
various names these dogs were entered in the miscellaneous class until 1886,
when an added class was put on for them at New York and eleven dogs were
entered. Two of these were owned, and one had been bred, by Mr. J. Black-
burn Miller, who is still one of the popular judges of the breed, and always
draws a large entry when he officiates at New York. One reason for no
class having been put on before this was that at one of the shows held at the
American Institute building, either in 1881 or 1882, the Great Danes had
been such a bad-tempered lot that Mr. Lincoln, who then acted as super-
intendent of the New York shows, barred them as much as he possibly could,
and it was not until his death, when Mr. Mortimer had taken the office, that
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the breed got a class. In 1887 the class appeared in the regular premium
list and not as a late addition, and a good entry was the result. The breed
then got two classes, and at the 1890 show in New York the entry was 25
dogs and g bitches. This good entry led to an increase in 1891 to two chal-
lenge classes, two open classes and a puppy class. Welz and Zerweck, who
had been very prominent so far, did not show anything, but a number of
their dogs were entered by new owners at this show. In 1892 we first find
mention of a specialty club in connection with the breed, there being a club
trophy offered at New York by “The German Mastiff or Great Dane Club
of America.” This was won by Melac, a dog that had taken nine firsts
during the preceding year. The name of the club was soon altered, and as
The Great Dane Club we find it donating $#80 in special prizes to the New
York show of 1893, in addition to offering the president’s $100 cup, and
43 dogs were entered at this show. The best dog on this occasion was Wen-
zel, who beat Melac for special; but the great winner of the year was Major
McKinley, owned at South Bend, Indiana. This dog was very prominent
for several years, but few of the Great Dane exhibitors seemed to last, so
that with each prominent new man going in for importations of his own, the
native dogs were not very successful. The enthusiasm of the club members
also died out, and it was not until 1898 that the full revival set in. This
was really a wonderful year for the breed at New York, where Mr. J. Black-
burn Miller drew a remarkable entry of 29 puppies, 35 dogs and 15 bitches,
duplicate entries increasing the grand total very much.

This was the occasion of the first appearance of Sandor vom Inn, en-
tered in the name of the late Charles E. Tilford. This grand dog won all he
was shown for, from novice to special for best of the breed, and during his
lengthy career he stood in the premier position at all times. As a combination
of size, symmetry, character and quality we have never had his equal in this
country and it is possible he could not have been beaten by any dog living
when in his prime. When, after Mr. Tilford’s death, he became an inmate
of the Montebello Kennels two trips were made to Europe by the kennel
manager, who on one occasion had the assistance of Mr. Muss-Arnolt in
securing the best to be found in the sections where the best were raised and
owned; and, good as the dogs purchased were, they yet fell short of Sandor
vom Inn, by a very perceptible difference.

Mr. Tilford, in addition to Sandor vom Inn, had quite a number of
very good bitches and had much the strongest kennel in the East. Through-
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out the West there was keener competition, such dogs as Osceola Bey,
Leo G., Earl’s Olivia and other good Danes being constantly in rivalry at the
western shows. One feature at this period deserves attention, and that was
the very notable success of the sons and daughters of Earl of Wurtemberg.
He was not a high-class dog individually, being decidedly coarse, but he got
good puppies, as was demonstrated at New York in 1895 when his progeny
won third in.novice dogs, second in junior dogs, first in novice bitches,
second in junior bitches and third in open bitches.

In 1899 the Montebello Kennels were started, with Mr. T. D. M.
Cardeza as owner and headquarters at Germantown. Before the New York
show of 1900 the death of Mr. Tilford caused the dispersal of his kennels
and Sandor vom Inn joined the Cardeza combination, which, with a number
of excellent imported Danes, became the prominent kennel of the breed in
this country. Though it is true that this kennel won the majority of the
prizes it competed for, taking all the shows the dogs were at, it is nevertheless
a fact that at the leading shows where the best dogs met the prizes were
widely distributed. This was the result of the many good purchases of the
preceding decade, which so improved the breeding stock of the country
at large that good dogs were being produced here capable of holding their
own against all but the very best of the importations. On reference to the
New York catalogue for 1901, we find that two of the three placed dogsin
the novice class were American bred, two of the placed dogs in the limit
class, second and third in the other than brindled, third in the harlequin,
and two of the three in the open dog class, while in bitches there was an
equal number in evidence. .

