INTERPRETATION OF THE STANDARD
OF THE
FRENCH BULLDOG CLUB OF AMERICA

As Revised in October, 1925

LTHOUGH there are five French bulldog clubs in
America, all functioning to create and maintain an in-
7

Lol clination on the part of any of them, as far as known,
to challenge, what has grown to be a conceded right of the French
Bulldog Club of America (the first organization in the world to
officially sponsor dogs of this breed) to have, in this country, the
exclusive privilege to decide upon and promulgate what should
define the points or characteristics that should distinguish true type
in French bulldogs. Its undisputed status, in this regard, has
existed for nearly thirty years, having been maintained, during
this entire time, under the most harmonious conditions. This
state of affairs bids fair to continue, as it is generally felt it greatly
simplifies matters to have the breed progress under one standard.
Such centralization of authority, no doubt, tends to the best devel-
opment of the breed.

This position, however, puts upon the parent club no ordinary
responsibility that it can lightly consider, for, if it is to maintain
the enviable place it has so long held, it must act wisely in its ex-
ercise of its conferred right to be the official spokesman of the
breed, on a vitally important matter. It must be sure, in all it
does, that purely selfish, personal interests are subordinated to the
general good, and that no provision of the standard shall be en-
acted, or permitted to remain in this document, that in its inter-
pretation will not stand the acid test of being in accord with a
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sensible development of the breed, or fail to be in harmony with
ity true nature and character.

After all, a standard of a breed is only valuable in serving as
# guide, and in directing the activities of those who honestly seck
to improve the breed along right lines. All of its statements,
that define what in appearance and conformation a dog should be
to reach perfection in type, must be based on sound, logical rea-
soning, such as the history of the breed, its uses and nature would
warrant. If it is to be respected, and have a helpful influence in
molding a breed, simplicity and directness of statements must be
employed, and so clearly expressed that but one interpretation,
on any given point, can be made. Ambiguity in phraseology, or
revealing aim in wording of such a nature, as to obscure the mean-
ing concerning any feature, can only serve to confound the seeker
for correct information, if it does not justly arouse his suspicion
and distrust. Any leaning in this direction will bring a standard
into disrepute, destroy its value as a guide, and make of it an
instrument of harm rather than of good.

It is the purpose in the following pages to take up separately
each section of the American Standard, as lately amended, and to
go somewhat into detail in explaining what may be rightly in-
ferred, as to its meaning. In other directions, it is the intention
to amplify in some cases the brevity of the standard, as it may
seem necessary, to make more clear the reasons that, no doubt,
induced the makers of the original standard of the club, to boldly
and rightly, take the stand they did, believing then, their position
was so self-evidently the sensible view, that it needed neither de-
fence or explanation.

GENERAL APPEARANCE

The French Bulldog should have the appearance of an active,
intelligent, muscular dog, of heavy bone, smooth coat, compactly
built, and of medium or small stature.

The above, rather general statement, as to the physical appear-
ance of a French bulldog, does not seem to need much of an ex-
planation, to make clearly understood what should constitute its
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physical likeness. To be compactly built means a short bodied
dog, compared to dogs of most breeds of the same height. Its
legs and body should show unusually strong muscular develop-
ment, with joints firmly knitted together, but not so tightly as to
interfere with the utmost freedom of action.

It is not always possible to gauge the intelligence of a dog by
a brief inspection, nor are there any rules, the observance of which
would readily determine this matter. Some dogs are naturally
dull and stupid, as far as looks and actions are concerned, and
yet may be unusually intelligent. Lack of close, kindly and in-
structive association with human beings, may make one dog appear
far from bright, while another, properly brought up and trained,
gives evidence of great intelligence, and still both may be of the
same breeding, and not infrequently from the same litter. When
only a casual opportunity is given to judge the intelligence of a
dog, a close observance of its general demeanor, and attitude
toward its surroundings, will give some idea of its capacity in this
regard. Another very important index of its mental quality can
be gained, from observing the expression of a dog's eyes. When
they are dull and sleepy looking, although the dog is in a normal
physical condition, they usually indicate a low order of intelligence.

