DRAFT
HIO Meeting Summary
June 9-10, 2009
Present:  Donna Benefield (HPC), Vanessa Crowe (NWHA), Keith Dane (UMH), Doyle Meadows (SHOW), Mark Matson (IWHA), Andy Messick (HOA), Mack Motes (SSBEA), Lori Northrup (FOSH), and Pat Stout (Oklahoma)

Not Present:  Kenny Smith (KWHA), Terry Jerke (WI), and Jim Mann (MFTHBA)
USDA: Dr. Rachel Cezar, Mike Tuck; Facilitator: Robin Lohnes

Review of May 12, 2009, HIO Teleconference Summary

 The May 12, 2009, HIO teleconference summary was approved.

USDA Monthly (May 2009) Report
Dr. Cezar emailed the HIOs an update of 2009 shows attended by USDA.  She reported that VMOs attended 6 shows since the May HIO teleconference.  The first was the Smokey Mountain Classic in Harriman, TN, May 15-16, 2009.   Affiliated with SHOW, there were 79 entries (27 padded/52 flatshod/45 scratches) and 8 violations:  1 unilateral sore, 2 bilateral sore, 4 scar rule, 1 other violation, and 4 conflict resolutions.  VMOs also attended the Kentucky State Racking Horse Championship in London, KY, on May 16, 2009.  Affiliated with KWHA, this show was cancelled after VMOs arrived.  On May 21-23, 2009, USDA attended the Fun Show in Shelbyville, TN.  Affiliated with SHOW, there were 257 entries (154 padded/103 flatshod/69 scratches) and a total of 24 violations:  7 unilateral sore, 1 bilateral sore, 15 scar rule violations, and 1 other violation.  On May 24, 2009, VMOs attended the Auxiliary Horse Show in Lancaster, KY.  Affiliated with KWHA, there were 49 entries (1 padded/48flatshod/62 scratches) and 0 violations.  The Department also attended the National Trainers’ Show in Shelbyville, TN, on June 3-6, 2009.  Affiliated with SHOW, there were 256 entries (141 padded/115 flatshod/87 scratches) and 29 violations:  7 unilateral sore, 1 bilateral sore, 15 scar rule violations, 2 shoeing violations, and 1 foreign substance violation.   On June 4-6, 2009, VMOs attended the Germantown Charity Horse Show in Germantown, TN.  Affiliated with SHOW, there were 51 entries (29 padded/20 flatshod/11 scratches) and 4 violations: 2 unilateral sore, 1 bilateral sore, and 1 foreign substance violation.  In addition, Dr. Cezar and Andy Messick have met regarding potential conflict resolutions for several of the SHOW affiliated horse shows.

Lori Northrup commented that there appears to be a 43% violation rate as compared to number of entries, 23% of which are scar rule violations.  Doyle Meadows commented that of the 356 horses that tested “not normal” on thermography, 238 of those passed inspection.

Dr. Cezar reported that she will have a draft 2008 DQP Annual Report to the HIOs by July 1, 2009.  Mack Motes inquired about the horse that allegedly had a 6% rotation of the coffin bone.  Dr. Cezar had no formal comment but did say that there was additional information taken into consideration.
Regarding technology, Dr. Cezar confirmed that the Department was using digital radiology and have found lead in some of the pad packages.  She also said that the HPA team will be attending AAEP’s semi-annual meeting.  Also, there is a possibility that the Department will do a scar rule clinic in Kentucky.  Any HIOs interested in more instruction should contact the Department.

Dr. Cezar made the following reminders: 1) only the groom, trainer & exhibitor are allowed in the inspection area; 2) HIOs are allowed to videotape inspections; and 3) she will try to post HIO suspensions (HPA violations only).  She also said that she appreciated the HIOs efforts to comply with the tack removal requirement.

Lori Northrup reported there had been no further teleconferences with Dr. Thay Lee regarding the Animal Care database.  Dr. Lee has a team working on the DQP inspection report and will have a draft for review in August.  She confirmed the February 2010 timeline is still intact.  Interested HIOs were reminded to offer input now.

