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Lucky Tahavya, the name says 
it all!!!!! 
 
I had been looking for a new miniature 
male for several years.  As I traveled the 
country judging or as an officer for the 
NAEDA, I was watching for that 
miniature male that said “this will work 
for you.”  I had visited with Sue Houck 
during the 2004 – 2006 time frame 
about some of her breedings.  Sue and 
Joel had worked with us for several 
years with the miniature eskies.  Eileen 
had talked to Sue at the UKC Premier in 
June of 2006 about a litter she had.  In 
October, 2006 Sue called and said she 
had a good male that she thought I 
would like.  The pedigree looked good!!  
Eileen did not want to get another dog 
because of our age, stating that a new 
dog would outlive us. ha ha  In fact, that 
was how Lucky got his name, because 
Eileen gave in and I was darn lucky to 
have him. 
 
 

NTL BOB, NTL GR CH Sujo’s Kort-Mar 
Lucky Tahavya “Lucky” 
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Lucky is a very loving and playful little 
guy at 3 ½ years of age.  He loves the 
show ring and is kind enough to let 
Eileen hold the leash since he must have 
a human with him to be in the show 
ring.  THANK YOU to Sue and Joel for 
allowing us to have Lucky, I know Sue is 
looking down and saying “Way to go, 
little guy.”   
 
Thanks to all the judges that have 
appreciated Lucky, especially Jeanne 
Heger that judged the NAEDA show and 
to Debbie Mitchell, for without Debbie, 
Lucky may never have made it to 
California, since Eileen has a hard time 
flying by herself, let alone taking a dog 
on an airline flight.  
 

Richard “Dick” Kortemeier one Lucky 
guy!! 

 

  

Lucky makes it a family affair. 



 
2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
4 

 
 
 
 



 
5 

2009 National Winners 
NON-LICENSED CLASSES 
Miniature Male Puppy    Trinity Lucas Skybear 
       Joe & Kay Shackford 
Best Miniature Male    Trinity Lucas Skybear 
       Joe & Kay Shackford 
Standard Male Puppy    A-Joy’s Precious Reese 
       Sherry Myers 
Best Standard Male     A-Joy’s Precious Reese 
       Sherry Myers 
Best Male      A-Joy’s Precious Reese 
       Sherry Myers 
Best Miniature Female Puppy   Tikis Qinmiq Avalanche 
        Duffy & Christie Duffy 
Best Miniature Female Breeder/Handler Trinity’s Hannah 
       Linda Wheatley or David Wheatley 
Best Miniature Female    Trinity’s Hannah 
       Linda Wheatley or David Wheatley 
  Reserve    Tikis Qinmiq Avalanche 
       Robert Duffy & Christie Duffy 
Best Standard Female Puppy   A-Joy’s Precious Leyna 
       Sherry Meyers or Kris Oliversen 
Best Standard Female Breeder/Handler AWD DiamondE’s Whistlin’ Bixby 
       Erika Spenser 
Best Standard Female    AWD DiamondE’s Whistlin’ Bixby 
       Erika Spenser 
  Reserve    A-Joy’s Precious Leyna 

      Sherry Meyers or Kris Oliversen 
Best Female      AWD DiamondE’s Whistlin’ Bixby 

      Erika Spenser 
  Reserve    Trinity’s Hannah 
       Linda Wheatley or David Wheatley 
Champion      CH Wintersun’s Cherished Promise 

      Lenise Redding 
  Reserve    CH Nrdc Whsprs Coutdown 2 Victory 
       Diane Cowles 
Grand Champion     GR CH Sujo’s Kort-Mar Lucky Tahavya 
       Richard or Eileen Kortemeier 

Awards of Excellence  GR CH Jaybar’s Artic Pass 
    Kathleen Strunk 

       GR CH AWD Island Blue Moon Rising 
       Gregory mann or Robert Brown 
       GR CH  Sierra Rock The House 
       Joseph and Diana Allen 
       GR CH Sierra Mystic Knight To Remember 
       Karen Scholz 
       GR CH Kort-Mar’s Sparkling Diamond 
       Sandy Ray 
Best of Breed     GR CH Sujo’s Kort-Mar Lucky Tahavya 

      Richard or Eileen Kortemeier 
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NON-LICENSED CLASSES 
Novice Puppy Female    Carara Krystal Daphnie 
       Jeannie Halmo 
Best Novice Puppy     Carara Krystal Daphnie 
       Jeannie Halmo   
Brood Bitch      GR CH AWD’s Hello Dolly 
       Diane Cowles & Tristan Cowles 
Stud Dog      GR CH Kort-Mar’s Sparkling Diamond 
       Sandy Ray 
Legends of the Ring    GR CH Kort-Mar’s Sparkling Diamond 
       Sandy Ray 
       GR CH Sunshadow’s Dream Catcher 
       Vada Binick or Kit Savagian 
Junior Showmanship 
  Pee Wee     Lucy Strunk 
  Sub Junior    Shannon Strunk 
  Open Junior    Erin Duffy 
  Open Senior    Joshua Brown 
 Best Junior Showmanship   Erin Duffy 
 

20 Year Membership Awards – 2009 

 
Only a few of the wonderful members who have been with the club for 
at least 20 years.  Thanks to all of you for your continued support and 
contributions to our breed! 
 

Charles Bedow 
Sally Bedow 

Donna Blews-Pappas 
Jerry Bowen 
Diane Collier 

Richard Collier 
Wendi Fleming 

Tamara Day Flores 
Cindy Goetz 
Eleanor Main 
Rick Mitchell 

Debbie Mitchell 
Tammy Nichols 
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GENERAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING – OCTOBER 17, 2009  
MCCLELLAN, CA 

 
Meeting called to order by the Parliamentarian, Bob Brekke, in absence of the President Anna Baughn.  A quorum has been 
established according to the sign in sheet of 20 voting members.   The first item of business is we are going to modify the agenda 
slightly and go to the election results.    Under new Business, as the President is unable to make it today, and the Vice President 
is not able to make it today, the first order of business is the Election.  The Election Committee has counted the ballots and your 
new officers are: 
 
Bob Brekke, President, Ginny Voit, Vice President, Debbie Mitchell, Corresponding Secretary, Heidi Halverson, Secretary, Sally 
Bedow, Treasurer, Joe Allen, Parliamentarian, and Barbara Davidoff, Publicity Director.  Bob then asked the new Board members 
to come forward.  Bob deferred the Motion to Destroy the Ballots until we get back to the by-law ballot, because they are on the 
same ballot. 
 
Joe Allen announced that he was resigning as the President of Indiana, and Diana Allen was acting president. 
 
Introduction of Mark Threlfall with UKC update by Bob Brekke. 
 
Report by Mark Threlfall of UKC –  Mark congratulated the National on a wonderful specialty.  He commented that it was a 
beautiful site.  Mark said he always attended three of the four main breed’s nationals and he always felt that this national club 
found perfect locations for our Nationals.  He stated that this was a beautiful spot and that Kathy had gotten several brochures and 
that she was going to encourage several specialty clubs to come to this site. 
 
The first announcement that Mark made was regarding the Gateway National at Purina Farms in October of 2010.  They have 
already reserved it for the next two years.  They have invited all of their National and Specialty clubs to hold their Nationals there 
with little cost to the National.  The only cost to the National would be the ribbons and someone to take day of show entries.  
UKC would take pre-entries on line and be responsible for all the other costs.  Last week he mentioned this at the APBT 
National.  They had voted to have their National in Southern California.  However, they are currently in talks to defer that 
National to the next year and take advantage of UKC’s offer.   
 
UKC has created an altered class.   Mark said it would never compete against intact dogs.  Mark said that we have dogs out there 
that were neutered or spayed, not because they were of lesser quality, but because of one reason or another such as health reasons 
or something else.  UKC feels there are enough quality dogs that have been spayed and neutered and that they have come from 
reputable breeders that satisfy a need.  We hope that this will bring more people to fight anti-dog legislation.  This is the 
rationale behind this. 
 
Mark said he knew that the National would be talking about a third variety.  Unfortunately, he had to leave for San Francisco.  As 
always the UKC is the final word on such a proposal.  Certainly UKC has the utmost respect for the breeders of the National 
breed association, but whatever you decide as members, ultimately, will weigh heavily in regard to our decision.  We typically 
would go along with it, unless it would be a travesty of justice to go against it.  We will trust the National to be thoughtful and 
use their best judgment to do what is right for the breed.  Hopefully, UKC will back the National up all they can.  The UKC is 
all about you. 
 
Mark said he really enjoyed watching the National and taking pictures because he felt that judging would be a tough decision, 
because there were a lot of good dogs.  He stated that there was far better competition in the American Eskimo breed than he had 
seen at any other National. 
 
Someone asked what airport was near the Purina facility.  It is the St. Louis airport.  Diana stated that the building was 45000 
sq. feet.  The grooming area is 15000 sq. feet.  There is a banquet facility, a dog washing area, etc.   
 
