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 Before we even look at the wording of the Saluki standard, the appropriate 

mindset will be useful. First we need to reflect upon why a breed standard was drawn up, 

and secondly we need to consider the general attitudes and experiences of those who 

constructed the document. Finally we need to consider our responsibilities as 

conservators of an ancient breed. 

 

 Individual studbooks for various types of working dogs existed as the property of 

individuals and sporting organizations decades before kennel clubs were created. In those 

early years, the eighteen and early nineteen hundreds, breeding and excellence were both 

defined by function. Excellent examples of a type of dog were those which excelled in 

their work. Form truly followed function. Early British studbooks also recorded 

outcrosses between dogs classified as different breeds from one another. Such crosses 

were openly recorded in England and are part of the genetic history of numerous breeds. 

The first dog entered in the American Kennel Register, an English setter named Adonis, 

had two different pedigrees. Clearly British and American definitions of purebred were 

more flexible in the past. 

 

                                                               Greyhounds, Fermiet (ca. 1896) 

 

It is only with the advent of dog shows that a breed standard was needed as a 

means to assess ñstaticò rather than ñworkingò animals. For some breeds, like Rhodesian 

Ridgebacks, which were initially a highly varied lot of African farm and hunting dogs, 

the breed standard was created to define how a dog had to look to be considered a 

Rhodesian Ridgeback. It was a blueprint to create a uniform breed, a means of 

standardizing a group of dogs that performed a range of functions in a particular 
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geographic area so they could be identified as ña breedò. The breed standard and the idea 

of a purebred Rhodesian Ridgeback were created simultaneously. 

 
1) Egyptian Priestess, 1922  2) Ch. Rasim Ramullah of Pine Paddocks, c. 1950  3) Israel, 1970s, blended 

Sinai/Jordanian/Saudi breeding   

 

The situation with Salukis was very different. Salukis had a long and highly 

romanticized history. The breed Saluki predates by several thousand years both the 

country and culture of Britain where the breed standard in use in the USA was composed. 

The Saluki, though initially called by various names, was acknowledged as an ancient 

and easily identifiable breed. Though British travelers and Orientalists appropriated 

smooth Saluki origins for what was to become the English coursing greyhound, they left 

the feathered variety to retain its heritage. Creating a standard for a hound of both ancient 

and noble lineage was quite a different challenge from creating a uniform breed. 

 
                                  1) Israel, Negev Bedouin Salukis, 1969   2) Amherstia Nafissah, early 1900s 

 

 The framers of the Saluki standard were inevitably influenced by the generally 

held beliefs about canine structure and gait of their era. They were also cognizant of the 



 3 

necessity to enforce the distinction between the more recently imported Saluki, in 1923 

petitioning the Kennel Club for recognition, and the long established British coursing 

breeds, particularly the greyhound. Nevertheless, they acknowledged and accepted the 

wide range of types within the breed. The situation was best described by Vera Watkins 

in her 1974 Gazehound article, ñThe Importance of Arabian Desert Breeding in 

Preserving the Salukiò:  
  

 When the English Saluki or Gazelle Hound Club was formed in 1923, the breed  

enthusiastsðand they were fewðfound themselves in a dilemma. Most of them 

had seen service or travelled extensively in the Middle East and had had their hounds 

presented to them personally as marks of respect by Sheikhs, Amirs and other  

Chieftans. As, according to Arab custom, each gift carried with it the prestige of 

the donor, each recipient was entitled to consider that his Saluki was of the very best 

and correct type. So it wasðin its areaðas we now know. But at the time, there  

was considerable confusion, because many of these original Salukis differed  

considerably from each other!! Somehow the standard (which prevails today) was 

hammered out. This was required by the Kennel Club before the breed could be  

recognized. Despite the differences of appearance, all the Salukis had a great deal 

 in common but with great variations in heightðan extraordinary range of 5  

inchesðñ23 to 28 inches at the shoulder with bitches proportionally smallerò. 

p. 117 

 

According to Ms.Watkins, though very bitter controversy broke out almost immediately, 

between those who had focused their breeding on imported hounds from the more 

southern regions, and those, predominantly Brigadier General Lance (a member of the 

Kennel Club) whose imports were from the more northern regions, the breed standard 

weathered the storm. 

 
1) The Honorable Florence Amherst with Zobied and Farhan, c. 1923  2) Syria, 1996. Photo, courtesy of G. Groustra 

 

 The framers of the Saluki breed standard had been forced to include all the varied 

types because of their ñroyal and aristocratic associationò and we are the fortunate 

beneficiaries of this decision. Citing Ms. Watkins again, in her worthwhile volume Saluki 

Companion of Kings, she wrote: ñIt is not often realised that, quite apart from the 
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question of heighté, several individual dogs can conform to the standard point by point 

and yet not look alike, but they will have the necessary attributes for which the breed was 

developedò (1974, p.26). This is because the framers of the standard described only those 

features which appeared consistently in all of their imports and descendants, making no 

mention of features which either were absent in some hounds, or varied between hounds 

or family groups. 

 

 

 

 

Left to right. Top: 1) Sarona Kelb, whelped 1908  2) Turkish Tazi, Anatolia,1980s. Photo: E. Berghaus 

Bottom: 3) Amherstia Sultan, whelped 1908  4) Taviton Rumli Sagars, import from Saudi Arabia, 1970s. Photo: P. 

Browning  

 

Rather than being deficient due to its openness, making no mention of numerous 

ñdetailsò, these omissions remain one of the great strengths of our standard. It continues 

to protect variation within the breed. It has also blessed fanciers for almost a century with 

the endless opportunity to ponder and argue over what is written and what is not.  