" The higher prizes in winners’ classes continued to be mainly captured
by the Montebello dogs, though Sandor was held up quite a good deal to let
the younger members of the kennel earn fame, such as Meteor vom Inn,
and his alleged son, Apollo, whose breeder and dam were alike unknown.
Mr. Cardeza decided to give up Great Danes before the close of the
year, and we think all but Sandor were disposed of in one way or another,
the old dog being retained as the home dog, but he died about a year later.
Quite a number of the Montebello dogs were never shown again, but sev-
eral were seen at New York in 1go4 and 1905.  The best dog in 1go4 was a
newcomer, a very handsome black dog named Dagobert. The beautiful
condition'this dog is always shown in assists very much-in his ranking so
high as he has always done, for his coat shines like satin. Apart from that
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he 1s a very true-made dog, with a good head and foreface.  Another very
good dog shown in 1904 was Arfman’s Casar, a fawn dog of a very attrac-
tive shade. This dog also was shown in the pink of condition at all times.
Among the bitches Miss C. Whitney’s Portia was a standing dish at shows
within reasonable distance of New York and was very successful, con-
sidering the great difficulty in showing her in anything like condition. Her
place as metropolitan traveller has been well filled by Champion Guido of
Broughton who with age has filled out in body, her weak point a year or
more ago, and when fit is a hard bitch to beat. Last spring we noticed a
very large, symmetrical bitch at the Buffalo show, owned by Dr. Johnson
of that city. Signa is her name, and in mixed sex classes she won two firsts.
She is a light fawn and showed symmetry and character of a high order.
The same owner also has a dog fully as large as any dog we know of in the
East, and we are assured he measures 34 inches. Thisis Marco II. But
large as he is we believe that Duke of Wurtemberg now owned by the
Marco Polo Kennels of Cincinnati, is larger.  This dog won at the St.
Louis Exposition, where he was shown by Mr. Bardes, and we formed the
opinion that he was the largest Great Dane we had ever seen.  The same
owner had a bitch which we preferred to the dog, but she was out of shape
on that occasion.

The fact is we have more good Great Danes in this country than almost
any other breed, but they cannot be transported like terriers and it is only by
visiting shows in the West as well as in the East that one realizes the hold the
breed has in the United States. Take the New York show of 1905, and the
catalogue shows not a single mastiff, but 47 St. Bernards and 77 Great Danes
placing the breed far ahead of all other large dogs. This position is likely to
be maintained because it is an open competition between a large number of
owners instead of being dominated by one kennel. As the breed is to-day,
it is doubtful whether any person could attain the position the Monte-
bello kennels held for a short time and still more doubtful whether any per-
son would care about going to the necessary expense of buying half a dozen
or more dogs capable of winning and paying the heavy expenses of their
transportation. The Great Dane seems a safe breed in that respect, and,
taking him as a dog, he has few equals in the way of size and symmetry.

The combination which tells in this breed is as large a dog as possible
combined with symmetry. Not the heavy, bulky body of the mastiff, but
with an approach to the greyhound in depth of chest and cut up of loin. He
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must show speed lines, but with weight and strength. ~ Well-placed should-
ers are as much a necessity in this breed as in the greyhound, for ease of
movement at the gallop tells in a dog of the weight of the Dane. The back
should be very strong with no suggestion of slackness of loin, and the hind-
quarters muscular with great length from hip to hock, and no suspicion of
cow-hocks. The feet should be well knit and knuckled up, and the pads
thick and horny. The forelegs should closely approach the highest terrier
formation, the bone being large, but not to the extent of looking clumsy.