If UKC takes the pre-entries for the National at the Purina facility, they will not be charging us a fee for taking the pre-entries.  In 
regard to the altered class, they will be identical to the regular licensed classes as they currently exist.  You will start from square 
one, and take a grand champion, and start over to obtain an altered title. 
 
Discussion was had in regard to dog related legislative issues.  Cindy Cooke is UKC’s legislative liaison.  She is on salary to 
handle these issues all over the country.   These issues are so important.  When one of these issues comes up it establishes the 
authority of these groups to tell you the type of life your dogs are going to lead.  Mark stressed that PETA is committed to 
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getting rid of pets in America.  They do not believe in euthanizing animals.  Dogs should learn to exist in the wild.  This is 
what PETA wants.  Mark suggested that everyone join the NAIA.  They have a website and do the best job.  Patti Strand is 
totally committed to them.  They are probably the most effective group.  Much discussion was held in regard to legislative 
issues.  Mark stressed how important it is for us to pay attention to it. 
 
Motion to approve minutes of last meeting – Sherry Myers. 
Seconded by Linda Berg.  Motion carried. 
 
Treasurer’s report – Sally passed out her financial report.  She also provided membership lists.  Sally stated that we did 
significant good things with our money.  We sponsored a junior to the Premier, we supported one of  our member clubs with 
development funds, and we assisted with rescue. We have also taken in significant dollars thanks to newsletter advertising, trophy 
sponsorship, and the all breed show that we did in Hutto, as well as our membership.  The expenses not reported are the cost of 
the September newsletter which she does not yet have, but Barbara has said it is just over $1000.   It is the newsletter plus our 
efforts listed above that have reduced our working capital money.  Sally stated it is the lowest it has been since she took over as 
treasurer.  The profit from the auction and pre-entries from today were also not reported, but between the auction and the cost of 
the newsletter, it would probably be about a wash.  Expenses to be incurred for the remainder of the year include the award 
plaques, the end of the year newsletter, which is one of our more costly ones, because it is a wrap up from this show and other 
end of the year things, such as any additional balloting that we might have. 
 
Sally stated that because our financial position at this time is a bit tentative, she is recommending that the NAEDA suspend the 
Junior Sponsorship program for the Premier next year, and that we suspend the Club Development Fund for 2010.  She believes 
that NAEDA needs to adopt a conservative approach to the newsletter perhaps in the form of on line newsletters for those who 
would be willing to accept them like that, and/or a subscription fee above and beyond the cost of membership.  Newsletters are 
currently costing us $5.00 per issue per newsletter.  We send newsletters to households, not each individual member.  With our 
current dues of $10.00 per club affiliate member and $15.00 for at large members, clearly we cannot sustain publishing newsletters 
for the dues monies that we receive.  Sally then passed out her suggestion of three different options about structuring dues.  
Additionally, she believes we need to consider having all breed shows on National days like today and she said we could even 
have two.  The TFT National does this.  It is a much more of a revenue generator.  It is much harder for us to make money on 
just one show.  Sally said we could also have the mid-year all breed show like we did in Hutto.  It was a lot of work, but it did 
generate $2500 profit for us.  She knows that the financial report is a lot to digest all at one time.  She also has the dues structure.  
Option 1 would be we could leave the dues as they are.  If we do that, it would be really hard to make it through a year.  She 
does not believe that we could make it through a year with the dues remaining as they are, and do the things we have been doing.  
She said we sure could not do the $1000 scholarship for the Juniors or the club development.  Option 2 is to leave the dues as 
they are but if you want to receive a printed newsletter, then that would be above and beyond your $10.00 membership.  Maybe if 
we had a way to put the newsletter on line so that people could download it and look at it there.  Sally is not technically savvy 
to do that, but she knows there are breed clubs that do that.   
 
Sally stated that Option 3 would be to increase the dues to a level that would keep the printed newsletters that were going to all 
households.  It would have to be up in the range of $30.00.  A club affiliate may be at $25.00 and an at large member at $30.00.  
Sally stated that is was her opinion that if we were going to keep on with the newsletter as it currently is, we are going to have to 
look at a dues structure that can support that newsletter.  Sally stated that we could purchase a domain name for the newsletter 
alone which would be separate from the NAEDA site, but would have a link to it.  Sally stated this was just a suggestion.  She 
has no idea if this could be done.  She stated that Anna Baughn maintains our website for $300 per year and posts information as 
she receives it.  We just signed up for a service that allows us to do forms on line so that you can renew dues and do an entry 
form on line. 
 
Bob had a question.  He asked if this proposal for the Newsletter is the same item as #8 – Newsletter Format under new business.   
Sally then stated that Heidi was going to suggest about the on line newsletter.  Bob then stated, that with Sally’s permission, he 
would entertain discussion at this particular point to talk about the 2010 dues structure portion of this discussion.  Specifically 
this means we are not talking about the Club Development Fund of Sally’s recommendation, nor are we talking about the Junior 
Handler part of Sally’s recommendation. 
 
Bob then stated that if we want to have a discussion on changing the dues, now would be the appropriate time for one of the 
members to say they would like to propose a motion that we adopt one of these options, or propose a fourth option or a fifth and 
move forward with this discussion.  Tracy Churchill asked that if we elected Option 1 would it allow us to do the Newsletter and 
what about the other programs.  Sally stated that it would allow us to do the newsletter, but not the other programs.  Sally stated 
that it would make us not go in the hole as the newsletter is turning out to cost between $1000 and $1200 per newsletter.  Tracy 
Churchill then asked how many we print, as she is a printing broker so she could find out if she could get the printing much 
cheaper.  Sally stated that Barbara would have to tell her how many she prints.   Barbara said it depended on the number of 
members.  The last issue was 225.  Barbara stated that she would do anything to get it cheaper, but that she had searched high 
and low.  Tracy then stated that she could probably get it done much cheaper.  Someone gave her a newsletter to go by.  Tracy 
stated that she does the Greater Phoenix Sundance newsletter monthly and she actually sends out over 600 and uses bulk mail.  
Barbara stated we are just under the number for bulk mail.  Tracy stated they mail over 600 newsletters plus postage for $1100.  
Tracy said that we do have enough to do first line pre-sort which would save us a ton of money.   
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Bob then stated that at this particular point of the discussion, he thought we need to have, and he knows they are asking 
questions, before anyone makes a motion.  He said these questions should come up after a motion is moving forward to bring it 
to the floor.   
 
Vada Binick stated that she did not think raising the dues was a good idea, as things were tough out there and members, such as 
retirees, might not be able to afford it.  She stated that unless we could come up with a better option for getting the newsletter out 
more cheaply she would tend to view the idea of a subscription as a better way to go.  Sally said that would also be the option 
she would propose. 
 
Debbie Mitchell stated that if Barbara could send the newsletter to Tracy Churchill, because of her experience as a printing broker, 
once it got to her, she could put it together and send it out and save us a lot of money.  If Tracy could do that, we should explore 
it.   
Debbie had made this point before because Rick is a printer.  Barbara said her choice was to do it on line first.   Tracy pointed 
out that the problem of sending a newsletter on line and sending out a  printed version as well could cause discrepancies between 
the two, and that could propose a problem.   
 
Barbara then stated that there would have to be a coded password for privacy issues if there was just a link from the NAEDA 
website.   
 
Someone stated that she was a member of the San Diego kennel club, and that they publish their newsletter on line, and that she 
had yet to see all of it.  She said it was not that they were inept, she just has a problem reading it on line.  Hence, there would be 
a lot of people that prefer a printed version, as opposed to an on line version. She stated that she was unable to download it also. 
 
Barbara said she could just do a pdf version to the website and download it. 
 
Bob stated that he knew these were informational things that we were talking about, but he thought we really need to move 
forward towards a dues structure adjustment.  He asked if we were saying that if we do all these things and don’t adjust the dues, 
we will be okay. He does not think anybody is saying that.   
 
Someone asked if it had to be done now, and Bob stated that the dues structure is set up at this meeting.   
 
Joe Allen stated that we need a resolution about how we are going to do it, one way or the other.  We are either going to increase 
the dues, do away with the newsletter, or do it through email.  He said that those were the only three options he sees.  Sally said 
there was also the option of offering a subscription for those people who want it mailed.  Sally stated that she felt the email option 
was the best way to go.  Joe stated that members who did not have email addresses could pick one up from another member, or 
get them at the meetings.  He stated that almost all of the at large members have email addresses.  
 
Joe Allen moved that we approve to email distribution of the newsletter, with no change in dues. 
 
Sally then stated that the last time we changed the dues was in 1994. 
 
Joe stated there was a motion on the floor, did he have a second.  Seconded by Larry Wheatley.   
 
