American Bully:
Fear, Paradox, and the New Family Dog

Rachel LevineandJustyna PorayWybranowska

Reviled, Pit Bulls have become representative. There is no other ddigtinas as

often in the national narratideno other dog as vilified on the evening news, no

other dog as defended on television programs, no other dog as mythologized by both

its enemies and its advocates, no other dog as discriminated against, no @ther do

wantonly bred, no other dog as frequently abused, no other dog as promiscuously
abandoned, no other dog as likely to end up in an animal shelter, no other dog as

likely to be rescued, no other dog as likely to be killed. In a way, the Pit Bull has

bemme theonly Americandog.[ €] We have al ways counted on
who we are, but what Pit Bulls tell us is that who we think we are is increasingly at

odds with what we've turned out to be (Junod 2014).

I n AThe State of tJueod (RB0DE probesahow iDothat the T o m
United State$ a country with a long history of concern for animal protection and

special fondness for the domestic dogas come to sdespisea broad category of

dogs that its animal welfare services euthanjawards of 3,00@pit bullsdeach day.

Junodds editorial contributes to a growing

animals and, more specifically, the history and present place of pitypelldogs in

'The designation 6pit bull (also written as Opitbul
rather to a classification; it is used to indicate a body type shared by several different dog breeds and

mixes theref, including primarily the American Pit Bull terrier, the American Staffordshire terrier,

and the Staffordshire Bull Terrier. The category is sometimes extended to include the American

Bulldog and the Bull Terrierln this article, we useit bull to refe to this broad category of dogs;

names of officially recognized breeds are capitalized.
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the American cultural landscape. In recent yeseholars in veterinary medicine and
behaviour, social and political sciences, history, and critical race and gender studies
have weighed in on the multiple paradoxes and ambiguities that define life for pit
bulls and their people. The fact that the pitl b long featured and guaranteed to
provoke controversy in glossy magazines, newspapers, TV news, and social media
alike 7 has garnered attention from academics indicates a growing scholarly
acknowledgement that much like the contested terrains ofganderand sexuality,

the norhuman too, is culturally constructed.

Left: Fig. 1. An American Pit Bull Terrier (Nicolas 200&Yliddle: Fig. 2. An

American Staffordshire Terrier (Demon975 201R)ght: Fig. 3. A Staffordshire

Bull Terrier (Sannse2006. Note: these are public domain images from Wikipedia,

so the genetic background of these dogs is not confirmed. We contacted both the

American Kennel Club and the United Kennel Club for permission to feature their

breed standards in this article damoth kennel clubs declined our request. Images of

dogs that represent the standards for these thre
throughhttp://www.akc.organdhttp://www.ukcdogs.com

We arrived at our research with an interest in understandingAmogricanpit bull
breeders addreshe widespread view that tke dogs are inherently vicious and
therefore dangerousVe were also interested in understanding how tharket is
modeledgiventhe reality that pit bulls aren many instances, illegal. Pit bulls are the

dogs most often surrendered to and euthanized by American animal shelters: they are

152


http://www.akc.org/
http://www.ukcdogs.com/

American Bully
Rachel Levine and Justyna Potaiybranowska

the commodities of a production scale so large that the markétekasflooded and
supply far exceeds demand. Why do people contioygrdduce pit bulls given the
fatethatthis type of dog is likely to encounfer

KINNEMAN KENNELS
ANCESTORS

Fig. 4.A series of American Bullies credited as foundational to the Kinneman
Kennels America Bully breeding program (Kinmean 2014, reproduced with
permissioi.

An analysis of our primary datéhe arena of online dog sales) revealed that f
dwarfing the Internet presence of pit bull breeders are breeders of something that
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resembles and is sometimes referred to as a pit bull, but that in many apparent ways is
not the American Bully. Pit bulls are a category of dogs that can be visually
identified by a muscled frame, a wide head and jaw, and tight skin, among other
featuresand American Bullies look to have these very qualities in exponential form.
Resembling caricatures of an anxious public
muscled from their large skulls to their hind legs, with very broad jaws (see fig. 4).
Alreadywondering how breeders could successfully market a demonized breed type,
we were puzzled to see that many people were very purposefully producing dogs that
embodi ed the most exaggerated version of th
We read this breeding program aselfconscious, highly political response
to a widespread stance of discrimination based physiological markerg both of
pit bulls and the people with whom they are typically associated. We therefore ask:
How does the American Bully, as a recognleagnimal body type, help to narrate a
|l onger history of Americaés fraught rel ati
citizenship? How does the American Buluggesta more particular story about
Americads ambival ent vnaly mealber amapropeity, anh e dog a
how does this story play out in quite historically distinct ways along race and class
lines? Tke manipulation of the pit bull bodynto the American Bullyoffers an
important set of insights for understanding how hwuag rehtionships can
negotiate traditional American values and cultural forms. More specifically, these
breeding programs can index new articulations of identity for those people who have
long been connectédt he dogs6 vilificati on.
There is an established dyo of scholarship on the American pit bull. A
notable proportion of this worlkconnects pit bull ownership to marginalized
communities of color and examines theproduction of boththed o gs 6 and t he
h u ma outsider status, often via physiognomic understandings of their perceived
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criminal pathology We expand this discussion in a few specific w&ys.locate the
vilification of the pit bull within a largeraccount of the changing locatioof
perceivedthreatto American security. When the War on Drugs replaced foreign
military operations as thgreatest source of fear fdre American people, and drug
involved Black Americans replaced foreign nationgpaglic enemy number oréso

too did the homebred pitull replace the German breeds as the most feared type of
dog. In our treatment of thevolvingrelationship between the pit bull and racialized
Americans, weanalyzehow breederstather thanlawmakers pit bull advocatesor
opponentsf r a me t h &ionship ¢gpAmericae titizenship and valu€shers

have looked closely at the fatttat pit bulls evade categori¢dunod 2014]rwin
2012;Delisle 2007) We examine this phenomenon ammhtend that American Bully
breedershavecapitalized on thisvery ambiguity tocarefully carve outa delineated
category of the pit bull dog. In the following pages, we trace how the pit bull became
the American Bully through shifting registers of fear and Otherness. In doing so, we
showhow theideological anchoringf marginalized Americant® perceived regimes

of violence and disorddras in effect, invited these same populations to participate in
the discursive and materiaksociatiorof animal bodies and Americatitizenship
American Bully breedersseregisters of home and family tiraw the pit bull into

American social order.