The Great Dane Club of America has a standard and description, but
we cannot commend it as sound and it leaves so much room for improvement
in giving the necessary details in a thorough manner that we prefer the stan-
dard of the English club, both of which seem to have had a similar founda-
tion. The American standard calls for refinement which is inapplicable in
a dog of this description. Symmetry would be a more suitable term. It
calls for the head to be “pressed in on the sides” and with no cheek develop-
ment. The brow is also to be well developed and the neck long. None
of these points are correct, but it 1s preferable to the standard we give in
calling for the line of muzzle to be only slightly arched, a moderate Roman
nose. The even jaw (or teeth) of the American standard is also to be pre-
ferred; though with the permission to be very slightly undershot, a squarer
termination to the muzzle is better assured. The preferred standard is
as follows:

DESCRIPTIVE PARTICULARS

General Appearance—The Great Dane is not so heavy or massive as
the mastiff, nor should he too nearly approach the greyhound in type. Re-
markable in size, and very muscular, strongly though elegantly built, move-
ments easy and graceful; head and neck carried high; the tail carried hori-
zontally with the back, or slightly upward with a slight curl at the extremity.
The minimum height and weight of dogs should be 30 inches and 120
pounds, of bitches 28 inches and 100 pounds.

Head —Long, the frontal bones of the forehead very slightly raised and
very little indentation between the eyes. Skull not too broad. Muzzle
broad and strong, and blunt at the point. Cheek muscles well developed.
Nose large, bridge well arched. Lips in front perpendicularly blunted, not
hanging too much over the sides, though with well-defined folds at the angle
of the mouth. The lower jaw slightly projecting about a sixteenth of an
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inch. Eyes small, round, with sharp expression and deeply set, but the wall
or china-eye is quite correct in harlequins.

Cropping being prohibited in England, the standard calls for small
ears carried greyhound fashion, which they seldom are, being commonly
held like a terrier’s. Here the ears are cropped and not too closely at the
butt. The crop is carried pretty high but not attenuated and the ears should
be held well up to give smartness to the appearance of the dog.

Neck—Rather long, very strong and muscular, well arched, without
dewlap or loose skin about the throat. The junction of head and neck
strongly pronounced.

Chest.—Not too broad and very deep in the brisket.

Back.—Not too long or short; loin arched and falling in a beautiful line
to the insertion of the tail.

T ail.—Reaching to or just below the hock, strong at the root, and end-
ing fine with a slight curve. When excited it becomes more curved, but in
no case should it curve over the back.

Belly—Well drawn_ up.

Forequarters.—Shoulders set sloping; elbows well under, turned neither
inwards nor outwards. Leg: Forearm muscular, and with great develop-
ment of bone, the whole leg strong and quite straight.

Hindquarters—Muscular thighs ; second thighs long and strong, as in
the greyhound. Hocks well let down and turning neither in nor out.

Feet.—Large and round, neither turned inward nor outward. Toes
well arched and closed. Nails strong and curved.

Coat.—Very short, hard and dense, and not much longer on the under
part of the tail.

Colour and markings.—The recognized colours are the various shades
of grey (commonly termed blue), red, black, pure white, or white with
patches of the above-mentioned colours. - These colours are sometimes ac-
companied by markings of a darker tint about the eyes and muzzle, and with
a line of the same tint (called a trace) along the spine. The above ground
colours also appear in the brindles and are also the ground-colours of the
mottled specimens. In the whole-coloured specimens the china or wall eye
but rarely appears, and the nose more or less approaches black, according to
the prevailing tint of the dog, and the eyes vary in colour also. The mot-
tled specimens have irregular patches or “clouds” upon the above-named
ground colours; in some instances the clouds or markings being of two or
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more tints. With the mottled specimens the wall or china eye is not uncom-
mon and the nose is often part coloured or wholly flesh coloured. On the
continent the most fashionable and correct colour is considered to be pure
white, with black patches; and leading judges and admirers there con-
sider the slate-coloured, or blue patches intermixed with the black, as most
undesirable.

Faults—Too heavy a head, too slightly arched frontal bone, and deep
stop or indentation between the eyes; short neck; full dewlap; too narrow
or too broad a chest; sunken or hollow, or quite straight back; bent fore-
legs; overbent fetlocks (knuckling over); twisted feet; spreading toes; too
heavy and much bent or too highly carried tail, or with a brush underneath;
weak hindquarters, cow-hocks and a general want of muscle.

