FB 29. In answer to a recent question of facebook - one can bang on and on about the low number of cases and whether or not this fits with a recessive inheritance. One certainly does not know enough, and the current situation means that one cannot (or at least I can't) even attempt to get more information. But we do have two hard facts: 1. the disease appears when either there is inbreeding on certain dogs, or where we know that there is JKD on both sides of the pedigrees (eg German dog x British bitch, both from JKD family groups). This is good evidence for a recessive. 2. it is well-established that about 75% of kidney function must be lost before symptoms are liable to appear. This means that many affected dogs exist without symptoms but they still transmit the gene. We don't know the average amount of damage JKD causes; we only see the tip of the iceberg which if the over-75% affected range. Add to this, JKD seems to be triggered by uterine track infections and these are rare in males, so the incidence of JKD is expected to be lower in males than females, and it is. Stress, as in pregnancy also appears to bring on kidney failure - in females again. Then there is some evidence of loss in neonates (fading puppies). Who looks for kidney damage in baby puppies? And even in adults, diagnosis seems to be difficult. Most cases may well be missed, and I am sure that fewer still are reported. So, all in all, I don't think there is too much cause for worry regarding low incidence. Were JKD easy to find, it would have come to the surface years ago, but it is easy to miss, and crucially for the future it will be easy to hide.