Legislating Uncertainty

it bullbis employed as blanket term for any dog that shares physical traits with a
cluster of officially recognized, shecbated, gaméred terrier dogs: thAmerican

Pit Bull terrier, theAmerican Staffordshire terriethe StaffordshirdBull terrier. The
term is sometimesalso extended to includeother similarly bodied breeds and
necessarilyncludes mixeebreed dogs resabling any of the abov@ he definition of
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wh at constitutes a pit bul I, Junod explain
communities that want to bapit bullsmust do so by banning all dogs that have any
physical characteristics of the above breeds (Junod 2014)e ci ty of Denve

bylaw, for example, states:

Pit bull breeds (American Pit Bull Terrier, American Staffordshire Terrier, or
Staffordshire Bull Terrier) are banned in the City and County of Denver. Pit bull type
dogs are defined as any dog displaying the majority of physical traits of any one or
more of the above breeds, or any dog exhibiting those distinguishing (physical)
chamcteristics, which substantially conform to the standards established by American
Kennel Club or United Kennel Clulity and County of Denver 2016

What is often referred to as Breed Specific Legislation (BSL) miighs be better

understood a8ody Secific Legislation.Breedspecific bylaws targeting pit bulls

encompass all dogs that reverberate withimageof the pit bull to which the public

iIs accustomed. By virtue of this, 8ee bylaws formally entrench public
misunderstandingCertain @aninefeatures become perceivable as frightening because

they are thought and thdrefore ingices of immandntbthrefite at ur e s
what is frightening becomes illegal, and what is illegal is frightening.pithieull is

an example of confirmation tsapit bulls are scarydogs and so scary dogs must be

pit bulls.

Vague definitions of the pit bull have mater@mnsequencefor dogs and
their owners(see Irwin 2012 for an extended discussion of this). Broad definitions
permit local animal services 8gize and euthanize great numbers of dogs #rabe
argued to look likehe above listettreeds and defending or protecting a dog labeled

as a pit bull can require significant personal and economic resources on the part of

“Breeds peci fic bans in many other American cities r
breedspecific legislation, for only one example, qualifies a pitlaub fAany dog t hat exhi
di stinguishing characteristicsdo of the American Pi
(Miami i Dade County, Florida 20}6

el
b i
t
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owners A 2006pieceint he New Yorker titled ATroubl emal
Teach Us about Profilingdo specifically make
pit bull-looking dogs with the aim of reducing dog bitesind racially-targeted
searches at airport security ckepoints The articleconcludesthat both forms of
visual profiling are ultimately ineffective sole methods of predicting or reducing
potential threat (Gladwell 20086).

Though the pit bull is the present canine focus of American fear and anxiety,
it joins a storied list of dog breeds that have, for varying periods of time, held this
status. In the 1880s, it was the BloodhauBlbodhounds werenost feared because
they wereused in Tom Shows t@ged adaptations ddncl e To jmdheseCabi n
showsdrewaudiencesby eat uri ng Afi erce Siberian Bl ood
arunaway sl ave (Delisle 2007, 29) . The dogsbo
fearsome that American audiendecamec onvi nced of the Bl oodhou
ferocity. After WWI, theGerman Shepheridused commonly for policing, guarding,
and personal protectioin replaced the Bloodiund as the most feared breebidi,

69, 74, 85).Shortly afterwWIl broke out, however, the American public became

® Historians generally agree that the breeds comprising the pit bull category share a common link to

dogs that were used for the sport of bull baiting in nineteeatitury EnglandAmerican Kennel Club

2016a; American Kennel Club 2016bluemer 2000, 32)Dr awi ng connections betwee

physical appearance and its behavior has some degree of value, since dog breeds were originally

developed with specific utilitarian goals in miidcherding dogs (collies and shepherds), for example,

share nipping tenderas which stem from the fact that they have been bred for the specific purpose of

keeping herds of cattle together by nipping atthiemmut t o att empt to deduce aggre
size or physical characteristics alone is to make a huge leap that bama¢ionalized through genetic

makeup.Several studies conducted by veterinary journals and animal behavior specialists have shown

that the pit bull 6s enduring reputat ilo20l4ftter genet i c e
American Veteriney Me di c al Associ at i on cpntrdilddistedieglthveamot paper st «
identified this breed group [the pit-speafitdoy as dispr

bans are an ineffective way of attempting to decreaséidegncidents (American Veterinary Medical

Association 2014,2Cani ne aggressi on, the paper concluded, ra
genetic material, has a great deal more to do with socialization and environment (Sdatialsal

Canine ReseardBouncil 2015 PerezGuisado and MunaSerrano 2009).
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fixated on anot h éreed:thk@obgrmandinsiier. Bepictat &n
American media asvorking alongsideNazi SS guards in concentration camps, the
Doberman Pinschewras also thought to exist in opposition to American values. The
dogds wuse i n tbécanse aatdrhossipresumdad moval int&grityhe
Doberman becamé al mo st universally known as a vVvic
(ibid., 81). The Dobermanés | i nitkd,8pByNa z i Ger
the late 1970sthough, the fear surrounding German Sheplsemhd Doberman
Pinschers hadalmeddown, and people seeking intimidatiapking, strongworking
dogs turned to Rottweilers (yet another German working breed) and pit bulls.
Since the 1980s, well into the 1990s and continuing still, pittgp# dogs
have hel d t he ibddo®)mtiscritidabtgnte thahd féareof pt bulls
did not stem from a fear of any specific breed that falls under the pit bull limbre
e.g. StaffordshireBull Terriers. The boundaries around this fear objecerev
necessarily indefinite and indeterminate from its inception.
Before the pit bull was a villain, it was a hero. In the early 198i0b&ull-type
dogs were depicted by media and in popular cultute bse -Afinelrli can family p
(Kim 2015, 67). Pit bultype dogs weralsoused as a symbol of patriotisrand
appearedon manyAmerican propaganda posters wearing the stars and stripes. Pit
bulls accompanied troops into battle during World Wars | and Il, and served as
companions and guard dogs to woundeldliscs (Delisle 2007, xv). One pit bull
named Stubby ptcipated in seventeen battlede was promoted to the rank of
Sergeant, and was awarded a Purple Heart for his bravwedy, (/1).A propaganda

poster from 1915 (fig. S¥epicts the dogs of rival hians dressed in their national
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military Wami Dogms ([Pifit B u | 2)."dn the mentertisghe Mi | i t ar
pit bull, representing the USA, with a capf
of any @4ding thépe bull @s standin for national character at a time of
hyperpatriotismmeant the dog had enough cultural recognition to easily embedy

master narrativef what it meant for Americesto bemembers o nation at warTo

characterizdts own canine figurehead asventempered and courageousnot as
superlativelyhostileor combativel indicates that the counteyas so certain of the pit

bull 6s admirable deportment t husetheidbg was r e a

as a standh to make the same claim of itke

Bull Terrier

I'm Neutral, BUT-Not Afraid
of any of them. -

YOI s st 44 A ¥ dnbl are Roainson=1915

Fig. 5. WWI propaganda poster (1915War Do gs: Pit B20I2). s in the Mili:

The pit bull is the first American dog, rather than a foreign breed, to occupy the status

of canine outcast. It is also the fifastance ofa constellation of phenotypes, rather

* Important to note is that the small Dachshund is used to portray Germany, and not the fearsome
Doberman. Note, too, that England is not associated with its Staffordshire Bull Tearier6 pi t bul | 8
type dog.
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thanbehavioralbreed traitspeingthe determining factsrfor vilification. Despite its
history as hero and patriot, the pit bull quickly became the target of prejadice
1970s This status has enduréat nealy half a century (Delisle 2007, xvii).
How and why did America turn on its favourite dog#hift from fearing a
delineatedoreignthreatto fearing thedangemwithin corresponds with a larger move
away from a nation united against external assailants,ctasafragmented soety
that turned on thefforts ofthe powerfulto controlthosecitizensunderstood to be
corrupted, degenerate, and debauched.ridveimage of thepit bull framesa new
imageofAmeri ca. The pit bull s new reputation

War on Drugs.

PostWar Poverty and Public Enemy Number One
The American War on Drugs was declared in 1971 and saw the apex of its early laws
and policies in the 1980and, through law and policg, ont i nues t oday. Thi
grew out of the countryds changing relatic
veterang by the 1970s, increasingly overlapping demogragphic
During periods of militarization, lower class, poor, and even homeless
Americars were drafted to participate in natiilding industry, and heralded as
heroes for defending their country on the ftmes. Americans of all racial
backgrounds were recruited in large nump#reugh the prototypicalmageof the
American war hero was decidedly White. The end of WWII saw the retumasbf
numbers of veteransf which manyhad new andsignificant impaiments This
demographic trengdontinued as a result of foreign military action into the 1970s.
Between 1940and 1980, the number of homeless, disabled, and deeply poor
Americans exploded, producing increasing demands for social services (Howard

2013,15,71, 119 220). Formerly war heroes, the veterans who largely composed the
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mushrooming American underclass were now seen as degenerabesderd onthe
public purse. ies ol di er s 0 slhpfufieorh hem toi haodlgrespelled out the
beginning of prolems for the dogs that had once been known as American war
her oes as we Isteadfasthdsand lpyal serviceutd its dnaster were the
traits that le to its celebration as patrjobut much like the former soldiers and
factory workers who wereaw the jobless and destitute,etfe dogs no longer
fulfilled an ideological public service.

In August 1969, shortly before Richard Nixon was elected president, a
urinalysis of incoming inmates at D.C. jaitauindthat 44% of inmates tested positive
for hewoini the drug of common choice for dovamdo ut Vi et naThityw et er ans
Years of Aner i ca' s Drug Wa r :4). PheseCtlindirgs wéreo g y 0 20
foundational to a shift in American governance that wdatget the drug users and
dealerswho were often members of the new poor, formditary class.Nixon had
run as a social conservative and pairftgdself as the candidate of thgseople who
fobey the | aw, pay t hHisimandateawasets be tayigin t o chur
Acri me ama @Yoscgpmare 19 6 8 ,drugladdict nitiaxsomeonea st t he
to be supported out of addiction b ut rat her as someone who
containedb ef or e h e can do any a d dNixani tlus a | har m
effectively designed the image of the drugs e r to be fAone of a de
anarchicthe at t o Amer i clad). His irhetorit eniered driloerview (i
thatdr ugs posed a threat to Americabds archet)

poi nt t hat d destrgys lavesd desttoydamilies, fiand destroys

communitieso ( Ni xon 1971a). Nfigonmicnad Il se d
attacking the mor al fiber of the nati on, [
puni shmento (Nixon 1971b) . Such wths the of

regards to the management and punishment of drug offences.
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Ni xonbsoétwasdme steam during Democrat J |
but was renewed with the election of Republican Ronald ReagatheAend of
Reagands f i rpublicanxéey anoundmrugs @& Still quite minor: only
about 6% of polled Americans saw drugs asssue ohational concern. By the end
of his seconderm(1989)t hat number cl i mbed to 64 %, repr
intense fixations by the Americabmugpublic ¢
Policy Alliance 2016).Over a very short period of time, drugs went from being
viewed as a minassueto being seeby the majority of the public as an urgent threat
to the American way of life.

Segregation,Panic, and Dis)order

Government responded to new poverty with0,000 units of public housing across
America (Goering, Kamely, and Richardson 1997). For manyadés; public
housing operators had enforced racial/racist tenanting policies which sought to house
Blacks in altBlack projects near historically Black neighborhoods, thus entrenching
inferior living conditions and both deepening and expanding the scopgisting
racialized poverty (Hirsch 1983)In 1968, the Fair Housing Act formally
acknowledged the continuing segregation of Black Americans through discriminatory
housing acces$utthe structure of a segregated society had been laid. The growth of
al-Bl ack neighborhoods engendered occupants?o
in shared misfortune and strugghtafyashi 2014, 120Rossi 199136-40).

In the 1970s,big cities beganseeing waves of gentrification due to the
growing postindustrial service economy. rdditional urban ghettoes and their
residents wergow coming into close and regular contact with the White middle
class and testing the endurance of spatialized rad&lnattion In his 1971 speech