HIO Monthly Reports
IWHA (Mark Matson):  No shows since May 12, 2009.
HPC (Donna Benefield):  Have received several requests to affiliate shows, have referred them to SHOW.
HOA (Andy Messick):  No report.

SSHBEA (Mack Motes):  2 shows, approximately 150 and 117 entries respectively, with no violations.

UMH (Keith Dane):  No report.

FOSH (Lori Northrup):  11 shows/events, 1904 entries (607 horses), no violations.  The 2010 Sound Horse Conference will be held November 5-6 in Louisville, KY.
OK (Pat Stout):  No shows.

SHOW (Doyle Meadows & Andy Messick):  January-295 entries (72 horses), 0 violations; February- 1280 entries (789 horses), 4 violations; March-897 (411 horses), 4 violations; April-5583 entries (3557 horses), 87 violations; May-3377 entries (2435 horses), 87 violations (may not include most recent shows).
NWHA (Vanessa Crowe):  4 shows, 400-500 entries (100-200 horses), 0 violations.

MFTHBA:  Robin Lohnes read an email from Jim Mann, President of MFTBHA, stating its position on the tack removal requirement.
Robin Lohnes reminded the HIOs that the content of the HIO meetings and teleconference are proprietary until the meeting/teleconference summaries are approved by the HIOs.
Keith Dane inquired as to whether it was common for HIOs to share with exhibitors who the DQPs will be prior to a show.  There was consensus among the HIOs present that HIOs do not disclose the identity of DQPs prior to shows.  Mack Motes said he was more concerned about a DQP doing a good job rather than whether exhibitors know whether he/she was going to be at a show.  Mark Matson said if “you can’t trust DQPs to not tell anybody, then you need to get rid of them.”  There was discussion as to whether HIOs should specifically require DQPs to not disclose their assignments to anyone but immediate family.
Honoring HPA Suspension Lists
Lori Northrup noted that a second case involving SHOW not honoring a FOSH suspension had taken place.  Andy Messick said he has spoken to the DQP and instructed him to familiarize himself with the suspension list.  It was noted that it was the responsibility of both HIOs but the original HIO should enforce the suspension with possible additional fines.  Donna Benefield recommended that the HIO suspension list be posted in the show office.  Lori asked if SHOW could extract the HPA violations from its suspension lists and Andy Messick said it was not possible for their computer to sort specific violations.  Doyle Meadows commented that he was not convinced that you will catch them all, but when you do, it needs to be enforced big time.   Lori asked SHOW how they are handle these issues and asked Andy to report back.  Donna recommended that if anyone suspects an exhibitor is on suspension and continues to show, that they call the HIO to double check.  Doyle mentioned that SHOW would definitely honor suspensions, even if it was not a party to the next OP.  Mack Motes suggested that in the next OP this be addressed.  Lori will compile penalties (minimum of 6 months) for possible consideration.
AAEP Protocol on Pressure Shoeing
The AAEP protocol on pressure shoeing was discussed.  A number of issues were brought forward, one of which was the relevance of detecting laminitis in identifying pressure shoeing.  Key elements the group agreed to were 1) DQPs should be trained to pick up horses’ hind legs; 2) DQPs need to learn how to check a horse’s digital pulse (this was highlighted as a possible topic for the 2010 training); 3) additional research was needed to assess abnormal thermographic results; 4) tightening of bands should only be done under supervision of the DQPs; 5) any two or more positive findings would initiate a follow up examination which may include removal of shoes; and 6) observation by qualified veterinarians was expanded to include DQPs and Judges.   In addition, Donna Benefield noted that for pressure shoeing sensitivity should be bilateral.  It was also noted that a clarification was needed from the Department whether HIOs routinely should be using hoof testers.  Keith Dane suggested if a horse is suspected to be pressure shod the horse should be suspended first, a ticket should be written but with no penalty for the owner, until and if, the owner provides a veterinarian’s explanation for the condition.
Proposed Amendments to OP 2010-2012

Robin Lohnes asked each HIO to share their priorities for possible amendments to the next OP:
NWHA:  No formal proposal, but would like to revisit penalty structure.

