Comments to Proposal 1, 2 and 3 from ragdoll breeders around the world and with
support of Scandinavian Ragdoll Club
Our opinion is that these three proposals should be voted down. The intentions of the
proposal are to let the ragdoll breed develop in another way than the existing standard points
to. A main argument from the FFF is the resemblance of f.ex. ragdoll and persians, and we
would say that most breeders and judges would say that there is no problem today. The
suggestions in the proposal are unclear, not well argumented and if the changes will be
made there will be a much wider interpretations of the standard than we have today.
These proposals has not been presented the for the Ragdoll Breed Council. Due to this lack
of transparency, few members of the BC has had an opportunity to be a part of the process
resulting in these proposals. As we know, no Ragdoll Breed Club have been a part of the
process nor being asked about their opinions about the proposals.

Comments of Proposal 1 - changing the ragdoll standard - head shape
The standard is already very clear and detailed and gets no interpretation to other
breeds like persian or Brittish. This is the main argument of the need of changing the
standard. We think that there are big differences in both the breeds and the
standards today and don’t think that the type should be more moderate than the
standard of today.
1. The change from “slightly rounded” to “slightly curved” is not better.
2. The argument is set from that round might be misunderstood as a circle and can’t
be “slight round”. We think that “slightly rounded” is very clear and think it is suitable
to describe the forehead of a ragdoll. It’s a great difference in the forehead of a
persian and a ragdoll and we think very few judges would say that “slightly rounded
forehead” is correct on a persian.
3. What is the meaning in changing a word “not domed” in to “never domed”?

4. If we change a sentence with the argument that words in brackets have less
meaning, we need to change a lot in very many standards. We haven’t seen any
proof that this is an accurate observation. All text in the standard is important.
5. Anatomically, the young cats is different in their head shape and similarly the older
cats, how to mathematically'll get to a maximum height is very difficult if you have for
example a weaker chin or a young cat who often have more height in the head how
do you do this measurements? What decides the exactly hight the forehead should
have?

Comments of Proposal 2 - changing the ragdoll standard - chin, cheeks and
muzzle
Muzzle: The argument of changing this text is that they have observed that muzzle
go larger and larger and that there is a risk that ragdoll will have as broad muzzle as
a british. We think that there is a clear difference in the standards of RAG and
BSH/BLH today. Adding the word “fairly” only opens up to more interpretation of the
standard.

When it comes to the drawing of the muzzle in relation to the outer edge of the eyes
it has to be said that it doesn’t look like a ragdoll at all. There will also be a problem
when the cat has close set eyes - should the muzzle then be more narrow?
Chin: There are no arguments why the standard should be changed when it comes
to the chin. The suggestion is to add “aligned with the nose” after the text of
well-developed chin. It is very unclear were this line should be drawn? Our guess is
that they mean seen from the side but in the drawing it looks like they mean inside
the “triangle”. The extra words makes it again open for more interpretation of the
standard.

Comments of Proposal 3 - Fault list
Fault list is the reverse words of what the standard intends and are not necessary
when the standard is as detailed as it is today. Another problem by adding a fault list
is that it is hard to know what to do with the faults. Are they disqualifying, no cert or
something else?
A fault list can also be a contributor to much confusion. Let's say that we are to judge
a ragdoll with rectangular eyes (in theory). The standard says the shape should be

oval, but the fault list does not mention rectangular shapes at all, so what are we
supposed to do with this cat? It is much easier to consider and treat all traits that are
not fulfilled by the standard as faults instead.
Head: broad modified wedge can never be narrow or round head.
Forehead: slightly rounded forehead (not domed) it’s already in standard not
domed.
Muzzle: tapering to a rounded well-developed, broad muzzle of medium length
(never narrow) too large? too narrow - it’s already in the standard.
Ear set: Set wide on the skull with a slight tilt forward. Medium size. In the
standard you have the correct placement and also size of the ears. Too small or too
large ears is already a fault also too low or too high set ears. If anything should be
added to the standard is the size to the points list.
Eyes: Large and oval. Outer edge of the eye aperture to be level with the base
of the ears.
The size and shape is already in the standard and also the placement of the eye.
When we look at the drawings the angle is not correct, the cat at the drawing must
have a round eye to get the straight line with very low set ears.
Coat: Medium long, dense, soft and silky texture, lying with the body. Feels
like cold silk to the touch. The text is very detailed with the silky texture and cold to
the touch so it can never be wooly and warm.
Today under remarks we have allow for seasonal coat, if seasonal coat is a fault we
will see less ragdolls at show when changing the coat