Ni xon procl ai med, AAmeri cads pulbnloider enemy n
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to fight and defeat this enemy, it is necessary to wage a new,ual of fensiveo
(Sharp 1994)In so saying, Nixorfortified weakening boundas byinstalling an
i deol ogi cal thd publid e aitk enemye Ehis codceptual wall had
strong lasting power.
Rae has played a significant role in configuring American street publics, and
hasl ed to a common view of Opublic spaced a
bodies. A similar logic has operated in the widespread fear of pit bulls, which have
been understood as a specific threat and menace by way of their unwelcome intrusion
in an imagned ideal America where safety anghiceneséis mapped by Whiteness
(see Low 2009). In other words, the fear of the pit bull indexes a greater cultural logic
wherein disorder and impurity cause the ultimate perceived danger. The pit bull label
seeks to caotain possibly dangerous dogs, but the multiple conflicts and
contradictions within the categomy effectfurther human insecurity by manifesting
the weakness of human concepts and ordering devices (see Douglas 1966). The pit
bull as it is presently conted is not merely threatening because of its own
presumed qualities, but because its label serves as a reminder of the deficiency of
American societybs attempt to categorize it
the pit bull, necessarily full cimbiguity andbarely contained bgnessy edges, which
does the | ionds s ha rsaroundingdomipodiesf yi ng publ i c
Mary Dougl asd theorem is wuseful for coupl
Blacks withthe denunciation gbit bulls. For Douglas,spaceis a critical mechanism
for defining social pollution. In a context of established prejudice, pitlbaking
dogsbecomevicious when placed outside of their symbolic order.g. in proximity
to the White middleclass family.Conversely, they areninimally dangerous when
outoft hi s ipw ih b racidly segregated housing project. lppesceived
intrusion that makes the pit bull already nebulous of category, and thus always
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teetering on the brink of disordéli nt o A mat t e Douglas 19660480fp | ace o (
course, theviolation ofan unstable boundary such as the precise edges of a racialized
neighbourhood in a changing citgr the precise genetic lines of a dog category

created froncorporealambiguity, is practically given. Neverthets, such violations

play an important role in American culture. By pronouncing the series of
classifications that define daily life, they draw attention to dbeial need to keep

bodiesin place.Boundary keeping is thus a moral project, and the Warragwas

a project in moral order, writ large.

A Wi | d PinBglls and Racialized Crime
Throughout the 1980s, the media was transfixed with stories of youth crime, and
doomsayer forecasts for future crime trends became regular features of news
coveraggPickett and Chiricos 2012, 676; see also Chiricos 1996 and Zimring.1998)
Y outh criminality wasoverwhelminghattributed to Black youtrandreporting trends
reflected the studied viewv h a t Adel i nquents are generally
violentcr i mes t end Pickett abdeChilés 21Z 676see also Feld
1999.

We can read the criminalization of Black youth as an example of pollution
that serves to rannounce the cultural value of ordé3lack youth crime was
consideredexceptionallydangerous to social order because for so long it had no
designated regulating framework. The early Juvenile Justice System had been written
exclusively for the purpose of the reform of Whites, and so without change to the
justice system to confirm that &k youthi t he fAsuperpredaitoro of

could be tolerably contained, dominant White culture would continue to panic over
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these agret unfixed events (Pickett and Chiricos 2012, 67By. the 1990s, and

mostly owing to public protest, adult coudsd correctional facilities enforced the

bulk of violent youth crimeibid.). Segregation led to crime; crime provided the
justification for segregati on. bellefsios fAcircu
racial differenceand producedhe secondaryphenomena of confirmation (Galster

1999).

The connection between the drug dealer (the-Anterican person) and the
fearsome pit bull (the AntAmerican dog) is not merely a conjectural hypothesis
based on temporal coincidence. The 1980s media fwtbwed very similar
reporting scripts when discussing the groups separately}ghamded out many stories
formally couplingracialized men and pit bulla a criminal contex{see Tarver 2013,
281; Huemer 2000Applebome 1987Sager 1987)

Delisle argues thatewspaper reports on dog bites and fatal dog attacks in the

1980s demonstrate a significant shift in thetiyle compared withthe previous 150

Prior to the 1980s, theories and myths about Doberman skull size andumibas

about viciousness were not taken up by the I
early 1980s, all of this would change. A new breed of dog would start to be found in
attacks [ é] . Not only would the newspapers
elenents in dog attacks, but the media would print outrageous rumors, myths and

theories about anatomy and temperamidid ( 87).

The dogdés body was <centr al to theg story o
Al ocking j aws, 0 Aextrmemer vbious n@syesdwr epgadi
understood as specific and unique to pit dydle dogs (Delisle 2007, ix)it is

®Black children were understood as too fAdevel opment g
be supported by the Juvenile Justice Systembébs manda
2012, 676; see Nunn 2002; Soung 2011; Ward 2012)
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impossible to know what the precise breed makeup of the dogs involved in these
attacks actuallyvas however, it was in the same timeframe wigey attacks were
connected to racialized violence that Opit

term to organize a very genetically diverse grouping of dogs.

Fire burst from its open mouth, its eyes glowed with a smouldering glare, its muzzle
and hackles and dewlap were outlined in flickering flame. Never in the delirious
dream of a disordered brain could anything more savage, more appalling, more
hellish, be conceived than that dark form and savage face. It is as if the vicious hound
of the BaskerlMes that burst upon Sherlock Holmes out of the fog has returned to
haunt the streets of America (Brand 1987).

The above quote from Brammpensone of twomasscirculated articles on pit bull

dogs publishewn 27 July 1987. Br ando &, degmdits c | e, ATi
di scus s i otdogslly paining khis gicture ofa pit bull asan almost

supernatural being witenormouscapacity for terror and malice. Brand quickly

moves to discussing a real event invol ving
elderly woman(Brand 1987).That same day, the cover 8ports lllustratedwas

filed by a single closeip image of adark brinde pit bull baring its teeth and

snaringThe dogés mouth is the focal poi nt of
creating a stark contrast to its sharp whéeth The sol e t ext on the
cover i s, i B E WA R°EThoQgRSpdrtsllluSratddiOsG ¢ o mment ary on
pit bulls featuresl e s s provocative dethaniTimerfgg. o f t he
describing the dlogg ped Apiecobelespdgsiheisdnme u r

registers of monstrosity and immanent thregprieparethe readefor a catalogue of

vastly different doepttack incidents across America which seem to shaoekey

features: the reported attackes apit bull and its victims tentb bethe nost innocent