SHOW:  Wants to be a signatory, would like to see a change in the penalty structure for all violations, and is okay w/an amendment prohibiting violators on suspension prohibited on show grounds.

FOSH:  Would like to see the following addressed:  1) violators on show grounds; 2) farm/stable suspensions; 3) no FTH and revisit penalties; 4) 1 year penalty for bilateral sore violation instead of 8 months; 5) requirement to report the # of horses; 6) digital pulse and tightening of bands; and 7) document and publicize the appeal records as part of the HIO standardized report.

UMH:  Would like to see the following addressed:  1) No probation periods for any violation; 2) penalty for violating suspensions; use of plastic wrap needs to be written as a violation with a penalty; 3) use of standardized forms; process for alleged violations to be reported; 4) require Department to inform HIOs of suspensions via Federal Express; and 5) address pressure shoeing protocol.
SSHBEA:  Three main issues:  1) penalties (want to continue to be signatory); 2) pressure shoeing; and 3) violators on show grounds.

HOA:  Nothing at this time.

HPC:  Would like to see the following addressed:  1) violators on show grounds; 2) revised penalty structure/consider increased penalties; 3) review scar rule as it relates to FTH; 4) eliminate owners’ liability; 5) foreign substance increased penalty, not just back to the barn; 6) review assessing penalties relating to individuals vs. farms/stables; 7) report # of horses; 8) no expungement period for violations; 9) increase penalties on violating suspensions; 10) establish penalty structure for OP violations; 11) review conflict resolution (detailed criteria); 12) use of standardized forms; 13) violations made available to the public upon request; 14) any exhibitor asking to be excused from the ring, horse must return to inspection area; 15) requirements to be detailed for decertification and/or non-signatory to OP;  16) scar rule protocol as established by USDA; and 17) establish penalty for individuals providing false information.
IWHA:  Main issues:  1) expanded use of Department’s database; 2) no impervious wraps on show grounds; 3) conflict of interest for all personnel, including those involved in the hearing process; and 4) cap the number of conflict resolutions within a designated time period for each horse.

General discussion re the OP included the following:

Keith Dane noted that the purpose of the OP is to enforce the law and protect horses, not exhibitors, trainers, or owners, citing the Derickson case.  Mark Matson brought up the issue of conflict of interest.  Robin Lohnes distributed the USEF Conflict of Interest forms for review and possible consideration.   On the subject of pre-inspections, Andy Messick said that he had instructed the SHOW DQPs to make their calls based on what they saw in inspection, regardless of what, if any, additional information was presented re pre-inspections.  It was suggested that the use of pre-inspections were not in compliance with the HPA, and it was noted to ask the Department for clarification.  Pat Stout commented that the industry should be doing more to support the trainers who are in compliance.  Donna Benefield said that without the Department’s presence and the swabbing, the DQPs would not know what the trainers are putting on the horses’ legs to get through inspections.  Mack Motes acknowledged that the trainers need to give up and change, but in the interim, SHOW needs to be an integral part of enforcement.  Doyle Meadows pointed out that when USDA is not present, the compliance rate was 98.5% (Columbia show- 464 entries/7 tickets) and when USDA is present the compliance rate is 96% (Trainers’ Show-528 entries/21 tickets).  Andy Messick added that he did not think that DQPs were letting horses through at Columbia.  Lori Northrup noted, however, statistics actually showed there were 266% more tickets written when USDA was present than when they were not.
The HIOs began review of the OP section by section, and continued review throughout the next day.  (Discussion on the AAEP White Paper was tabled indefinitely.) Suggested amendments were added as the group moved through each section.  HIOs will be emailed a copy of a first draft of the 2010-2012 OP with suggested changes to date highlighted.

Next Steps
The HIOs requested another face to face meeting in Nashville, TN, on July 28-29, 2009, to continue review of the OP.  The July 14, 2009, teleconference will take place as previously scheduled, and will focus mainly on the USDA/HIO monthly reports. 
