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Most novices are taught when they enter the breed, that the foundation for success is complimentary breeding within a specific bloodline or family of Bull Terriers. It was no different when I entered the breed all those years ago. I was taught to line breed, using the best dogs within the line, and you would only outcross to bring in new virtues, which could not be found within the line. It was instilled in me that I must line breed to a top quality dog, as this would enhance my chances of reproducing a Bull Terrier of equal or better quality.

Complimentary breeding was understood to be the mating of Bull Terriers who did not share the same faults and who complimented each other in type. So if my breeding bitch lacked perhaps, a good head and size, I would look for a good dog within the line that had a good head, size and other virtues. On the other hand if my bitch lacked in quality and hind movement, I was conditioned to look for these virtues within the stud dog.

Let me add at this point, that I did have a lot of success in my early years following these breeding principles. I must add however, that looking back on this breeding success today, I do believe that much of this success was more attributed to the line I was breeding to and the foundation that others had created, than my own intelligent breeding. I was breeding wisely based on my conditioning, however success was a hit and miss affair. I, like so many others out there, could breed good specimens, but breeding that great dog always remained elusive and appeared to be more of a luck issue than real breeding intelligence.

What I believe now is by in-breeding (half brother/ half sister matings and packing in a dog in the third and fourth generations) in my early years, what I was actually doing was simply intensifying the gene pool (the dog I was line breeding to was himself closely line bred) and bringing to the forefront the virtues of the Bull Terriers, that were in the pedigree. This is how success was achieved.

I also discovered that with time and based on continued line breeding, that I would hit a brick wall. I reached a point whereby, even by using top quality dogs within the line and complimenting the sire and dam, the result was a backward step in breed progress. The same line and breeding principles that had brought me success in the past, was simply not working for me anymore. At the time it was driving me crazy. The frustration was enough to make me start looking outside the line, but perhaps more importantly, it made me look long and hard at the breeding principles I had been taught and the resultant predictability of matings. This time of frustration would coincide with various visits to the UK and USA to look at Bull Terriers and assess how breeders around the world were achieving success. It was indeed a time of soul searching as a breeder. 

What I did discover is that all breeders for some reason or another hit a similar brick wall in their breeding program. This would start me off on a fourteen-year quest, which involved intense dog/ pedigree studying, experimentation with out crossing to the top Bull Terriers of the time and the testing of various breeding theories, found both within and outside of Bull Terriers. I even went back to the Raymond Oppenheimer books and other books to see if there were clues in the many dogs documented. 

The Quest for Clarity and Predictability

The basis of my quest was to find out if there was a better way of breeding than the complimentary breeding I had been taught and secondly, to find out if it was at all possible, to improve or understand the predictability of planned matings. This would become my “obsession” in wanting to breed better.

The first signs that there was more to complimentary breeding than I had been taught, was little indications that a dog or bitch would be a better producer of male or female offspring. Without going too far back in time, which could potential confuse the younger generation of readers, there were clues such as Abraxas Audacity being a better sire of bitches than dogs, and Badlesmere Bonanparte of Souperlative, a great producer of dogs, but not as good at producing bitches. Why was this the case? What made these dogs different to others? I also looked at the great Polytelis Silver Convention and realised that he was not producing dogs or bitches with the same complete package that he displayed. His male offspring were generally smaller than himself and his daughters were refined and light boned.

In more recent years I would note that Ghabar the Admiral, would also be a better sire of bitches than dogs, producing 15 top quality bitches, compared with 3 dogs over a long and successful stud career.  Locally, we would see a top dog imported into South Africa in 1990. He to turned out to be a much better sire of bitches than dogs, producing 3 dogs that never won much beyond their title, but the bitches (8 or so) were nothing less than outstanding. At the same time I would also identify lines of heritage that were better known for producing dogs or bitches. There had to be something different in their make up for this to occur.

This made me think that complimentary breeding was not just about making sure that the sire and dam did not share the same faults, and that the grand parents in the pedigree had to be closely considered as well. What was still a mystery was just how they (parents of the sire and dam) could influence the outcome of each breeding. It was bad enough having to just consider the sire and dam. Now I was looking to bring in another four animals into the breeding equation. At the time I remember thinking that this was just going to confuse things further and I was looking for trouble going down this track.

Studying the pedigrees of Bull Terriers (dogs and bitches) who were great producers of male or female offspring, as well as the pedigrees of top winning dogs and bitches, I looked for a pattern that made sense. There had to be something in their breeding that would point to an answer.

What was noted, and you are welcome to test this yourself, is that where a dog was a great and consistent producer of bitches, it was found that his dam was a very good bitch. If on the other hand he was also not a great producer of dogs, it was also noted that his sire was either not as good a dog as himself or in many of the matings, the sire of the dam was an average dog or not complimentary of the dog himself (The dog used and the dams sire, shared the same faults or were generally of a lesser quality than the bitches in the first and second generation). What I was noticing is that there was a definite relationship between the dogs in the pedigree (first and second generation) on the outcome of the male puppies in the litter and likewise the bitches in the pedigree was dictating the quality of bitches being produced. 