® Ourrequest to remducethe magazing@ s cas andlustration for this artickwas unanswered.
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members of society i s mehildiendo women,and seniorgSwift 1987).Both pieces

authoritatively link pit bultype dogs to human ownemdso understood to be

programmed for viol ence,violencegronBowaersdaredoes it

turning pit bulls into killerso (Brand 1987
A study ofNew York Timearticles published between 1987 and 2000 argued

that pit bull ownerslike drug dealershave ©beergi fit ently portraye

t huggi sh and unsympathetico by American me

Perhaps unsurprisinglyt was in the latdd980s that journalists populagd the terra

Awi |l di ngo a nwhen fwitiod 6f mang kBebavior and organization,

respectivelypy Black and Latino youth (Welch, Price and Yankey 2002148 The

terms areplainly racially coded: a@02 anal ysis of the use of

reports shows that fi a lél] and mcwhidherace svas| abel ed

mentionedo |isted either Black or Latino ma

2002, 7). Thuswhile dogs becam subject to thelilogics of race,young racialized

men were referred to as if relatives of another species erititelir e i r édwi | di ngo

to the ani mal fAsavagingo of the pit bull de
As panic surroundinfoth dog attacksnd gang violencenountedin tandem

the media began covering news reports of police raids on dog fighting operations

(Delisle 2007, 97)Dogfighting became criminalized in the late 1800s and is now a

felony in all fifty states (Delisle 2007, 25American Pit Bull terriers,and hus, opi t

bull s, 6 are bred from d tggsconsideredca socelyd f or b

deviant activityin American culture (Delisle 2007, 136; Kim 2015, 272). America

has historically used the treatment of animals to mark both racial and national

difference. Laws prohibiting cruelty to animals in America date back almost two

hundred years, and are amportant part of Wesern discourses of civilizatign

described by Davisag,of t en tacitly embrac[ing] noti on
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aspartoftei r call to educate and enlighten thei
of kindnesso §£ebalsdeckha2@3, 318196 Bldoc sports were
considered at odds with the early twentiedmtury American ideal of refined
masculinity, andficrueltyowas used as a regilsweeclassby whi ct
abuses in blood sports aThdre is notl completey 6 ( GI i
conensus on the origins of the pit bull 6s
portrayed as primordially evil and @he victim of primordially evil humans.

In 2007, the connection between race and the socially unacceptable
mistreatment of animals grabbed national attention when NFL quarterback Michael
Vick was sent to prison following evidence that he ¥igisting pit bulls and housing
over fifty such dogsKim 2015, 255).The American press began singing a familiar
refrain about race, poverty, and criminaliseé for example Leitch 2011 and Florio
2010). Media pundits and a vocal public commenting on ek case made easy
sense of t he Il i nks bet ween ani mal cruel t
predominantly Black neighborhood. The dominant argument held that poor,
racialized neighborhoods (fighettoeso) deser
648)’As put in no uncertain terms by Glick, t|
from such environments are somehow destined to string up dogs, drown them,
strangle them with their bare handsnash their heads into concrete floors, and
electrocute therh o d @bald. h 0

Vickods laeaguauledt eedhmmt dogfighting is a fAcul
and so alignedtheir defense strategwith the beliefs presented above and thus the

same racial logi¢hat wasearlier employed by White imperialists (Gli@013, 640;

"Glick makes a point to highlight compadgng &nanalt t hat A n
fighting practices according to socioeconomic or geopolitical stdtusfact, animal abuse is

recurrently represented as Afendemic t o communi ti
psychopat hol ogical 6 when i 2013%48ree als® Deckh@ 2013, 50M.i t e peopl
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Kim 2015, 267). By playing into stereotypes about the racial basis for the
(mis)treatment of animalsy i ¢ Koéhavior was framedas pre-determined for
someone from the soececonomic position to which he was born (Glick 2013, 640).

Once again,pit bulls were publically linked to American Black culture
through the indictment of a criminal enterpribat was framed as expected given the
race of the perpetratain this instanceVick is theauthorof violence and whether or
not the dogs are inherenttiangeroudalls to the waysideRdatively, the dogs are
victims; any acknowledgement of an inbredpacity for violence is not discussed in
the context o f orchestcakodas violence. demet we obeginl our
discussion of a very different articulation of the lergduring association between
Black America and the pit byland we continue with this theme of designing the dog
with a certain agenda in mind, The following sections introduce dasclissthe
creation and success of the American Bully dog. We argue that the American Bully
has been bred as a direct and -selfiscious response to the decadeg co

persecutiorand pathologizationf marginalized men and marginalized dogs.

Introducing the American Bully

In the late 1990s, a focused group of pit bull breeders began tailoring their dogs to
what has ultimately become accepted as
dog breeding is a multimillicwlollar industry in the US alone Harrison2008), and

the explosion of online commerce in the early 2000s has made the Internet the
primary site for the sale of carefully branded dogs today. We therefore turn to the
way American Bullies are advertised on breeder websites anc datimms to study

the progressiorof how this new manifestation of pit bull is marketed to, and

understood by, the publi@reeders and fanciers are usidgmilyd as an aesthetic
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and rhetorical frameworto contain the disordégr h at i s i mpitbulidmhei ¢ t o Ot
family hereservesas an ordering system to draw the pit bull imiddle America.

We surveyed over fifty breeder websites that advertise the sale of American
Bully puppies® With little exception, these online markets share certain drucia
commonalities. First is their rhetoric of genetic superiofitgxt is an insistence on
the dogsé docile character coupled with a
physique. This latter point also fits with the third characterighie: look of tte
websites.Overwhelmingly American Bully websites (those of breedeost also
those for fanciers, including forums and officieéb pages ofancier clubs) follow a
similar and quite characteristaestheticmodel that reverberatg with the common

packaging of crimgéhemed actioentertainment media.

Making an American Bully

I n todayds American Bully circles, t he mos
constitutes thedruep Geald or desb iteration of body type and temperamént

understood to be linkeths has historically been true for its pit bull predecessors)

and discussed in greater depth in the next section. Great debate revolves around the

relative value of those dogs that represather the Gottilinedic] |, or Razorb6s Ed
line of dogs. Although even pit bull lovers would be Rprdssed to distinguish

bet ween the Gottil i ne s danctkrs feaezalyrseesn ttEdge do
contend that Gottiline dogs are shorterder, andbulkier in typethan dogs claimed