Eileen Kortemeier of Oklahoma brought up advertising in the newsletter.  She asked if we had more advertising in the newsletter, 
would that help?  She also suggested going up on the charges for advertising in the newsletter.  Sally stated that she had 
discussed that possibility with Barbara.  
 
Bob stated that what advertising costs in the newsletter is not relevant to this discussion, but it is clearly understood that it is 
part of the issue that has to be addressed. 
 
Sherry Myers stated that the only way you could email our newsletter would be in low rad, and if you printed them out, it would 
ruin the advertising resolution, and it would look like crap.  You cannot charge people a lot of money for an ad, and email it as a 
pdf.  You would have to put it on a site that they could link to in order to get proper resolution.  That is the nature of the 
technology as it is right now. 
 
Bob asked would the members who made the motion allow a marriage of Option 2, and Option 4 (presented by Joe Allen). 
 
Sherry Myers stated that there would be no resolution on the pictures, and Bob stated that what he is hearing the members say is 
that the advertising revenue would decrease.   
 
Vada Binick asked that if we went with the Motion on the floor and don’t raise the dues, is it going to bring revenue into the 
club?  Sally stated we would be able to pay the things we need to pay, but we would not be able to do the extra things, unless 
we have some sort of fund raiser.  Sally stated we would not be able to do the Junior Sponsorship to the Premier.  We would not 
be able to do a lot of club development, or the things that we have been moving toward to things for our members, we would 
have to do fundraisers, in addition to the dues to do those kind of things.   
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Bob – any further discussion.  The discussion continued in regard to emailing the newsletter and/or increasing the dues, and/or a 
subscription. 
 
Bob – At present the option on the floor is to go to an electronic version of the newsletter and leave the dues as they are.  We 
need to move that direction or a modification if that is what you need to do.   
 
Lynn McClure – She proposed a modification to the motion, by combining Option 2 and 3 by making club affiliates $20.00, and 
at large members $25.00, with an electronic version of the newsletter by posting it on the club’s website with a  subscription to 
the newsletter to those who want a printed version 
 
Bob asked Joe if was acceptable to the amendment to his motion, and Joe stated he was not.  His motion still stands, as does his 
second.  Joe stated that we need to vote on this, and if you don’t approve of it, vote against it.   
 
Bob stated that the motion on the floor was to go to an electronic version of the newsletter and leave the dues structure as it is. 
 
Motion failed by majority vote. 
 
Bob then asked madam member to please address an alternate resolution.   
 
Lynn McClure made a motion that we consider Option 2 and merging it with Option 3 and setting our dues at $25.00 for at large 
and adjust downward, and club affiliates at $20.00 and adjust downward.  Discussion was had and adjusting downward made the 
rest of the dues to low. 
 
Bob repeated the motion – The motion is for Option 2, adding a printed newsletter subscription per household for $25.00, and 
changing the dues structure as listed in Option 3, with modifications to at large members to $25.00, Junior members to $10.00, 
Senior members to $15.00; club affiliate members, individual - $20.00, Junior $5.00, and Senior $10.00 made by Lynn 
McClure. 
 
Motion seconded by Jim Binick.  Open discussion to the motion on the floor. 
 
Motion carried by majority vote. 
 
Report of Rescue Committee  - Kim Galloway submitted a written report and it was read by President Bob Brekke.  See copy of 
report in this newsletter. 
 
Report on Breed Standard – Morey Baughn was not present – no report. 
 
Future Projects – Debbie Mitchell had no report. 
 
Trophy Committee – Sally Bedow.  Sally reminded everyone how important it is to try and donate a trophy.  She passed out a 
list of needed trophies.  Those who wished to could commit, but Sally stressed that they must pay prior to leaving the meeting. 
 
Canine Health Foundation  - Anna Baughn was not present – no report. 
 
Club Development Program Report – Bob Brekke.  No clubs have applied at present.  Previously the two clubs that were 
eligible were Nevada for $250 and Arizona for $150.  Arizona applied and was granted the $250.  Jim Binick read a report as to 
how Arizona used the funds.  This report is published in this newsletter. 
 
Motion to defer voting on this to the Board of Directors by Debbie Mitchell.   Seconded by Vada Binick.  Motion carried. 
 
Judges Review Committee – Sally Bedow reported that she has received no judge’s requests this year. 
 
2009 All Breed Show Report – Sally Bedow.  Sally reported that the show in Hutto was a success and netted the National a 
profit of $2500.  Jim Binick made a motion to sponsor another multi-breed show at a venue and time of the National’s choosing.  
Seconded by Lynn McClure. 
Motion carried. 
 
Karla Cole Junior Showman Report – Sally Bedow.  Sally read the letter received from Tristan Cowles thanking us for 
sponsoring his trip to the Premier.  The letter will be published in this newsletter. 
 
Washington (AEDAW) Rescue Effort Report – Lynn McClure reported that there were 370+ eskies in Kennewick, WA and 
that 16 were still in a Seattle shelter.  As of her last update those that could be had either been placed or fostered.  She will keep 
us updated. 
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New Business: 
 
By-Law Proposal result is as follows: 
 
109 for 
9     against 
2     did not vote 
 
The By-Law Proposal is approved. 
 
Motion was made by Vada Binick to destroy these ballots.  Seconded by Debbie Mitchell 
Motion carried. 
 
Breed Standard Proposal – Lenise Redding.  Lenise presented a well written hand out to the members present in support of her 
proposal to add a toy variety.  Part of her proposal included doing away with the size difference between males and females. 
 
Bob thanked Lenise and asked everyone to address questions directly to Lenise regarding her proposal.  Much discussion ensued. 
 
Futurity/Maturity Proposal – Sally Bedow.  Sally and her committee had worked up a proposal for a futurity/maturity.  Diana 
Allen presented it and explained the workings of it.  Copies of the proposal were handed out.  A copy of the proposal is included 
in the newsletter. 
 
Motion to vote on Futurity/Maturity Proposal by Diana Allen.  Seconded by Barbara Davidoff. 
 
After discussion, motion carried by majority. 
 
Barbara Davidoff was nominated as the Futurity/Maturity Chairperson. 
 
Create a manual for clubs hosting the NAEDA show – Sue Lunsford.  Bob reminded everyone that Dick Kortemeier had put 
together a guideline of sorts and had forwarded it to any club requesting same before hosting the National.  (Note:  I believe Sue 
said that she received it at a late date, but due to tape quality, I was unable to tell for sure.)  It was commented that neither 
Keystone or Oklahoma would need such a manual.  Bob elected to defer this to the Board of Directors meeting. 
 
Motion to destroy the ballots from the Breed Standard vote from 2009 by Debbie Mitchell.  Seconded by Barbara Davidoff. 
 
Motion carried by majority. 
 
Newsletter Format for Future – Heidi Halverson.  This topic was presented earlier in the General Membership meeting under 
old business by Sally Bedow during her Treasurer’s report. 
 
2010 Annual Meeting Host Update – Debbie Mitchell for Keystone.  Keystone has a show site and are in the process of nailing 
down the details.  They are looking forward to holding the National and hope everyone will come to the great state of Virginia in 
2010. 
 
2010 Annual Meeting Host Update – Eileen Kortemeier for Oklahoma.  Eileen stated that their show site has been secured, and 
things are coming along nicely.  More to follow. 
 
Awards – Sally Bedow presented the Show Dog of the Year Award and several 20 year member awards. 
 
Motion to adjourn by Karen Scholtz.  Seconded by Jim Binick. 
Adjourned at 6:15 p.m. 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING –OCTOBER 17, 2009  
MCCLELLAN, CA 

 
Meeting called to order by President Bob Brekke at approximately 8:15 p.m. – Roll call vote – Quorum established by Debbie 
Mitchell. 
 
Old Business: 
 
Breed Standard Proposal – Lenise Redding.  Bob stated that the issue is whether the subject has merit to send out to the 
membership for a vote.   
 
Jim Binick made a motion to send Lenise Redding’s Breed Standard proposal out to the membership for a vote.  Seconded by 
Eileen Kortemeier.   
 
Diana Allen had a question as to what would be mailed out to the membership.  Much discussion ensued.   
 
Roll call vote – motion carried.   
 
Motion made by Jim Binick that the pros and cons of this breed standard proposal be published in the December, 2009 newsletter 
and that the vote be sent to the membership on or after March 3, 2010.  Seconded by ? 
 
Someone asked why we need a roll call vote and Bob explained that it was because people were carrying proxies. 
 
Roll call vote – motion carried. 
 
Club Development Fund Report – Bob stated that Sally had brought up the recommendation of suspending this fund for a year, 
and Bob stated he would now entertain discussion on this subject.  Bob stated it is a rotational club eligibility.  If the club stays 
an active member by having their membership in on time and participates in the BOD meeting, they are automatically eligible for 
a $250 grant to use in whatever way they feel it could benefit their club.  The reason he felt we should continue it through the first 
cycle is to make sure that all clubs that were eligible for it had a chance at it.  Sally’s concern was the additional $500 would 
make a total of $1000 and she did not feel we could do that again.  Joe Allen asked where this was.  He did not remember reading 
it in the By-Laws or the Policies.  Bob said that the Board of Directors voted in this program 4-5 years ago.  He then explained 
the program.  If we take no action, the program will continue as it is. 
 
