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The Strange Notion of 'Entitlement' 
 

Recently on one of the Boxer email Lists a controversy was described involving the following:  someone 

won a Major on his dog and the judge, for whatever reason, chose not to cross the major over to the 

bitch side of the equation, therefore limiting her to minor points. The bitch owner was allegedly upset 

with the owner and/or handler of the dog.  Some at ringside felt that the sportsmanly thing to do was 

for the handler to “lie down” in the BOB class, so that the bitch would shine and possibly walk away with 

that coveted Major.  Others said, in effect, “Nonsense.” 

In my region of the country, Boxer bitches require 9 more entries than dogs to reach the 3 point 

pinnacle.  So it is no small feat to achieve that Major win.  But it should never justify a judge doing 

anything but what he is supposed to do on the day—judge dogs, and make the Best of Winners award 

exactly what it implies.  To do anything less, much less bestow favors, corrupts the entire judging 

process. 

The idea of showing any dog to anything less than full advantage is insulting to the judge who made you 

Winners, the breeder, and the owner who should be so disappointed to see his beloved winning “star” 

suddenly looking like dog show road kill.  Likewise, the notion of showing a dog in the classes on Sunday, 

who finished on Saturday, to “hold the Major” is spurious at best.  While we can all sympathize, and we 

have all pursued those elusive Majors for seemingly endless weekends, winning one while worthy 

competition is made to look horrid is a hollow victory—or should be. Shouldn’t we have more respect 

for the judging process—and for the merits of our dogs? 

And while we’re at it—discussing these supposed “entitlements,” whoever said that entering a dog 

show and paying our $30 dollars “entitles” us to anything other than a fair examination by the judge?  

And what of the true, rare animal who wins 4 Majors on a circuit and needs a couple of minor points to 

finish as Sunday looms…should he be pulled so that he can be generous to the competition?  After all, 

he doesn’t “need” the Major…I say he should show for all he is worth—if he is that good he will be out 

of the competition’s way in no time.  I personally know of a dog who died with 14 points due to 

accidental injury—it can happen.  Or what if he goes home on Saturday and ruptures a cruciate ligament 

running around the yard?  He may never gait perfectly again.  When you are winning, the time to finish 

the job is NOW.   

When the dog is in fact finished (easy to look up the points on the AKC website), he should go home or 

be moved up.  Piling on points makes no sense and in that case is truly worthy of condemnation within 

the fancy.  And piling on Major points after finishing one’s title? That might cause multiple meltdowns, 

to put it mildly. Believe it or not, some people enjoy doing this, though happily not many Boxer people. 

So the next time you gnash your teeth because the judge did not award Bruno or Brunhilda that 

crossover Major, at least be glad that you did not try to damage the judging process in the mistaken 

belief that the judge “should” have made your day. When you went to the show and you or your handler 

made an honest effort to show your exhibit to the best of your ability--and you won or you lost on  
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merit—THAT should have been “major” enough.  There is always another dog show, where the next 

more “learned and respected” judge may see things your way. 
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