ScaLE oF PoINTs

General appearance.... 3 Tail..........cociiiiin 4
Condition ., - .. v 53 3 Forequattérs ...... i i, e 10
UYL SR SRl 5 Hindquarters ... 0wl 10
ERead s i o 1g ' ~Feét ... el RS ee g 8
Pk o L N 5/ Coat L L s B e ST 4
Chésts % 0oz HEHES 8 Heightand weight ............ 13
Bagk 8. W00 Jen S0 8 R
Belly ................. 4 Total, 100

ScaLE oF Points For HEIGHT

Dogs Bitches Points Dogs Bitches Points
30in. 28 in. o 33in. 311in. 6
311n. 29 in. 2 34 in. 321n. 9
32 in. 30 in. 4 35 in. 33in. 13



CHAPTER XL
THE MASTIFF

AIORE has been written about the mastiff than almost any
3| other breed of dogs; and, we are sorry to add, more mis-
information. Even up to the time of penning this chapter
the work of distributing erroneous statements and perfectly
indefensible conclusions goes on in England; and one of
the leading kennel papers gravely informs a correspondent that the name of
mastiff comes from a word said to be masethefe, ‘“because they do mase and
feere away theeves.” Also that there was a Roman official appointed in
Britain to take care of the Roman war-dogs. This is an entirely new version
of the oft-repeated absurdity that there was at Winchester an official, known
as Procurator Cynegii, whose duty it was to select fighting dogs to ship
to Rome. Twenty years ago the late Rev. M. B. Wynn exposed this
stupid blunder. The official was ““Procurator cynoecii” and his duty was
to attend to the shipping of goods manufactured at the royal weavery there.
Mr. Wynn held that, had the office been in connection with what the
Romans called the dogs of England, the title of any official whose duty it
was to select and ship fighting dogs to Rome, would have been Procurator
Pugnacium Vel Molossorum.

Mr. Wynn’s “History of the Mastiff” is the best work on the breed,
but it should be read with caution by persons who have not made a thorough
investigation and read up for themselves. The reason is that while he has
brought together a2 most valuable collection of data and gives many valuable
references to olden-time books, manuscripts and illustrations, he was so
rabidly impressed by the conviction that the mastiff was a very old breed and
yet thoroughly English that he twisted every available fact or stringing to-
gether of two or three words to bear out his line of argument. Unfortunately
for Mr. Wynn and those who have published similar suppositions, the
foundation upon which they built was a quicksand. Their whole structure
is based upon the mastiff of the earliest writings being the mastiff of our day,
and there they are wrong. It is singular that no person has at any time
549




550 The Dog Book

questioned or contradicted the statement that the French mastin and the
English mastiff were similar dogs. They were neither similar in character
nor type, but dogs of the same description as to use and position in the ranks
of dogs. The mastiff is also called the Molossian dog, and because the names
were synonymous with many writers we again find that modern inter-
preters assume that the Mollossus was the counterpart of our mastiff. The
question that has first to be settled is as to the Molossus, and then comes
that as to the mastin.

In Chapter L., facing page 20, will be found a photograph of the plaster
reproduction of the Molossian dog at Athens; and it does not need a second’s
contemplation to decide that the dog is a Great Dane in type, and is thor-
oughly devoid of what we call mastiff type in head. This is the dog that is
continually mentioned as the broad-mouthed animal, and because our mas-
tiffs are broad-mouthed, hence many writers have assumed that they must
be the same dog. That illustration disposes of the fact that the Molossian
was what we call a mastiff.

Before showing what the mastin was five hundred years ago, it will be
well to consider what the meaning or derivation of the word mastiff is.
Among the various claims is that given above as to “ Masethefe’’; and Mar-
wood, who perhaps originated this, is copied by Jesse in his “Anecdotes of
Dogs.” Wynn believed it was a Gallic form of massivus, the “t”” being in-
terchanged for the “s,” the word being derived from massa, a mass.
Mastinus was also a common Latin manner of spelling the word. Some held
that mastiff was a contraction of mansatinus, a dog that stays as a house dog.
Our etymologists are in a much better position to give the correct inter-
pretation of old words than their predecessors, and the up-to-date meaning
of mastiff 1s a mongrel or cross-bred dog.