Barbara Davidoff made a motion that the club development fund be suspended for 2010, and revisit it again at the BOD meeting 
in 2010.  Seconded by Ginny Voit. 
 
The question was asked what clubs would have been eligible next year.  The clubs up for 2010 were Oregon and Northeast 
Texas. 
Roll call vote – motion carried. 
 
Judges and show site fees for 2010 – At present the judge’s ceiling for bid is $1000.  Currently the National pays for the show 
site for our day.  We also pay for the judge’s banquet if there is one.  Discussion ensued.  A letter is sent to all Senior judges, 
which tells them where the show is going to be, what our ceiling is, and judges that are interested bid.  Those that are not don’t 
bid.  No motions were made so the  judges and show site fees will remain as is. 
 
UKC Gateway Nationals Dog Shows - Bob then brought up the letter sent to the Executive Board regarding the UKC Gateway 
Nationals Dog Shows to be held at the newly constructed Purina Event Center in Gray Summit, Missouri on October 29-31, 
2010.   The letter is an invitation to the NAEDA to hold their National Specialty in conjunction with the shows hosted by UKC.   
 
Much discussion followed regarding whether or not NAEDA should accept this offer.  Diana Allen suggested that we do it 
because it would be on the right side of the country and it would not cost NAEDA any money.  Someone asked a question about 
the host club and Debbie Mitchell explained there would be no host club.  Sally Bedow read the letter to the members present, 
and a copy will be published in the newsletter. 
 
Debbie Mitchell had contacted Denise Vavla and she was told there would be 3 UKC all breed shows on Friday, Saturday and 
Sunday and the National Specialty would be on Saturday.  Debbie called Denise because these dates conflict with the 
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Northeast Texas dates.  Denise explained that Northeast Texas could move back to the 42nd week if there was not a conflict and 
no shows within 200 miles on those dates.  Northeast Texas has already reserved their dates way ahead.  It was also pointed out 
that this would not only effect Northeast Texas, but it could possible effect all breed clubs across the country that wanted to hold 
Eskies on that Saturday, but would not be able to do so.  Debbie went on to say that Keystone indicated to her, that if we had a 
vote on it, they did not mind the NAEDA participating in 2010, but they did not want to lose their date.  They indicated they 
would let Oklahoma have 2011, but they wanted to have 2012.  It was stated that if we did that, it would mess up our whole 
rotation.  Eileen Kortemeier, Oklahoma, stated that they had already secured a show site for 2011.  Much discussion was had 
regarding the other clubs and breeds that would be affected if NAEDA accepted as well as if the APBTs and the TFTs accepted.   
 
Bob stated that there was really not enough information for people to intelligently vote on this issue.  Eileen Kortemeier, 
Oklahoma, stated that since the Executive Board were the only ones that received a letter, and that the Board of Directors did not 
receive the letter, that the BOD really had no information in regard to this, and could not vote due to lack of knowledge.  Joe 
Allen, Parliamentarian asked if Keystone already had a site.  Debbie Mitchell, Corresponding Secretary, said they did, so Joe 
suggested we just go ahead and let them host the National at their site.  Eileen Kortemeier stated that Oklahoma already had a 
site for 2011.  It was also discussed that this would not only mess up NAEDA’s rotation, but the other clubs that might want to 
host APBTs and TFTs.  Eileen Kortemeier stated that the BOD did not get a letter, and she did not really feel knowledgeable 
enough to vote.  The point was made though that UKC wants an answer by December 1st , so we need to make a decision.  Bob 
Brekke, President, asked if everyone was comfortable voting in regard to the clubs they were holding proxies for.  The majority 
said that they were comfortable voting no, but not comfortable voting yes.   
 
Sally Bedow, Treasurer, made a motion that we decline the offer made by UKC.  Motion seconded by Tammy Nichols, Nevada.   
 
Roll call vote taken – motion carried.  
 
Bob stated that there are two other items that we need to address before we go into the Proposed Policy Changes. 
 
The first is the suggestion by Sally Bedow that we suspend the Junior Showmanship program for 2010.  Bob said that if 
anyone wished to make a motion, please do. 
 
Motion to suspend Junior Sponsorship Program for the year 2010 by Sue Lunsford.  Seconded by Barbara Davidoff. 
 
Discussion – Greg Mann stressed that we have tons of kids coming out this year.  Sally Bedow stated that they were not 
members.  She stated that we have precious few juniors.  Then they want to pay their membership for one year, apply for the 
scholarship, take the $1000, and then go do something else.  Greg stressed that an influx of children were coming into the show 
ring.  He suggested that we do something however minimal to encourage these children and their families.  Greg stated that 
wasn’t there something else that we could look at instead of discontinuing it all together.  Much discussion ensued.  Bob stated 
that we had a motion on the floor, and unless he heard a specific motion to modify, he would proceed with the vote.   
 
Sue Lunsford’s motion and Barbara Davidoff’s second were withdrawn. 
 
Bob asked if there was another proposal someone would like to present. 
 
Motion to lower the maximum support for Junior Showmanship to the Premier up to the amount of $500 by Greg Mann.  
Seconded by Diana Allen. 
 
More discussion – Sally said that in order to do this, there would definitely have to be more fund raising.  She said she would 
hate for the National to commit and be put in a bind.   Eileen asked how much we made on the auction.  Sally said she did not 
have it tallied yet.  Eileen said she believed we made enough to sponsor a junior with half of that money.  Bob said that we had 
not spent that much on rescue, and we could probably transfer the rescue money to sponsor a junior.  Joe made the comment that 
he did not think it would go through at $500.  Barbara Davidoff said she thought $500 was too much.  Bob asked Greg Mann if 
he wanted to amend his motion because everyone did not understand exactly how to vote. 
 
Amended Motion to lower the maximum support for Junior Showmanship to the Premier to $300 by Greg Mann.  Seconded by 
Diana Allen. 
 
Roll call vote – motion carried. 
Bob stated that the other item deferred to the BOD was Sue Lunsford’s suggestion regarding the SOP of the National and things 
she would like to talk about in reference to that.  Sue stated that she thought the National should put a manual together for each 
host club with the guidelines expected by the host club.  The last club to put on a National would mentor the next club.  Bob 
stated that the existing SOP outlines what the host club should do.  He stated that the Vice President is the Show Chairman.  He 
asked Sue if it was reasonable to ask her to work with Ginny Voit in regard to the existing SOP and make recommendations to 
us and things we should implement that would be appropriate for the next show.  Joe Allen said that we had been trying to do 
this, and used to, they wanted a club to have at least 3 shows under their belt before they held a National show.  Bob said he sent 
the guidelines that Dick Kortemeier did about a month ago to Sue.  Bob stated that some grief was caused by the banquet, as 
Sue did not realize they were not required to have one.   
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Bob publicly thanked Sue and Northwestern for a wonderful show site and a very well run show. 
 
Sally Bedow presented a suggestion by a Southeast Texas member, Nancy Basham.  She is suggesting a scholarship fund for 
eskie owners willing to take on eskies with behavioral problems for rescued eskies.  Her hope is that this would reduce the 
number of eskies having to be put down due to behavior problems.   Sally read Nancy’s proposal, a copy of which will appear in 
the newsletter.  Sally suggested we give this to Kim Galloway so that if someone who had a difficult dog and was willing to have 
a behaviorist work with them, then the money would be available through the rescue.    Diana Allen is a behaviorist.  She went 
to Cornell.  She stated that there are some dogs that have behavior problems, fear biters, problem dogs.  You can spend all the 
money in the world and never change that behavior.  Diana stressed that we would not want to spend our money on dogs that 
could not be rehabilitated.  Sally stated that was why she thought this should be deferred to Kim.   She said there was a way to 
teach new people how to handle a dog when it is the fault of the owners.  Bob stated that this would be deferred to Kim 
Galloway. 
 
Discussion was had in regard to Diana Allen being the Historian and that Eileen and Dick Kortemeier would help as well as UKC 
has volunteered to help.  Diana is trying to get Joe to get all of the tapes on CDs.  Bob said we will hear more of this as time 
moves on. History is in the making as we sit here. 
 
Proposed Policy Changes – 
 
 1. Putting a term limit on the executive board positions.  Debbie Mitchell spoke for Morey Baughn as he was the one that 
proposed this.  Morey told Debbie that he had spoken with Bob and that Bob had told him that term limits would involve a By-
Law change, so Morey withdraws this proposal. 
 