to be bred fr om HR&udles 2D Edughe named forethe (

notorious crime boss John Gotti, Gottiline dogs are not exceptional intdlegin

8 American Bully kennel websites seem to get taken down with unusual frequency, with no remaining
trace of contact information for the breeder or status information on the dogs. On a few occasions, we
followed a litte of puppies only to find the kennel vanished unexpectedly.
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appearancean intimidating look is the benchmark of the American Bully as a
di stinctive type. Li ke the Gottiline breed:
their line that should be credited as the sole producer odtrilng® American Bully
body type. Again, these dogs aretwally indistinguishable. It is our belief that the
fixation on dinesbis far more a matter of pridend associatiothan of a genuine
belief that each type carries aalysolutelyunique, defining features.
Despite regular immersion in heated debate alioel superlative American
Bully form (and so, an insistence that thare different forms), breeders are insistent
that the American Bully isxevera crossbreed or a hybrid. This heavy rhetorical
reliance on genetic purity shows an effort at constru@isgstem of recognition and
standardization that bolsters the success and the widespread acceptance of body types
as standalone breedsThis view involves the same thinking as has historically
marginalized the pit bull. It is the view that some charagtierphysical features can
index a dogbés relative value.
One American Bully fancier website claims that the Bully look was achieved
i ¥ selectively line breeding pure American Pit Bull Terrier Blgent] generation
after geReatturiedoB(HBrededeor s20dpenl y acknowl e
millingo their dogs. T e speakslopenlgbaunhovAheer i can E
and other longtime breedewsould produce great numbers of puppies in hopes of
finding one that appeared phydlgssatisfactoryiwe 6 d have t o, sorta, p
l ot of twoudelsa&millierbreedings to get a couple dogs that would look
like they was $ic] s u p p orereld2013.dlee Afnerican Bully is not recognized
by the American Kennel Club or tténited Kennel Club, so Bultgnly kennel clubs
(notably the American Bully Kennel Club) have cropped ugotanally legitimize

thesedogs Bully-only kennel clubs subsidize new understanding of genetic purity
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wherein dogs can be known by espanding sultypes, eaclof which can be

connected o or cllmedbmed by a o

SN " ik
Left: Fig. 6. Notorious Juan Gotty of West Side Kennels (Kinneman 2014a
reproduced with permissipnRight: Fig. 77 A dog featured on the Razor &
bloodline information page on KinnemanKennels.com. Kinneman Kennels owner
Matt hew Kinneman has provided a full history of
breeding programs that resonates with other online accounts (Kinngfidc
reproduced with permissipn

American Bullies areot bred with a utilitarian agenda in mind. Rathbeir bodies

are intentionally constructed to fit a certain image. Breeder websites therefore provide

det ai |l ed catal ogues of t heir puppi eso an
workmanship that went into their prodddfcluding lists of famous littermageor

ot her close relatives. This insistence on |
genetic makeup back several generations reveals an attempt to historicize the
American Bully, and to make the breed legitimate by following the same type of

detailed recordkeeping that major kennel clubs employ for pbred dogs. Most

fascinating, though, is the way that dogs are catalogued by minimal inforniation

often just by their call namebut regularlyalso by the line namealthoughnever a

registration numeér or any official health clearance information, and very rarely a

date of birth or other details figg8.di stingu

° See for examplevww. pitbull-chat.comwww.bullypedia.net
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This strategy is an ingeniousarketing tool. By offering minimal information on the
featured dogs, thgiven assumption is that interested buyers are already versed
enough in this world to know the Booyah in question, and if they are not, then access
to this insidekknowledgemay be very alluring. The puppy buyer is not just buying a

dog: they are buyingngry to an exclusive club.

CAI
Pl WIEIS
SIN SIN
BOOYAH
EXCALIBUR
BANSHEE
NEVAEH

PACO
SHOWTIMI

PIEACHICS

TOES
THING

SILIENT BREIKZEILS

Fig. 8. Detailed genetic lineadger Strongside Kennels (Strongside Bullies 2616
reproduced with permissipn

In the American Bully world, male dogare named for alcohol, drugs, money,
weapons, vehicles, or monstersg(ePatron, Remy, Mossberg, Young Money,
Platinum, Monster, Blue Beasthing). Females are named ftire above, as well as
sex, femininity, and exoticism .@¢ Chesty, Ebony, Purity, Drama Queen, Tiger Lily,
Erotica, Lady ValentinePassion Lil Darky). Interestingly, despitelichotomously
gendered naming practicesxtralarge female dogs are often referred to i&he
maleso Even as the dogs would seem to be collapsing under the weight of their bulk,
they are advertised @op producer@a n d -stara 161 S e e mAmegdaryBully n o

can be oversizedhiTe oO6fr eaksd pi ct digsd@andldhaeexnavwmp | es be
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formed an Amer i can thtui$ forynallyGexzoghizeck oythed c | as s
American Bully Kennel ClubWhen new trends in dog bodies beeompparent,

these types are encouraged so long as they are moving in the direction towards
greatermass Whenextrawide and extrashortAmerican Bullies were scoffed at and

mocked as 6t olratithis deviatiam purpbsefellgndtieen brandd his

dogs asil 0 a d I'° Another éxample of the desirability of thesecsa | | ed O6fr eaki s
characteristics is the Freakshow line. Bred by Bustin Out Kennels, this line of dogs

emerged in response to the criticismstid dog Frakshowo s bent ettamd | , f | at
crooked legsThis line of dogs is intentionally bred to pass on theste f or me d 0
features Alvarado 2015b).

Figu9:Strongside Bulliesd Mini Duke, or Mini. Mi n i
bully. This is an extremgype bully, but on asmaller scale (Strongside Bullies
2016, reproduced with permissipn

1 The Toadlinehas come wunder direct online attack for bre
def or mi tdogs ésédoadine Exotis Bullies 2016or severalexamples of this body typéhe

writer of this critici s mrcanbllynghdv]guidgesmye dftectomesme nt s t ha
chosen the more deformed dogs to w-ikatchingandbddsows becau
shock valued (Battenroo c2014).
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318 Concepts

Left: Fig. 10 andRight: Fig. 11 Two sons of Dax, who is discussed below. These

dogsdi spl ay some of the 6freakishd characteristics
the extreme type: extrbroad chest and wide shoulders, very largesial, tight

eyelids wi t h seemingly 6i nt ensedhickgaze, visibly
forelimbs and hind limbs, etc. Note that coat c@lod eye color areot considered a

relevantdeterminant of dog quality in the American Bully world; the focus is on

muscle bulk DaxLineBullies c2003reproduced with permissipn

As dogs get more Oextremed in type, t he a
further from the lingo one may expectaocompany the sale of a pet. The breeder of
Aextremeod puppi 8givesf aa axampie eofdthe itype of tallgthat id
standard in fancier circles. As the dogsbo6
become more exaggerated, their descriptiomsd®ene mor e hyper boli zed
to the ground, 6 fAgirthy as f[uc] ko), and e
more sensational (ASadaam,Amesti emdisb Ine meai
throughout the 200006s). To makebethandsold? t hese
We discuss this below.
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GOOD MORNING FB. (Repost)

....... SADAAM X MOLLY .....
MIAGI/BULLSEYE BLOOD BIG S/O TO
DIRT AND DAWN AND THE WHOLE
JAGGERLINE CREW. This boy was born a
star | seen it at a few hours old. THIS IS AN
EXAMPLE OF WHAT SADAAM IS DOING
TO YARDS AROUND THE WORLD.
(SADAAM SIGNATURES) EXOTIC
MUZZLE ,BONE, SLAMMED TO THE
GROUND, SHOULDERS, AND GIRTHY AS
FK. — with David Bourgeois and 97 others

Fig.12. Ascreess hot of a breeder describing his recent

(Battenrooc2014).