The mastins were used in wild-boar hunting, as we find in Gaston de
Pheebus, but not because they were so much more courageous than other
dogs, such as the alaunt, which was the high-class dog; but in order to
avoid the risk of losing the more valuable dogs, these keen-fighting, half-bred
dogs were also uséd to run in at the boar at bay and at the wolf. What these
early mastins were like is seen by the illustration from the Gaston de Phce-
bus reproductions which we copy from “The Master of Game.” There is
little doubt that they were dogs very similar to the Pyrenean sheep dogs of
the present. In Johnson’s “Costumes of the Pyrenees” (1832) there is an
illustration of a woman of the Valley of Ariége with one of these dogs, and the
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author says of it, “The dog is a young Pyrennean sheep dog; they vary
much in size, some being very powerful, and almost singly a match for a
wolf; others again are placed on an equality in combating these destructive
animals by being armed by spiked collars. They are very fierce and it is
dangerous to meet them in the mountains unaccompanied by their masters.”

To connect these dogs with our mastiff is out of the question, yet the
Duke of York translates the word into mestifis, mastif and mastiues.
That his was not an exceptional type of dog used in wild-boar hunting is
demonstrated by later artists, beginning with Snyders, a celebrity in
depicting hunting scenes. He painted several such for Philip III. of Spain,
and it is said “his bear, wolf, and boar fights are scarcely surpassable.”
Snyders was born in 1579 and died in 1657, and the etching by Wm. Unger
is therefore of an early seventeenth century painting. That there was a dog
something like a mastiff in Spain at that time the Velasquez painting of
Philip IV. indicates, but the Velasquez dogs we have seen have not been
at all creditable to that great artist. ]

In addition to having the choice of two Snyders, when we purchased the
etching we reproduce, we saw another on the same day. Either of the two
others would have made an excellent illustration, but the one given is by far
the best in many ways.

-Of the same period as Snyders we have the Tempesta picture represent-
ing a combination of hunting scenes, wild boar, wolf and fox being represen-
ted. Antonius Tempesta was born in 1580, one year after Snyders, and we
thus have Italian as well as French hunting methods of the same date. In
the Tempesta picture the Molossian or Great Dane type predominates, and
with it a lighter, sharper nosed dog which more resembles the French mastin
except in the matter of ears. The dog to the left of the wolf bears a
wonderful resemblance to the dog Hogarth painted in his picture of the
*“Good Samaritan.” The head of Hogarth’s dog 1s in a similar position, with
the mouth shut. It has a similar length of foreface, equally strong, and is
cropped; in fact, so closely does Hogarth’s dog resemble this one, that we
must either conclude that in Hogarth’s day, about 1735, there was a dog of
similar type or he took such a painting as this of Tempesta as representing a
dog that might be found in Palestine. We must remember that Hogarth was
not painting an English scene, and it is quite conjectural as to the dog being
English. The similarity of the dogs makes it unnecessary to give the Ho-
garth picture.
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There is also the Vandyck dog in the picture of the children of Charles
I. which means a dog of about 1640. This is the “stock cut” illustration re-
ferred to by all English writers as the absolute proof of the ancient lineage of
the mastiff. Wynn was right, however, when in comparing several pictures
of this dog, first by Vandyck and by Greenhill, who made several copies of
Vandyck’s picture of Killegrew and this same dog. What Wynn says is that
he had “some doubt of its being really an English mastiff, thinking it very
probable to have been an importation, having too much of the boarhound
character about it for mastiff purity. It is therefore very empirical assum-
ing this dog to be a reliable representation of the type of the English mas-
tiff of that date.” Of course Wynn wanted to see a heavy-lipped, short-
faced dog, because that is what he had made up his mind was what the mas-
tiff always had been. Mr. Wynn was no different from many other special-
ist writers whose style of argument and conclusions always remind us of
““The Marchioness” and her wine of orange peel and water. ““If you make
believe very much it is very nice, but if you don’t, you know, it seems as if it
would bear a little more seasoning.” We want a whole lot of seasoning to
bring us to the point of any other belief than that the mastiff was the com-
mon dog, bred anyhow, and not recognised as a fit companion for the higher
classes.