2. Breed standard changes for the future by Bob Brekke.  Bob received an initial proposal and it was identical to the one the 
membership had just voted on, so he ruled that we could not vote on it again.  The proposal was resubmitted to him as 
Parliamentarian and he ruled that it indeed was a new proposal and could be presented for a vote.  This was not brought to 
fruition until this Fall National and he feels that is to long of a time frame.  Bob stated that if someone believes this is a good 
policy, he would request that they make a motion to submit it.  This proposal died for lack of a motion. 
 
3. This proposal is to allow a stipend of up to $100 to help cover expenses to attend the National Show by Morey Baughn.  
Bob told Morey that this was in direct conflict with our existing By-Laws in regard to profit or gain and would require a By-Law 
change.  Bob asked if we had heard anything back from Morey.   Bob was acting Parliamentarian at that time, and Bob let Joe 
know and Joe gave his opinion at that time.  Bob brought up the Hutto show wherein officers asked if they could use their hotel 
room as an expense.  Bob stated that if they were not showing dogs, they could, but if they did show a dog, they could not.  
Hearing no more discussion, this proposal is a dead issue. 
 
4. Only 1 candidate may be nominated by any member in good standing to the elected positions of the Executive Board of 
this association by Debbie Mitchell.  Debbie stated that she brought this up because in this election she put out an email asking 
for nominations and she received three different people nominating Bob.  One person nominated three people.  So, Debbie 
checked Robert’s Rules of Order wherein it states that only one person can nominate a candidate for an office.  That way you 
don’t have one person nominating seven people to run on the Board.   Bob stated that this was a long established unwritten 
policy, so it needs to become a written policy. 
 
Motion that we approve policy proposal #4 by Eileen Kortemeier and seconded by Jim Binick. 
 
Roll call vote – motion carried. 
 
Sally wanted to go through all the policies to make sure we didn’t want to change any more of them. 
 
Sally wanted to discuss the limited opening of the stud books which ends on December 31, 2009.  Sally read this policy.  She 
wanted to let everyone know that this would expire the end of the year.  The last time Sally inquired, there had been none.  She 
wanted to remind everyone of the deadline date. 
 
Bob asked if there were any other policies that anyone else wanted to discuss. 
 
It was decided that Debbie would redo the policies as they are incorrect on the website, and they are in an incorrect format.  There 
are also two links to the policies, one of which is incorrect.   Debbie will notify Anna of this discrepancy and she will fix it.   
 
Barbara needs the pros and cons for the newsletter by December 1st!! 
 
Motion to adjourn by Debbie Mitchell and seconded by Greg Mann. 
Adjourned at 10:00 p.m. 
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PROPOSED CHANGES 

TO 
THE UKC AMERICAN ESKIMO BREED STANDARD 

 
 
GENERAL APPEARANCE 
The American Eskimo is a well-balanced typical model of a working type Spitz dog,ranging in size from 9 to 19 inches. 
 
HEIGHT 
Toy 
From 9 inches up to and including 12 inches. 
Miniature 
Males from Over 12 inches up to and including 15 inches; Females from 11 inches up to 
and including 14 inches. Puppy class only – Minimum permissible heights are 11 inches 
for males and 10 inches for females. 
Standard 
Males oOver 15 inches up to and including 19 inches; Females over 14 inches up to and 
including 18 inches. 
Championship points earned in the Toy classes are valid in combination with points 
earned in the Miniature classes, and points earned in the Miniature classes are valid in 
combination with points earned in the Standard classes. 

 
 
 

REASONS TO VOTE FOR THE BREED STANDARD PROPOSAL 
TO INCLUDE TOYS AS A VARIETY AND 

REMOVE THE 1” HEIGHT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MALES AND FEMALES 
 
(1) American Eskimos have existed in 3 sizes, including Toys, for at least 90 years.  Following are some quotes from 

Bloodlines that document this fact: 
 

July 1919 “Less than half the size of the Samoyed, even as small now as 10 to 12 lbs.”  (in the 
context of describing the differences between Samoyeds and American Eskimos) 

 
Sept/Oct 1969 “Mrs. Stewart started her kennel in about 1950 and registered it two years later.  . . . 

She has 24 American Eskimos.  … Seven are Toy-sized females.  … All of her dogs are 
“PR” bred.” 

 
 “Mrs. Stewart is very interested in the Toy size.  . . . Mrs. Stewart raises all three sizes 

because, of course, there are some people, like me, who like the larger dogs.” 
 
May/June 1970 “I, personally, am starting to raise the three types:  Small, Medium and Large.  You 

can see by the picture that I’m getting an American Eskimo ready to show, . . . .” 
 
(2) Toy American Eskimos have been officially recognized at 9”-12” by the American Kennel Club (AKC) and have 

been showing in that venue for over 15 years, ever since the American Eskimo Dog was first accepted by the 
AKC in 1994.  They are also officially recognized by the Canadian Kennel Club (CKC) at 9”-12”, and the 
International All Breed Canine Association (IABCA) at 9”-12”. 

 
(3) The UKC’s official history of the American Eskimo states they originated from the German Spitz.  German Spitz 

come in three sizes other than the Wolfsspitz (Keeshond) and Zwergspitz (Pomeranian): 
 
     Grossespitz, 46 cm +/- 4 cm = 16.5” to 19.7” 
     Mittelspitz, 34 cm +/- 4 cm = 11.8” to 15” 
     Kleinspitz, 26 cm +/- 3 cm = 9.1” to 11.4” 
 
(4) For the first 65 years of the American Eskimo’s recognition by the UKC, there were NO size, height or weight 

minimums or maximums, not until 1978 when they were divided by weight ranging from 10 to 35 lbs.  (They 
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were divided for show purposes only in 1974 with minimum weights of 10 lbs. and no maximum, but that was 
not a part of the breed standard).  Thus, Toys were registerable and showable in the UKC since the breed was 
first accepted in 1913. 

 
(5) Toy American Eskimos have always been shown in the UKC.  There are numerous past and present Toys which 

are UKC Champions and Grand Champions of record.  However, they have not received the appropriate credit as 
an “excellent quality Toy” in their own right due to our breed standard’s lack of official recognition. 

 
(6) There was a “trial period” in UKC where Toys were permitted to be shown in a “fun” class, but not for points, 

with the stipulation that they could not also show in the pointed shows.  Obviously, people with Toys chose to 
enter the regular pointed shows instead of the “fun” class.  This was incorrectly deemed to “prove” that there 
were no Toys in UKC. 

 
(7) Changing the breed standard to officially include the Toy size as a variety does not add any new dogs to the 

gene pool or the registry.  It does, however, encourage more people with Toys to enter their dogs in UKC 
conformation shows, and especially for shows that require air travel such as the Nationals.  It could also attract 
more new people to showing in UKC.  Many of the Toy owners/breeders who are only showing in AKC, would be 
willing to show in UKC if their dogs were officially recognized.  This can only generate additional revenue for the 
show-giving clubs.  Furthermore, we are at a point where people who own, show and breed Toy American 
Eskimos will stop registering their dogs and litters with UKC if their size continues to be pushed aside.  As much 
as they like UKC, there are plenty of other places for them to go if they are forced.  Frankly, the UKC and NAEDA 
cannot afford to lose those registrations and show entries. 

 
(8) Some people have expressed concern that there will be additional costs for ribbons if Toys are included as a 

separate variety.  However, no new ribbons would need to be purchased, as the existing ribbons could be used.  
Since most clubs do not provide specific ribbons for “Best Miniature” or “Best Standard”, the existing “Best of 
Variety” ribbons could be utilized.  The additional entry fees would far outweigh the cost of using these existing 
ribbons.  And they would not be awarded unless the entry was paid in the first place. 

  
(9) Some people have expressed the opinion that Toys have more health issues.  First, this is absolutely not true.  

Of the people who have actually owned or bred Toys, it is a consensus that their dogs are healthy and vital and 
live as long as the Miniatures and Standards.  The health issues in our breed affect ALL three sizes.  In fact, 
there is at least one genetic health issue which is a problem in one of the other sizes, but which is not currently 
a problem in the Toys.  Second, including Toys as a size variety in our breed standard would not add any new 
dogs into the gene pool anyway.  American Eskimos have always been permitted to be registered with the UKC 
regardless of height. 

 
(10) Some people have stated that our breed is supposed to be a “working breed”, and that Toys are incapable of 

being a “working breed”.  First, to clarify, our breed is not in the Working Group in either the AKC or CKC, and 
they are not in any of the “working type” groups in UKC.  The American Eskimo has been in the UKC’s Northern 
Group ever since groups were first established in UKC in the early 1980’s (verified with UKC).  There are also 
many other breeds in the UKC’s Northern Group which would be considered not a working breed.  Interestingly, 
the Mittelspitz and Kleinspitz are not in the Working Group in The Kennel Club (UK) either, they are in the Utility 
Group.  (The Grossespitz is not recognized in The Kennel Club (UK)). 