Now I understand genetically that in any mating 50% of the genes are inherited from the sire and 50% from the dam, and this forms the logic that the mating pair must be complimentary, however this does not hold true. How often has a breeder used a dog with a great head to a bitch with a good head, only to produce puppies with poor head qualities? Another example is the use of an average size to small dog to a bitch that is average in size only to see a big heavyweight dog produced. If the passing of genes (virtues and faults) from one generation to the next were as simple as 50/50 from each parent, with virtues being dominant, we would not see the above examples in our breeding.  Using a sire and dam with good heads would only produce puppies with good heads.

The more I studied this, the more I could see that the expression of inheritance could be linked to the sex of the puppy. Male puppy offspring were/ are influenced by the males in the pedigree and not the bitches (visa versa for bitch puppies). Did Abraxas Audacity simply produce better bitches due to his mother being the outstanding Abraxas Athenia and was Ghabar The Admiral also a great producer of bitches because his mother was the equally outstanding Ghabar Dee Jay? When these two dogs were used at stud to top quality bitches were we simply not seeing outstanding bitches on both sides of the pedigree close up, thereby making them great producers of bitches? 

I moved from theoretical understanding to practical breeding to test this “sex link” concept even further, testing it in outcross matings and line breeding matings. Now at this point I must point out that although I now have a better understanding of the sex link, it has taken over 10 years of breeding and in any real research program this is nothing more than a drop in the ocean and further testing is required.
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I started by looking to compliment a dam’s sire with a potential stud dog and his sire. So as an example, if my dam’s sire lacked in head quality or bone and substance, I looked for a dog that had these virtue and whose sire also had this quality.  At the same time if my bitch had a very good head, I was a little less fussy in finding a sire whose dam had a great head.  Basically what I was trying to do was compliment the males in the pedigree to the point that all the desired virtues of a Bull Terrier could be found in the sire, and the two grand sires (The more virtues these dogs had the better). I tried to achieve the same with the bitches. 
Now trying to compliment animals in a pedigree to this extent is almost impossible and in the early days I had to make sacrifices in my selection process. I simply could not find the ideal mating that would produce both quality dogs and bitches. With time I learned that I had to make a choice (dogs or bitches), as there simply was not the stud selection available. 

In an out cross mating or the mating of Bull Terriers that are not to closely related, I found that the results are far more predictable, as the results are less influenced by gene pool intensifying.

What I started to note, and let’s just talk about the male offspring for now, was that the offspring were to a large degree a combination of dogs (sire and two grand sires) in the breeding. Male puppies would either look like the sire, a combination of the sire and dam’s sire or a combination of the two grand sires. The influence of each male in the pedigree varied (gene combinations), resulting in variations amongst the male offspring. In some of the male pups there was a leaning towards the sire, while other pups displayed a leaning towards one of the grand sires (one dog being more dominant). In other cases, there appeared to be a combining (or blending if you like) of dogs, almost as if no one dog was more dominant over the other dogs. What was of real interest was the combining of the grand sires, producing male offspring with virtues and faults that were totally unexpected.

As various matings confirmed my thinking that there is a link between the sexes and the offspring, so I discovered that the expected outcome was easier to identify when out crossing and carrying out distant line breeding. I also found out that if there was greater variation in type, body make and shape and head shape, in the three dogs or bitches in the pedigree, so there was less predictability in the outcome of the offspring. 

I have also tested this “same sex complimenting” when line breeding. In the early testing days I soon discovered that the results where influenced by just how close you were line breeding. The same three dogs or bitches in the pedigree counted, but close line breeding would throw you a curve ball, for the simple reason that you are intensifying certain dogs or bitches in the pedigree, thereby bringing them to the forefront, so that they also influence the predictability and resultant offspring. A fourth dog or bitch comes into play and if this dog or bitch is dominant or does not compliment the same sex dogs in the breeding, the expected out come is diluted significantly. 

This also started to explain why in my earlier years of breeding I had hit a brick wall. The gene pool intensification reached a point whereby a dog or bitch generations back, was influencing the out come for the better or worse. In simple terms you feel the influence (virtues and faults) of this dog or bitch. In my case I had progressed significantly beyond the dogs that I was still packing into the pedigree. Head quality, size and substance and overall finish had improved. When I started to produce pups that looked more like Bull Terriers of 10-15 years earlier, I just didn’t understand what was happening.  This was further complicated by not understanding the same sex complimentary breeding and knowing how to rectify the problem.

The concept of “same sex, complimentary breeding” does not go against the recognised theories of 50% inheritance from both sides of the pedigree. All it does is give recognition to the fact that there is a link between the sex of the offspring and the same sex ancestors, who are up close in the pedigree. 

By paying attention to this fact in your breeding, you potentially have a better change of understanding what to expect from your breeding partner selection. In every day life we recognise this sex link. As an example, we do not expect our daughters (humans) to have the same facial hair or bone structure as their fathers, and we do not expect our sons to have the same body shape (curves) as their mothers. 
Think about it… In humans, gene inheritance is 50/50 from either parent, as it is with Bull Terriers, yet we do not expect human children to be a simple blending of the two parents. Instead we expect the sons to display male virtues and the same for the daughters. We certainly do not expect the daughters to have the size and bone structure of their fathers, or the strong jaw structure associated with males. 
Lets move on and see if we can understand this same sex inheritance a little better.
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