The dog which apparently better represented our mastiff at the time of
Gaston de Pheebus was what he calls the alanz veautres. The Duke of
York’s translation, given in modern English, is as follows: ¢“They are al-
most shaped as a greyhound of full shape, they have a great head, great lips
and great ears, and with such men help themselves well at the baiting of the
bull and at hunting of the wild boar, for it is natural to them to hold fast,
but they are so heavy and ugly, that if they be slain by the wild boar it is no
great loss.” “Baiting of the bull”’ is an interpolation of the Duke of York’s.
The alaunt of the butcher was also used in wild-boar hunting. There isa dog
in the illustration we reproduce from “The Master of Game,” showing the
characteristics of the alauntz ventreres, as it is written in “ The Master of
Game” and the alaunts of the superior class are also shown. The latterare
the two dogs on Gaston’s left, the white one and the muzzled one. The dog
in the foreground to the right is the one we take to be the alauntz ventreres, as
it is the only dog which appears to fill the description of having a large head,
great lips and great ears, a description which naturally suggests our mastiff—
but it is impossible to trace any connection between the two. If Buffon did
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not so distinctly state that the dog to which he gives the name of “dogue de
forte race” was a cross-bred animal between the dogue (the English bulldog),
and the largest of the French dogs called the matin, it would be open to sur-
mise that it was the lineal descendant of the alauntz ventreres, but that door
is closed by Buffon’s statement and by his declining to recognize it as any-
thing but a cross-bred dog.

Another point in the same line is that there does not appear to be any
dog illustrated by artists of the seventeenth century which bears out the des-
cription given by Gaston de Pheebus, and that of three hundred years later
by Buffon. It might be held that the variety had been given up in France
and survived in England, but the evidence as to the mastiff in England is
quite to the contrary, and if there had been any dog there so much larger than
the bulldog, as Buffon describes that dog, he would surely have been aware
of it. The evidence we shall present regarding the dog called the mastiff be-
fore and up to 1800 does not conclusively show any great dissimilarity be-
tween the mastiff and the bulldog of that time. We mean by that that the
dividing line was not specially marked by a great dissimilarity of size or of
type. The bulldogs differed in size and the mastiffs also, making them
closely allied when it came to the larger bulldog and the smaller mastiff.
The first illustration which is undoubtedly that of a mastiff from a present-
day standpoint is the Buffon drawing, and that was not a dog which that
authority would recognize as an original breed, or an establishéd breed as we
now use that term. Yet it was sufficiently numerous in France to find a
place in his division of the canine race.

When the name of mastiff or any of its equivalents was used in England
in the early days there is nothing to show that the dogs held very high rank.
Some dogs that did so were called mastiffs, that we admit, but these were in-
dividual dogs and not indicative of the breed, which filled many useful posi-
tions, but nearly all inferior to those of the dogs of the chase, kept by English
nobility. Chaucer knew the difference between the alaunt and the mastiff,
and describes the king of Trace as being surrounded by the former.

“Aboute his char ther wenten whyte alaunts,
Twenty and mo, as grete as any steer,

To hunten at the leoun or the deer

And folwed him, with mosel faste ybounde,
Colers of gold, and torets fyled rounde.”
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Certainly if mastiffs had been the master dog, they would have been the
choice of the nobility. Hence the deductions to be made are that the mas-
tiffs were inferior in size to the alaunts, as well asin breeding, so that the now
accepted definition of the name as applying to a cross-bred or mongrel dog
is undoubtedly correct.

We have already quoted Caius with regard to mastiffs of his day, and
shown in connection with the smooth sheep dog and the bulldog that they
were members of the family of common country dog, dogs of undoubted cour-
age, differing in size and adaptation for the many uses to which they were put.
The section of the family which we are now discussing was the largest, and
Caius places it second to the shepherd’s dog in the family group. As Caius
tells us nothing of the alauntes and describes no dog that at all resembles
what we know it to have been, we may assume that they had died out, but
we must also assume that their blood had become incorporated in that of
the common dog, for men in want of a large fighting dog would naturally
turn to this dog to get what they wanted. j

At the period covered by Caius, 1550, the mastiff was undoubtedly the
largest of the English dogs, or at least some of them were, but in considering
his description we should not fail to note that he had a habit of piling up his
adjectives; and when he says that the “mastyne or Bandogge is vaste,
huge, stubborne, ougly, and eager, of a heuy and burthenous body” it is not
very different from what he writes with regard to English curiosity regarding
foreign dogs, “gasping and gaping, staring and standing to see them.” In
another place he says of the mastiff that he is usually tied and i1s mighty,
gross and fat-fed. It is not necessary to imagine that they were anything
like the size of our mastiffs. Indeed, from illustrations which appeared
during the next hundred years, in representations of attacks on bears, they
were apparently not much larger than a setter. Of course much heavier and
stronger but no taller. Active, powerful dogs with square-shaped heads.