 
Second, there are many different types of “work” that a dog can do regardless of size.  The official UKC history 
of our breed states:  “German immigrants probably brought the white Spitz dogs to the United States, where 
they served as watchdogs, family pets, and circus dogs.”   Thus, none of these original stated purposes would 
require a dog to be of a certain minimum size, and in fact the Toys or smaller sizes might be more well-suited in 
some cases. 

 
Third, while our breed standard does state that “The American Eskimo is a well-balanced typical model of a 
working type Spitz dog,” this is under the category of General Appearance and refers to the dog’s type and not 
its purpose or size.  The very first UKC American Eskimo breed standard in 1958 stated “The American Eskimo in 
general appearance is a miniature of a working dog . . . .” 
 
Fourth, it has been claimed that our breed was originally in UKC’s Working Group and then was moved into 
UKC’s Northern Group when the UKC disbanded the Working Group.  In actuality, it has been verified with UKC 
that it never had a Working Group, and the American Eskimo was in the Northern Group from the time groups 
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were first established in UKC in the early 1980’s.  Perhaps the confusion lies where our breed was shown in the 
Working Group at the Purina Invitational for a few years.  An article about the Purina Invitational in the 
July/August 1991 issue of Bloodlines states:  “Less clear is the group in which the American Eskimo should be 
shown.  Since allowed into the competition, Eskies have competed in the Working group.  Their cousins the 
Keeshound, Finnish Spitz and Chow all compete in the Non-Sporting group, while Pomeranians compete in the 
Toy group.”  It is very important to note, however, that any reference to the Purina Invitational’s Working Group 
is entirely moot, since Purina is not a registering body, the Invitational was not a UKC or AKC Sanctioned event, 
the event did not offer a Northern Group, and it was prior to recognition of our breed in AKC’s Non-Sporting 
Group. 
 

(11) Removing the 1” size difference between males and females would serve to provide consistency among our 
breeding practices.  Most of our dogs are dual or triple registered.  In general, the same dogs are in our gene 
pool regardless of whether you are looking at their UKC, AKC or CKC registration.  Currently, it is very confusing 
as to what to do with a 14 1/2” female, for example.  Do we breed her to a Miniature or a Standard?  If she 
comes from Miniatures, do we not breed her because she is too big, even though she is well within the Miniature 
height in other registries?  If she comes from Standards, do we not breed her because she is too small according 
to other registries, even though she is within the size in UKC?  There also appears to be a growing trend that the 
Standards are getting smaller and smaller.  This might help rectify that issue by making a more definite 
boundary among the size varieties by doing away with the 1” question.  Also, when you see an Eskie just over 
11”, do you think “Toy” or “Miniature”?  What about when you see an Eskie just over 14”, do you think 
“Miniature” or “Standard”, or worse yet “borderline”?  It’s time to tighten up the height boundary between the 
sizes by removing that 1” variable. 

 
 
 

REASONS TO NOT VOTE FOR THE BREED STANDARD PROPOSAL 
The Factual History of the American Eskimo Size 

Diana L. Allen 
 
The American Eskimo was first registered with UKC as a Working breed. It has since then always been bred and 
intended as a Working dog. In the Jan/Feb 1968 issue of Bloodlines on page 31 it states the official standard and 
history of the breed. It states, “ Please remember that the American Eskimo is actually a working dog and should be 
in direct proportion to all parts of the anatomical body.” This sentence is complete and not taken out of context. As to 
size, it states, “the American Eskimo stands between 15 and 20 inches and weighing in proportion.”  The standard 
was written by UKC the year before the NAEDA was formed. 
 
In the March/April 1960 issue of Bloodlines, there is an article written by well know breeder of that time, Mrs. 
Chandley. In it she states, “Our present day American Eskimo breed has a tendency to be a little smaller in size and 
weight than the dogs of years ago. Breeders have bred down the scale and produced a somewhat smaller dog. We 
now find a dog with lighter bone structure, perhaps more compact in body, yet very well developed and in direct 
proportion to size. We have a minority group who want to develop a smaller version of the American Eskimo 
(standard), however the demand among the majority of the breeders is to keep the breed as it now is in weight and 
size. They do not favor the smaller dog in this breed. It is our belief that the smaller type dog will not gain much 
headway, and that the majority of breeders will continue to breed and to promote the American Eskimo (standard 
breed). 
 
In her article Mrs. Chandley was speaking of the Miniatures, not a Toy that people are referring to today. Any 
reference to a “Toy” was actually speaking of the size of the Miniatures. 
 
When the NAEDA was formed in 1969, the breed was divided into 2 sizes, standards and miniatures. Since the breed 
at this time was from 15” to 20” at the shoulder, there was room to divide the breed. The breed was first divided by 
weight,..Miniature males were12 lbs to under 20 lbs, Miniature females were 10 lbs to under 17 lbs. Standard Males 
were 20 lbs and Over, Standard females were 17 lbs and Over. The “borderline” dogs, those dogs that could be 
Miniature one day and Standards the next were not desired as they would not be consistant in producing their own 
size. 
 
  Later the standard was revised to heights. It took breeders many years to separate the two sizes into two distinct 
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varieties. It was very important for Standards to look Standard and Miniatures to look Miniature, when comparing 
size. Type was to be the same  
The preamble and main directive of the National American Eskimo Dog Association is to “ Protect and Preserve” the 
American Eskimo. It must do what is necessary to protect the American Eskimo from harm, and preserve the breed, 
including its abilities and instincts.  
 
The veteran breeder has a responsibility to educate the Novice breeder and Exhibitors about our breed. New breeders 
must understand traits that must not be lost, and those traits that need to be improved on. Without this, the breed 
has no direction. We need more mentoring in our breed. 
 
I sincerely feel that a Toy variety is not in the best interest of the American Eskimo as a breed. I do not know of any 
Toy breed that is bred as a Working breed. 
 
At the National I talked with some of the breeders that were interested in incorporating a Toy variety into the UKC 
American Eskimo. Reasons I was given were: 

1. They believe they have always been here. 
2.  Times are changing and people want a smaller dog for apartment living. 
3. Some people have injuries, or are getting to an age where the miniatures are getting more difficult to show. 

 
I will address the above 3 reasons. 

1. When I first got into Eskies as to showing in 1973, there were NO toys. The size of the few undersized dogs 
that I see today were never seen at that time. Miniatures were about 13” for the girls and 14” for the boys 
(some were taller). There was one dog born in the early 1980’s out of normal sized miniatures that was 
smaller. His name was KoMo of HiHo. He himself was 12” at the shoulder (I have a record of his height). That 
is still larger than the size that some people wish to take the breed down to today.  

2. The second reason for developing a Toy I do not feel is valid. If some people want a smaller dog for 
apartment living,…there are many breeds that are of Toy size, and are bred to be companions, including the 
Pom. 

3. I also feel the third reason is also invalid. I am very sorry if people have injuries, or can no longer show a 
specific size of dog. This is unfortunate. If this is the case, and it does happen with many other breeds, do 
not make the Eskie smaller, just show a smaller breed.  

 
In conclusion, I very sincerely feel that the attempt to develop a Toy variety is not in the best interest of the 
American Eskimo Dog. I understand that a Toy variety is recognized in CKC as a separate variety, not bred with the 
miniature, and shown in the Toy Group. In AKC a Toy variety is shown along with the Miniature and Standards. UKC 
is not CKC nor AKC. They are the original registrars of the breed. They know more than anyone the history of the 
breed and the intent of what this breed is to be.  
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NAEDA Futurity/Maturity 
Information and Frequently Asked Questions 

1. Q. Can anyone nominate a litter for the Futurity/Maturity? 

A. Yes, nominations are open to all breeders and owners of UKC registered American Eskimos so long as 
the litter being nominated is owned or co‐owned by the person nominating the litter. Membership in 
NAEDA is not required to nominate a litter. 

2. Q. For what year should I nominate a litter? 
A. The nomination year is based on the first year a puppy will be eligible to compete at the NAEDA National 

show.  Puppies are eligible at age 6 months. If you expect a litter to be whelped near the dividing line 

between eligibility for one year versus another, the Futurity Chairman will determine eligibility based on 
the expected whelp date. If the actual whelp date changes the year of eligibility, the eligibility and 
nomination number will be reassigned for the litter. 

3. Q. What constitutes a valid nomination? 
A. A valid nomination requires 3 elements: 

• A fully completed nomination form received by the Futurity/Maturity Chairman by the nomination 

deadline 
• A signature by the owner or co‐owner of the litter if submitted by mail 
• Full payment for the nomination 

4. Q. What are the nomination deadlines? 
A. A litter nomination must be postmarked before the whelp date. The postmark establishes the date of 

the nomination. 

5. Q. What can I do if I am facing a nomination deadline? 
A. You can either request a hand cancellation at the post office to establish the postmark or you can fill out 

the nomination form and payment by PayPal online on the NAEDA website at 

www.americaneskimo.com/NAEDA. The online nomination establishes the postmark based on the later 
of either the online nomination or the online payment transfer. 