The expression of “medium or small stature,” as used in the
standard, in its reference to size of a French bulldog, means one
according to what, perhaps, can be best interpreted as indicating
a dog, that would weigh between 20 and 25§ pounds, and seldom
much under the former or above the latter named weight, although
a weight up to 28 pounds is permissible.

PROPORTION AND SYMMETRY

The points should be well distributed and bear good relation one
to the other, no feature being in such prominence from either excess
or lack of quality that the animal appears deformed or illy
proportioned.

When we speak of points, in connection with a dog, we mean
all the features that go to make up its conformation. In an ideal
French bulldog, we desire an animal low in stature, with a large
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squarely formed head, short body and curved back formation,
broad front, wide and well rounded spring of ribs, tuck of up loins,
and rather small hindquarters, and in addition having an unusual
amount of bone for a medium sized dog; in other words, a cloddy,
compactly built, muscular dog. All of these features, in one that
approaches most nearly the standard of perfection, must be bound
together in a combination, so that each point will bear a symmet-
rical relation to all other points; that is, all parts of the dog, to
meet the requirement of the standard, must impress the eye as
being so in harmony with each other that no part would be out of
proportion in its relation to any other point or feature. Thus,
if the head is either too large or too small, for a correctly formed
body, it would not be in proper alignment to the body. If the
body is too long, or too narrow, to match a well formed head,
such a condition would mean that the body did not bear symmet-
rical relation to a well proportioned head. In fact, when one
looks at what might be termed a good approach to perfection in
a French bulldog, the general impression, such a dog should give,
is that no part has been developed to an extent to dwarf, or unduly
accentuate, any other part of the dog.

INFLUENCE OF SEX

In comparison of specimens of different sex, due allowance
should be made in favor of the bitches, which do not bear the char-
acteristics of the breed to the same marked degree as do the dogs.

The above allowance is made in favor of the female in prac-
tically all breeds of dogs, it being a well recognized fact that the
females, as a rule, do not reach the same degree of perfection as,
ordinarily, distinguish the males. This raises the naturally inter-
esting question, if two specimens, of opposite sex, are brought
together to be judged, whether a female, that reaches a high de-
gree of perfection, such as may be attainable by her sex, should
be placed over a male that fails to reach the same degree of ex-
cellence, expected of his sex, although in a general way he might be
somewhat superior in points to, the female. The issue involved
is whether the allowance granted the female, over the male, should
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not, as stated, make her superior to the male. This nicety of dis-
tinction, however, is perhaps more often honored in its breach than
observance.
WEIGHT
A light weight class under 22 pounds; heavy weight class, 22
pounds, and not over 28 pounds.

.'.I‘he above provision of the standard was inserted in the re-
vision made, in 1911, and was intended solely to indicate and ad-
vice, what wcights were to be observed, if admission to any classes,
at shows, were to be limited by weight.

HEAD

The head should be large and square. The top of the skull
shiould be flat between the ears; the forehead should not be flat but
slightly rounded. The stop should be well defined causing a hollow
or groove between the eyes. The muzzle should be broad, deep
and well laid back; the muscles of the cheeks well developed.
The nose should be extremely short; nostrils broad with well de-
fined line between them. The nose and flews should be black.
The ﬂe\_vs should be thick and broad, hanging over the lower jaw
at ic sides, meeting the under-lip in front and covering the teeth
which should not be seen when the mouth is closed. The under-jaw
should be deep, square, broad, undershot and well turned up.

The different features that are united in formation of a dog’s
head, are each individually important, as their nature and right
.combin'ation do more to determine a dog’s proper classification,
in merit, as a representative of a distinct breed, than any other
portion of its anatomy. Therefore, a student of any breed of
dogs should pay especial attention to the head, and until one can
distinguish, with a fair degree of accuracy, what constitutes the
attributes of an ideal head, and what contributes to form unde-
sirable features, such a person is far from being able to correctly
judge the real merits of one of the most essential parts of a dog’s
makeup.

In first designating the head as “large and square,” the Stand-
ard draws attention to what should be the initial impression con-
veyed in viewing a French bulldog. This type of head is abso-