A Couch Potato Called Al Capone

Pit bulls have historically been bred for work and agility, but Amerigallies are

mar ket ed as i BullyireePedigrees 20)2®ie lsulis aré known for

their agile bodies and ropey musculature, while American Bullies have inflated
muscles, often a bovegged/splayed stance, short legs, dmehvy girth. A
morphologically exaggerated pit bull with a plsiged head and jaw, the American
Bull y i s descr i b endlowl yifrierfdlg,omand applauded for bding
figreat with kide (@o t t i Pit B 6; Allvaraéou2fp18). Ehs Ameritdn 1
Bully is a paadox. Its hypeinflated physique recalls and exaggerates the features
around which public fear of pit bulls has long been controlled, but here these traits are

repackaged as indices of a docile, {emergy family pet. In this way, the American
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Bully functions to redraw the temperament qualities of the dog popularly associated
with racialized crimewhile staying pointedly loyal to the general suggestions of the
s a me lbdydypes We propose thditet American Bully was, and continues to be,
a successfuand highly sought after niche breed precisely because breeders are
responding td and thereby capitalizing oihthe key factors that marginalized and
criminalized the pit bull: its coupling with danger, crime, and Black America.

As stated byJuan Gonzalez, eowner of American Bully fancier magazine
AtomicDogg t hi s i mp o s i n g(StokeyP@04)iGenzafez insiststhah | o0 o k 0
the dogs that appean skull print and spiked collars the pages oAtomicDogg
magazine are not bred forgfiting or aggressioffibid.). Rather,h ey ar e HfAshow
d ogs, 0 lodkfemdoustbotin actual factheyar e fAgent | d@bidand pl ayf
This seeming contradiction between tough outer appearance and frieiidlsble
temperament can be read as an outsiderso cl
way of the very dog that has played a hand in excluding him. By exaggerating the pit
bull body while insisting on its value as family member and companion, breeders and
owners are asserting the place of alternative images within the American social
landscapevherein the domestic dog is valued for its obedience and tolerance

Lowering t he pit bull 6s hei ght, i ncr eeé
musculature has meant a msponding dilution of terridike behaviours:e.g.
chasing, nipping, high prey drive. As it follows, the allegedly larger Gottiline dogs
are either championed for being relaxed and-teidk, or criticized for being too
sluggish and lazy. These attribsiteuggest either, respectively, a low energy and thus
low maintenance family pet, or a wesky waste of pit bull genetics. This is a critical
ambi val ence. For fanci eirmrsg itshendtodfyibse d;i gn
energy level for the dog ia matter of owner preferenc&herefore, laat makes a
Gayoodd American Bully and even a Otis amater éfipleysicalc an Bul
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standards that are up for graB$iysical standards are not omlgsthetic commodities,
but ae indices for how dog owners eision family, and by extensm proper
American citizenship.

Below are a few characteristic physical descriptions of breeding stock. Note
how breeders package their dogs as simultanedlisateningand steadfastly safe.

A Gottiline breeder declares:

These bully puppies will have that super wide and stocky look with big blocky heads.

They have | arge top skullsé these puppies h
All of our dogs have great temperaments and do not show any aggression towards

people okids. The perfect puppy to bring home to your famitgX Bullies20169.

ARDespite the American Bullyds fierce and g

i nsi stdemearois beatie.rTheirgic] great with kids and extremely friendly

with strangerspt her dogs a n(AmercantBelly KeaneliCluaclO4

Steel HeadPi t s, Razor s Edge breeders, procl

[ é] muscle mass and bone structure to matc

[sic], family dog that kenly exhibits protective qualities when needed. A

Steel HeadPit i s a SteeHeaPitc2016l y; a best friend
By producing a dog with exaggerated size and diminished aggression,

American Bully breeders are challenging Americans to reconsider widaiced

family (pet)lookslike.

The New Family Dog
As discussed, ews stories over the past few decades have cemented the connection
between race, crime, and pit btpe dogs.Pit bull ownersstill continue to be

referred to as fAthugs, 0 figangkthalattero and fwv

indicating that pit bullpathology no longer only attaches itself to racialized groups,
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but is generally matched to any struggling demographic (Anderson A998ciated
Press2007; Rivero 2016;see also Dickey 2016 for an extended discussion of this

topic)

= iR - e et b e 12 AT AR ), L

Left: Fig. 13. Ri char d Bar aj as wi tKmnemaie 2014 i de 6 s Boogi e
reproduced with permissipnRight: Fig. 14. Ed Shepherd and an unidentified

woman with 21 Blackjack (Kinneman 2014aproduced with permissijpn

The American Bully speaks to a long legacy of tense race relations in America, but
the dialogue that is being attempted through their breeding is not exclusively from the
Black Americans who have long been thepewsecuted. From its inception, the
American Bully type has been a project of mixed human background. The famed
founder of Westside Kennels, and credited with starting the Gottiline line of
American Bullies, Richard Barajgig. 13), is Latino. Websites will also incorporate
symbolism and languagéypically associated with West Coast Hispanic gang
organization. Though no Latino breeders claim any sort of gang affiliation
themselves, some celebrate gang culture through the marketing of their fwgs

example, the Hispanicization of infamous Italimob boss John Gotti in naming

" For example, one section of a 2083sociated Pressr t i cl e on Mi chael Vi ck, tit
Hip Hop Cultureo, makes an explicit connection betw
music (Associated Press 2007).
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foundation Gottiline male Juan Gotty. It is also somewhat common to see American
Bullies presented in a style similar to that of Mexi#anerican Chicano rap artists.

The ChicaneAmerican political movement came into beintpragside the Civil
Rights Movement, when Mexicalimerican activists adopted the previously derisive
term to assert solidarity and agitate for civil rights and respect (Moore and Cuéllar
1970, 149). In the 1990s, Chicano Rap was an offshoot of Black Amegaragsta

rap, and both have shared in the objective of making a public forum for young men of
color to speak out unapologetically about social issues such as racial profiling,
poverty, and drug culture.