6. Q. What exceptions are allowed for late nominations? 

A. The Futurity/Maturity rules are very clear on this point – there are no exceptions. 
7. Q. Should I send a nomination via Express Mail, Certified Mail or Return Receipt Requested? 

A. This is not necessary as the postmark governs eligibility and not the date received. 

8. Q. How will I know when a nomination is accepted and validated? 
A. A confirmation will be returned to the nominator with a litter nomination number 

9. Q. Does a litter nomination carry an obligation to nominate puppies? 

A. No, you are not obligated to nominate all or any puppies just because the litter was nominated. 
10. Q. Do I need to save the confirmation number that is returned to me? 

A. Yes, the litter nomination number is needed to nominate individual puppies. 

11. Q. Can I nominate a puppy or puppies from the litter before I apply for the UKC registration papers? 
A. No. Nominations of individual puppies will require a UKC number for each puppy. 

12. Q. What should I do if ownership of the puppy changes after nomination? 

A. There is no need to forward changes in ownership. 
 

All Litter and Puppy Nominations must be sent to: 
Barbara Davidoff, Futurity Chairperson 

6107 139th Pl. SE 

Bellevue, WA 98006 
barb@mswiz.com 
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NAEDA Futurity/Maturity Checklist 

For breeders and exhibitors 
 

________ Nominate litter after breeding and before whelping date 
 
________ Download litter nomination form or nominate on line 
 
________ Complete all lines of the litter nomination form 
 
________ Mail litter nomination form with payment and postmark before whelping date 
 
________ Receive litter futurity/maturity number within 4 weeks of nomination 
 
________ Nominate individual puppies after birth and up to 4 months of age 
 
________ Download puppy nomination form or nominate online 
 
________ Complete all lines on puppy nomination form 
 
________ Mail puppy nomination form with payment & postmark on or before 4 months of age 
 
________ Receive puppy futurity/maturity number within 4 weeks of nomination 
 
________ Submit NAEDA futurity/maturity entry with futurity/maturity assigned number to NAEDA 

by close of entries on day of national show eligibility. 
 

 
 
 

NAEDA Futurity/Maturity Rules 
October, 2009 

 
NAEDA is pleased to offer breeders and owners of UKC registered American Eskimos a special opportunity to 
showcase their puppies at two consecutive NAEDA National shows through the NAEDA Futurity and Maturity program.  
The Futurity and Maturity program seeks to encourage highly selective breeding practices and to reward breeders for 
their achievements. The Maturity part of the program not only provides Futurity nominated puppies with an additional 
opportunity to compete, but also gives those unable to participate in a Futurity the chance to compete during the 
next National show. 
Futurity Rules: 

1. The process begins by nominating a LITTER. Individual puppies from a nominated litter are eligible to 
compete in the FIRST Futurity held on or after the date they reach six months of age, and in the next year’s 
Maturity, and ONLY in those classes. 

2. Correct and timely nominations of both the litter and the individual puppy are required for eligibility.  

3. Nomination of a LITTER must be made by the breeder or co-breeder of the litter. To be timely, the 
nomination must be after the breeding has occurred but BEFORE the puppies are whelped. Nomination of a 
litter makes each puppy in that litter eligible for individual nomination and entry into both the Futurity and 
the following year’s Maturity classes, and only those classes. 

4. The fee is $20.00. Of the litter nomination fees, $5 will be retained by NAEDA for expenses and $15 will go to 
Futurity/Maturity prize money. Upon receipt of a litter nomination, the Futurity/Maturity Chairperson will send 
the nominator a confirmation of the nomination with a litter number. When the puppies have whelped, the 
nominator can request the correct number of puppy nomination forms from the Futurity Chairperson. A 
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Futurity/Maturity nomination is final and no refunds will be made. Nomination fees cannot be transferred 
from one litter to another. 

5. Nomination of a puppy must be made by the breeder, owner or co-owner of the puppy, none of whom need 
be members of NAEDA. To be timely, the puppy nomination must be made before the puppy reaches 4 
months of age. 

6. The fee is $20.00. Puppies nominated for the Futurity are also automatically nominated for the Maturity one 
year hence. Of the puppy nomination fees, $5.00 will be retained by NAEDA for expenses, $7.50 for Futurity 
prize money, and $7.50 for the next year’s Maturity prize money. 

7. Individual puppies from a nominated litter are eligible to compete in the first Futurity held on or after the 
date they reach six months of age. 

8. If a dog, its sire, or its dam is owned or co-owned by the judge or a member of the judge’s family, that dog 
cannot be shown at the Futurity/Maturity competition. 

9. An entry for Futurity judging must be entered in one of the regular classes at the National show. The Futurity 
entry must be on the same entry form in the Non-Licensed portion of the form. There is a $10.00 fee for this 
additional class (Futurity).  

10. Class divisions for the Futurity are: 6 – 9 months; 9 – 12 months. Each age group is further divided by sex. 
The two dog classes will be judged in order, followed by the female classes. The Judge will make four 
placements for each class. The Judge will select Best Futurity Puppy from the four winners of the classes. 

Maturity   Rules: 
1. The Maturity will be held in conjunction with the NAEDA national show. A puppy nominated for the 

Futurity is automatically nominated for the following year’s Maturity. Entry in the Futurity is not required 
for Maturity eligibility. 

2. Individual puppies from a nominated litter are eligible to compete in the Maturity held the year after  the 
Futurity for which they eligible. 

3. If a dog, its sire or its dam is owned or co-owned by the judge or a member of the judge’s family, that 
dog cannot be shown at this Maturity competition. 

4. An entry for the Maturity judging must be entered in one of the regular classes at the National show. The 
Maturity entry must be on the same form in the Non-Licensed portion of the form. There is a $10.00 fee 
for this additional class (Maturity).  

5. The class for the Maturity is for puppies over 12 months of age. The classes will be divided by sex. Dogs 
will be judged first followed by females. The judge will make four placements for each class. The Judge 
will select Best Maturity Winner from the winners of the two sexes. 

Futurity/Maturity Division of monetary awards: 
The division of the monetary awards will be: 
The breeder, the owner, and the sire’s owner at each class and level of competition within the Futurity/Maturity 
Events. 
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Reports From The Board 
 
President 
Holiday Greetings from Bob Brekke to all NAEDA 
members, 
 
It has been a very interesting six weeks from our 
annual meeting in Sacramento until now, to say the 
least.  We had an excellent show hosted by the 
Northwestern club.  It was a beautiful facility, great 
weather, and lots of outstanding American Eskimo 
dogs.  Thank you to Sue Lunsford for all of your hard 
work and dedication in putting the show together.  I 
am sure that at times you felt that “Why did I ever get 
into this thankless job” but please note that all of your 
work was appreciated by all. 
 
We had an excellent business meeting as well.  Please 
read the minutes of both the General Membership and 
Board of Directors meetings.   The following is a 
summary of actions taken at the meetings.  Here is a 
summary of important actions at the General 
Membership meeting and Board of Directors meetings 
October 17, 2009 in California. 

1.  The 2010 dues structure was changed to the 

following.   

At Large: Regular ‐ $25.00, Senior ‐ $15.00, Junior ‐ 

$5.00 
Club Affiliate: Regular ‐ $20.00, Senior ‐ $10.00, 

Junior ‐ $5.00 

2. Members wishing to have a printed newsletter 

mailed to their home need to pay an additional 

$25.00 per household.  Other members will  

receive the newsletter by viewing a website.     

3. The Club Development Program will be suspended 

for at least one year and that decision reviewed at 

the 2010 annual meeting.  

4. The Junior Handler Scholarship maximum will be 

reduced from $1000 to $300 for 2010 and that 

decision reviewed at the 2010 meeting.  

5. A Futurity Program will be announced shortly.   

6. A  Breed Standard Change proposal to add a ‘Toy’ 

variety and other size changes  will be voted on in March of 

2010.  

7. The bylaw passed to eliminate the requirement to 

send a written ballot to the membership if no contests 

exist.   

8. The policy to allow a member to only nominate 

one member to the Executive Board passed.  No action was 

taken on the other policy change proposals.   