Men who breed bull terriers for the pit pay no attention whatever to
colour or points, breeding only from dogs of proved courage, and it would
be ridiculous to imagine that Englishmen of four or five hundred years ago
adopted any other course in breeding for a dog that would bait the bear and
the bull. We can see the result of this system of breeding in the colour of the
mastiff of a hundred years ago, all of the illustrations of that period showing
more or less white about the head and body, and that was not bred out even
when dog-shows were started.
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It is probable that in the case of the larger mastiffs which were kept as
watch-dogs, and were bred here and there by noblemen, that there was a
far more definite attempt to gain size and establish type, and to this we owe
the development of the dog into the mastiff of 1800. There is no reason to
doubt that at the close of the eighteenth century there was in England a large
square-headed dog, frequently marked with white and varying in body colour
from fawn to black, with brindles of various shades. But the name mastiff
ranged down to dogs of large bulldog size; in fact, the line of division be-
tween them was more that of use than anything else. At the head of the
bulldog chapter will be seen Bewick’s bulldog; and comparing it with the
mastiff by him, it will be seen that there is extremely little difference
between them.

That this mastiff of Bewick’s was typical of all the mastiffs of his day
is quite out of the question; but that it was accepted as an excellent illus-
tration of quite a number of mastiffs is undoubtedly correct, for it was copied
for many years as the type, and, although Mr. Wynn detected some of the
copies, he yet did not notice all the plagiarisms, and passed some that owed
their origin to that past-master of wood engraving. We thought we had se-
cured a great find when we picked up a sheet illustration, evidently from some
natural history book, and published in 1800. A splendid mastiff, coloured
very dark sepia, almost black, with white markings, and a close inspection
showed ten stripes down the sides at wide intervals. When we got it home
we turned to the Bewick to see how closely they resembled each other, and
found it was a copy even to the peculiarly scolloped edge of the mark-
ings; but the dog being drawn to face the left made it at first appear a dif-
ferent animal. This same cut was used in the Encyclopaedia Britannica
(1792 edition) and will be found doing duty, as late as 1858, in Jesse’s “An-
ecdotes of Dogs,” where it is claimed as the work of W. R. Smith, a well-
known delineator of dogs. It is our old friend Bewick, however, unless
there were many mastiffs with identical markings on the flanks and hind-
quarters.

To support Bewick we have a good mastiff in a Reinagle painting
dating from 1803. This dog shows a great deal more quality and breeding
than the rather common though well-proportioned dog of Bewick. From
their surroundings both of these dogs were watch dogs, and came of that
section bred for size; though from the comparative size of the mastiff in the
group behind the Bewick mastiff it does not appear that he considered it
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such a very large dog—there is nothing immense about it. Following
closely upon the heels of the Bewick productions we have the numerous
etchings by Howitt; and, while giving due credit to Bewick for what he ac-
complished as an illustrator, there is no question but that Howitt far sur-
passed the wood-engraverin his ability to catch the spirit of his dog. Howitt
seems to have taken cognisance of two varieties of mastiff, the house dog and
the sporting dog. From Bingley’s “Quadrupeds” (1809) we give Howitt’s
house or farm mastiff. Wynn repudiated this representation altogether,
and in opposition to it sent us for publication in the American Kennel
Register a sketch which he made of a church grotesque and an etching of a
cropped and docked dog of strong boarhound indications. This Howitt
mastiff and Bewick’s, while dissimilar, are yet very similar. Both are
sizeable, well built dogs, indicating great strength, each skull is flat and of
good length; good strong foreface, and this mastiff of Howitt’s has un-
cropped ears much smaller than those of the Bewick mastiff.

Howitt had another mastiff, the fighting or baiting dog, and he made
it sufficiently different from some of his bulldogs to permit of making a
shrewd guess as to which is the mastiff. From a collection of about
a dozen of Howitt’s etchings we select enough to make a page of illustra-
tions showing more divergence in size, perhaps, than in type. These
baiting mastiffs are all cropped, and when we take up the mastiffs which
date from 1800 to 1830 it will be found that quite a number were
cropped and docked. It should be said that he also etched cropped bull-
dogs very similar to his mastiffs.