Left: Fig. 15. and Right: Fig. 16 A famous American Bully male named Dax, bred

heavily from Gottiline dogs and credited as foundational to the DaxLine line of dogs

(DaxLineBullies c2003reproduced with permissipnit is apparent that Dax is a

widened and possibly shortened version of Rlackjack. Note that Dax is

considered O0extreme, 6 though Gottiline dogs are
or standard type of American Bullib{d.).

Ed Shepherdfig. 14, abovg, a greyhaired White man, is highly respected in the
American Bullyc o mmuni ty f or his fADaxlineo or i Da x

mal e, an Ameri can Pit Bul | terrier named
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breeding plan when Shepherd made the connec
which he and his children so enjoyeahd the shorter, wider body that was then-sub
standard faéaftéarsybaesdofiili ne breeding and
story goes, Shepherd had created a fAsignat
likely be indistinguishable, to the laypersofiom other American Bully lines)
(Kinneman 2014a). I n Shepherdébés stock of B
We s t Coast Gottyl i ne §.sTheResulh evas thé Kefamoue man 20 1 -
stud dog Dax (fig 15 and 16abovg. Dax produced several famattdrs, of which
oneiarguabl y c¢onsinsitlelnitwagwihthis dafmfgRBP Pnjine
Pedigrees 2012

Our point here is that American Bully breeding was not started exclusively by
Black Americans, but the American Bully type was very quicklyezetd around
registers that resonate with images of American marginalitfywhich the majority
members are of color, but also of which some are White and of rural background, i.e.
the stereotypically maligneéhickbo r 6 h ifrom tbhiel | Miéd we st , or the
from the Southern stategim andCody Blackburn, theownersof Carolina Bully
Farm andcreators ot h e A Mo Ameyidan Bulg, damet h e Kk elogspashkad s
nod totheir smalktown country roots: Big Country and Miss Countfor example
(Carolinabullyfarms 2012)

Though early breedersf the American Bullyare well known, the basic
personal details of amy breeders last name, for exampli stay hidden. It would
seem that the braggadocio about canine ancestors and hehd widthewebsite
front pagecan beconsidered enough information for puppy buyers to decide to
purchase from a kennel. Similarly, veoften quitelittle (if any) informationis
required from puppy buyergurchases seerto be totally controlled by money
throughmany website31 Buy |t Nowo f e atisgarlecommdiforh t hi s s
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breedergo show pictures of their dogs in happy new homes. These images reveal a

lot about how variets the demographic that is drawn to the American Bully.

WwwH®@ B '-:? 5511

Fig. 17. Famous R&B singer Mario holding his HQ Bullies female puppy on
adoption day, accompanied by HQ Bulliesd Epiden
reproduced with permissipn

One commonly featured American Bully owner is the Black American celebi@y.

Bullies presentsamong other celebrity photos, images of R&B singer Mario with his

new American Bully puppy PRitbud Earmfwebgite 17) . T
features an article from sports magazlam.Mu g | e sdtecsncérsi bes t hi s as
page article on [now former NBA shooting guard] Michael [Dickerson] and his two

pits he got$ic] f r o m Mu Muglessoh'soPitkiuls Farm 2016) he carticledis

in fact a small quote from Dickerson referencing his dogs angloot® of Dickerson

with his dogs, posed together on a long and wide stretch of concrete. The photo is

taken from below, making Dickerson and the dogs appear larger than life. The sun

sets behind them, against a barren backgrétidhen paired together, the men

12 Our request to reprint this image was unanswere8l&ymagazine.
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and their dogs together produce a commanding imageowfidence and power

Mugl estondés Pitbul]l Farm also features i ma:
and NFL undc€ELEBRAIES DEMANDeTHE BEST 0 Mugl est onds
features a number of theesvealthy kennel customers similarly to how they depict

their dogs: as a headshot, accompanied by their impressive stats. The insinuation here
seems to be that by buying a Muglestonbds An

wealth and celebrity ofthei puppyds rel ativesd owner s.

Left: Fig. 18 Young girl with adult American Bully bred by HQ Bullies. (Paul Au,
e-mail message to Rachel Levine, 6 July 20Hproduced with permissiprRight:
Fig. 19 A little boy and young American Bully use eaather for cushioning wie
relaxing togethe(ibid.).

Fig. 20. Jaycel and family from Palm Springs, CA, featured with their two puppies
from HQ Bullies (HQ Bullies 2016deproduced with permissiain
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More common than these celebrity features are pictures of 4oogimg American
Bullies with sweefooking families. In the photos with children and babies, the clear
implication is that the dogs are not just under control around little humans, but that
they are tolerant df if not delighted byi all manner of physical teasing, and have no
behaviors of territoriality or sensitivity about personal space: they fit seamlessly into
middle America. These dogs are often featured under sleeping children, idtkrch
placed upon their backs as if they are horses, in playful headlocks by children, having
their jowls tugged on, being sat on, stepped on, or used as a foot rest. Essential to
note here is that these children and nuclear families represent all ethcial/
backgrounds: Black, Hispanic, Asian, and very often White. This suggests to us that,
regardless of background, American Bully buyers find something appealing in this

extended possibility of what might be considered aalkerican dog.

v

W dATre

Left: Fig.21.Maa de Kennel s

s 0 O'ptimus Pri me, with breed
Perezd daughter, EmmalLi sa This picture was sent
aut hor s, but is also featured on the kennel bés p

with the botye, sfitahisuper Inmailneesshge foRaclieEd war d Per ez,
Levine, 6 July 2016reproduced with permissiprRight: Fig. 2. A young son of

DaxLineds famous Dax, pictur edrepwduced | i ttl e girl
with permissioi.

184



American Bully
Rachel Levine and Justyna Potaiybranowska

Left: i. 23. Four boys srﬁile for portrait it ir young American Bully (Paul
Au, email message to Rachel Levine, 6 July 208éproduced with permissipn
Right: Fig. 24. The same American Bully plays babysitter to baby boy (ibid.)

£
LE

Left: Fig. 25. American Bully Rose from ManMade Kennels, pulling her human

isistero b(Mannmaadekiermelsic20%$5s reproduced with permissifn

Right: Fig. 26 ManMade Kennel s6 Zombie demonstrating hi
unidentified adolescent boiignmadekanels1c2016 reproduced with permissipn

It is unusual to see children presented with their American Bullies doing sports or

working. These images demonstrate that not all families seek out the American Bully

f or a Oc ou oayinpteattangider,itfo bé aivhluable family member for

reasons more closely alignadth typical American Pit Bull €rrier working traits.
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