9. New officers;  Bob Brekke‐ President;  Virginia 

Voit‐ Vice President;  Heidi Halvorson – Secretary;  Debbie 

Mitchell ‐Corresponding Secretary;  Sally Bedow – 

Treasurer;  Barbara Davidoff ‐Publicity Director ; Joe Allen – 

Parliamentarian   

I feel the general membership and Board of Directors 
took responsible action to address the issue of not 
enough income and too much spending.   I am sure 
that no one wanted to take all of these actions, but  
felt it was necessary for the short term good of the 
organization.   I feel we need to look in depth at long 
term solutions to the financial issues of the 
organization.  I have seen some suggestions that 
might be reasonable for some of the funding issues.  
We might consider seeing if we could add a surcharge 
to shows hosted by our clubs of perhaps 50 cents per 
dog to fund our Junior Handler program and 50 cents 
per dog for our rescue efforts.  It is not reasonable to 
expect dues to fund all of the opportunities that will be 
ahead of us in the future.   We have other fund raising 
opportunities to consider as well such as another show 
such as we had in Hutto, Texas last year.  We are 
looking at another show in 2010.  I encourage clubs to 
look at a hosting a regional show with our National 
and your club being the beneficiary.  In years past we 
have added fund raising activities such as the auctions 
at the national show.  While that is work to be sure, it 
is also a fun activity that allows us to interact with 
each other that allows to laugh at each other and with 
each other while raising meaningful funds for our 
organization.   
 
I am asking all of you to make suggestions to make 
our organization better and allow us to do more things 
that will help our breed and our breeders and the 
people that showcase our dogs in conformation, 
agility,  obedience, and rally events.   In the next issue 
of this magazine I will be asking for volunteers to help 
on committees that make this organization viable and 
important now and in the future.  I will continue to 
encourage our general members and Board of 
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Directors to participate in shaping the now and the 
future of this organization.   
 
In this newsletter you are receiving information on a 
breed standard change proposal that will be voted on 
in March 2010.  Please remember to renew your dues 
as only 2010 dues paid members will be able to vote.  
I hope the information provided will educate you more 
on the issues surrounding this proposal. 
 
Stay tuned because we have only just begun.  Feel 
free to contact me at my email eskyblue@msn.com 
Merry Christmas.   
Bob Brekke 
eskyblue@msn.com 
 
Vice-President 
Hello Everyone, 
Well it is the start of a new page in the history of the 
NAEDA, with a new president, vice-president and 
parliamentarian. Along with the more seasoned 
officers we will all work together to try to make this 
the best years yet for our club. 
 
As for me it will be a real challenge as I have never 
been an officer of the nationals.  I have held many 
positions in our local club over the years, but doing 
things long distance is much harder then it is when 
you can sit down and talk face to face. I will do my 
best to be as supportive to our president and the club 
as I can.  We will be faced with some difficult and 
perhaps unpopular decisions to make in the near 
future, but I’m sure that we can unite as a club to do 
what is needed for the club and our beloved breed. 
 
That said, I hope everyone had a wonderful 
Thanksgiving with lots of good food and gave thanks 
for all the good thing that we enjoy.  As this year 
draws to a close I hope everyone has a very Merry 
Christmas an a prosperous New Year. 
Ginny Voit 
Voit12345@msn.com  
 
Secretary 
Home for the Holidays 
  
When you have dogs isn’t that usually the story?  My 
parents decided about 5 years ago to move “out of the 
city” and they’re about 1 ½ hours away now but the 
thought of packing up 4 dogs (5 on Christmas because 
Fuji’s coming home to visit) sounds like so much more 
work then hosting both Thanksgiving and Christmas at 
my house!  My dogs are my family and even my 
parents call them their grandchildren.  We’ll be playing 
games and watching movies with them on Christmas 
Eve…  
  
What makes families close is a famous phrase that my 

mom says all the time… my answer...  white fuzz! 
  
Happy Holidays Everyone! 
Heidi Halverson 
h.halverson@mchsi.com 
 
Corresponding Secretary 
First, I want to let the Northwestern Club know what a 
wonderful show they put on in California.  I wish more 
of you could have attended.  It was very special to me 
as I was able to see my long time friend, and mentor, 
Eileen Kortemeier and her dog Lucky win the coveted 
National Grand Champion and National Best of Breed.  
It was priceless!   
 
The meeting was very interesting, and as you all 
know, we voted to raise the dues.  Please be advised 
that the dues had not been raised since 1994, so this 
was long overdue.  Another thing that was voted on 
and passed was to put the Newsletter on a website 
effective January 2010, with access to members only 
through a password.  Any member wishing to have a 
printed version must pay a $25.00 per year 
subscription fee.  This may be difficult for people with 
fixed incomes and people whose internet is only on 
dial up.  I am interested to see how this all works out.  
Of course, depending on the results of these new 
undertakings, I am sure these topics will be revisited 
in the Fall in the great state of Virginia hosted by the 
Keystone Club. 
 
I sincerely hope that everyone who carried a proxy 
went back to their respective clubs and informed them 
of all that happened at both the General Membership 
and the Board of Directors’ Meetings.  Please read the 
detailed minutes of both meetings printed in this 
newsletter to update you.  If you should have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
The ballots were counted and the following officers 
were elected: 
 
President – Bob Brekke 
Vice President – Ginny Voit 
Secretary – Heidi Halverson 
Corresponding Secretary – Debbie Mitchell 
Treasurer – Sally Bedow 
Parliamentarian – Joe Allen 
Publicity Directory –Barbara Davidoff 
 
The amendment to the By-Laws also passed, and in 
the future, if the candidates for office are uncontested, 
it will not be necessary to forward a ballot to the 
members. 
 
I hope that you will all take the time to read the 
minutes as I put a lot of time and effort into making 
them correct, and there is a lot of valuable information 
in them for the members. 
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Please remember that we travel to Virginia next year 
for the National.  I sincerely hope that as many of the 
west coast people will make an effort to attend as did 
those of us from middle America and the east coast.  
Our trip (Eileen and I) was quite an experience, but I 
will save that story for next time. 
 
Until next time. 
Debbie Mitchell 
eskie18@earthlink.net 
 
Publicity Director 
In 2009 I bred my first litter and I got my first points  
in Bred-by.  Those two little events were really big 
deals for me.  I hope all of you “oldtimers” can 
remember the wonderful feelings that go with these 
kinds of “firsts” and that those of you who are 
planning your first litters are able share the euphoria 
that comes from having your kennel name recognized.  
It doesn’t get much better than watching that squirmy 
little pink/white “rat” turn into a beautiful white 
fluffball and then showing it off to judges and peers. 
 
I want to join everyone in congratulating the 
Northwestern Club for a job well done.  The facility 
was excellent and the hard work they put into making 
the weekend of the National a success was 
appreciated. 
 
Best wishes for a wonderful holiday season.  May your 
families be home with you and there be no fighting 
over the last olive! 
Barb Davidoff, Loki, M, and Rain 
barb@mswiz.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Treasurer 
Happy Holidays! 
When December rolls in it seems the days have only 
12 hours in them instead of the usual 24! So much to 
get done and so little time! 
 
A reminder: 2009 dues expire on December 31, 2009. 
Everyone should have received a dues renewal letter 
outlining the new dues structure for 2010. If you have 
lost the letter and need help, the new dues are posted 
on the NAEDA website at: 
www.americaneskimo.com/NAEDA.  Other avenues for 
participation on the website are the Breeder Listings 
and of course payments to NAEDA for dues, breeder 
listings, trophy donations, etc., can use Pay Pal if you 
so choose. Links are available from the website. New 
for 2010 will be the NAEDA Futurity – Barbara Davidoff 
is the Futurity Chairman for 2010. 
 
Our family of people and critters wishes you and yours 
a very merry holiday season! 
Sally Bedow for Charles, Jill & Jack (people), and 
dogs: Robbie, Peyton, Cherry, Shania, Meredith, Viva, 
Omar, Franklin, Nora, Toby, Chip, Zoe, Kajin, Dolly, 
Flame, Pepper, Logan, Methos, Miguel, Scarlett  and 
Daisy, and new (dorky) feline: Dijon. 
Sally Bedow 
besota@earthlink.net 

 
A Dog's Rules For Christmas  
1. Be especially patient with your humans during this time. They may appear to be more stressed-out than usual and 
they will appreciate long comforting dog leans. 
2. They may come home with large bags of things they call gifts. Do not assume that all the gifts are yours. 
3. Be tolerant if your humans put decorations on you. They seem to get some special kind of pleasure out of seeing 
how you look with fake antlers. 
4. They may bring a large tree into the house and set it up in a prominent place and cover it with lights and 
decorations - there are some things you need to know: 
a. Don't pee on the tree 
b. Don't drink water in the container that holds the tree 
c. Mind your tail when you are near the tree 
d. If there are packages under the tree, even ones that smell interesting or that have your name on them, don't rip 
them open 
e. Don't chew on the cord that runs from the funny-looking hole in the wall to the tree 
5. Your humans may occasionally invite lots of strangers to come visit during this season. These parties can be lots of 
fun, but they also call for some discretion on your part: 
a. Not all strangers appreciate kisses and leans 
b. Don't eat off the buffet table 
c. Beg for goodies subtly 
d. Be pleasant, even if unknowing strangers sit on your sofa 
e. Don't drink out of glasses that are left within your reach 
7. A big man with a white beard and a very loud laugh may emerge from your fireplace in the middle of the night. 
DON'T BITE HIM!! 

Letters From The Board, cont. 
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