Etchings and engravings of Alpine mastiffs are by no means uncom-
mon and we give one that was drawn by Edwin Landseer and etched by his
brother Thomas, also a smooth St. Bernard dog from Sir William Jardine’s
“Naturalist’s Library” (1840), this smooth being a dog named Bass owned
by Sir Thomas Dick Lauder of Edinburgh, who got it from the Hospice in
1837. These two illustrations are given in connection with the St. Bernard
chapter, which follows. Wynn draws attention to this picture of Bass, and
says that but for the difference in colour of the markings it was exactly like
a Spanish mastiff that Bill George offered him for twenty pounds, about the
year 1863. George’s mastiff was black about the head, while Bass is shown
with bright tawney, without any darker shadings. In view of the many
references about to be made to Alpine mastiffs it will be well to turn to the
illustrations referred to, and to note the type of these dogs. That these for-
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eign dogs and also what were called boarhounds were taller than the English
dogs seems to be conceded by Wynn; and he emphasises time and again
that Thompson’s breeding for a moderate-sized dog with a heavy body and
short head was correct, and that Lukey’s ideas of size were wrong.

Another illustration which is rather a shock to believers in the “exclus-
ively English” of the mastiff is Buffon’s “dogue de forte race.” At first sight
it looks like our friend the Bewick mastiff but it was published in Paris nearly
fifty years before the Bewick engraving. Buffon says that this “dog of the
strong race’’ was a cross between the dogue and the matin. The dogue was
the bulldog, and he mentions it as the dog of England which had been im-
ported into France. But he says that it did not thrive there well, and that
the cross between the matin and the imported English dogue and between it
and the petit Danois, which respectively were the ““dog of the strong race”
and the pug, succeeded better, adding that the “dog of the strong race” was
also much larger than the dogue of England. The contribution of M.
Daubenton is to the effect that the ““dog of the strong race” much resembled
the pure dogue but was much larger and that was the reason for its name.
This increase in size being due to the cross with the matin and with the Great
Dane. It was of the same proportions as the dogue, but was longer and
larger in muzzle, and its lips were thicker and more pendulous.

Thus far there has been considerable groping along a very indistinct
path, but we can now make use of a broad thoroughfare of knowledge. Mr.
Wynn was a man of indefatigable research, and when it comes to facts he
could obtain first-hand he let nothing interfere in getting them from the
parent source. In respect to the record of what he names the re-
suscitation of the mastiff his history of the breed is invaluable, but we
cannot give all we would like to extract from it, for it teems with historical
facts for the last seventy pages.

The extraordinary thing, which he clearly proves, although he does not
know it, is that we owe our mastiff to a few obscurely picked up dogs of un-
known origin and from others that were either half-bred Great Danesor dogs
known as Alpine mastiffs, that being the name for the St. Bernard about
1820, though Captain Brown called it the Alpine spaniel. If the dogs Mr.
Wynn found out anything about were Alpine mastiffs or half-bred-Danes,
what are we to suppose that the strays and stolen dogs were ? Are we to accept
them as all absolutely bred from old stock for type and character, or are we
to say: “Ifthese dogs that are traceable either from knowledge of breeding
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or from appearance were not mastiffs at all, we can only believe the same of.
such dogs as were entirely unknown so far as breeding was concerned, and
were only tolerably good-looking dogs.”

Perhaps the best way we can elucidate the slim foundation there is for
the claim that the British mastiff is the outgrowth of the old dog that went
by that name in the first books appertaining to dogs, or even the mastiff of
Bewick and Howitt, is to copy the pedigree of Wallace’s Turk as it is given
in the first volume of the English studbook, and to tell what is known of the
terminals. In this pedigree is embodied all traced connections with the
past, and it may be said that the ancestors of dogs from 1870 to date are
almost invariably to be found in this pedigree.
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Juno was a bitch owned by Mr. Edward Nichols of London, who seems
to have picked up dogs without pedigree to a great extent. When we visited
his kennel at Knightsbridge in 1877, when he had several winning dogs, we
found the run of his kennel was towards decidedly weak-faced dogs com-
pared with what we should now call good mastiffs. If Juno had had any
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