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Dr. Bonnie V. Beaver

President

American Veterinary Medical Association

c/o Texas A & M University

College Station, TX  77843

Dear Dr. Beaver,

Thank you for your reply of April 26, 2005 concerning H.R. 503, the American Horse Slaughter Prevention Act.  I have some comments regarding your reply as your letter did not contain a proper response. You did not stipulate which of the points I raised were ‘of merit,’ additionally, I did not put forth ‘erroneous assumptions’, ‘naïveté’ is an invalid form of argumentation, as is the argument concerning ‘low income pet owners.’

In the referenced letter, I proved irrefutably that the captive bolt is not a humane method of equine euthanasia.  The captive bolt is not intended to be a method of euthanasia as the horses are bled out while their hearts are still working.  The captive bolt is used to protect workers and and speed up the production line and has little to do with so called ‘humane’ slaughter.   There is far too much documentation to ever be able to prove this is not the case.  Only one counterexample is required to invalidate an argument, and the Humane Farming Association and the Humane Society of the United States have provided many.

This takes us to how the American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) views equines.  The AVMA Brochure regarding Equine Euthanasia titled How Do I Know It’s Time directly contradicts the position the Association has adopted regarding equine slaughter.  In this brochure, it is stated that: 

· “Your horse is an important part of your life, and it is natural to feel you are losing a friend or companion, because you are.”  

Furthermore, it is advised that people seek help in coping with the passing of their horse:

· “If you or a family member have great difficulty in accepting your horse's death and cannot resolve feelings of grief and sorrow, you may want to discuss these feelings with a person who is trained to understand the grieving process. Your veterinarian certainly understands the relationship you have lost and may be able to suggest support groups and hot lines, grief counselors, clergymen, social workers, physicians, or psychologists who can help.”

Finally the AVMA advises memorials for people who have lost their horse and want to honor its memory:

· Death is part of the lifecycle. It cannot be avoided, but understanding and compassion can help you, your family, and your friends manage the grief associated with it. Try to recall and treasure the good times you spent with your horse. You may also wish to establish a memorial of some type or contribute to a charity in honor of your horse.
One need not provide any further argumentation than that which the AVMA has put forth in this brochure to establish that horses are regarded as companions, and not food animals.  As you are must be aware, Americans do not slaughter companion animals.

Another inherent conflict exists in one of your areas of research; the study of human-animal interrelationships.  You and the AVMA have provided all of the counterarguments necessary to invalidate the AVMA position on equine slaughter in the United States, and I need not go further.  However in the interest of providing a well formed formula, I will continue.

The status of ‘low income pet owners’ is irrelevant as this leads us to the concepts of ‘materialism’ (a false theory of ethics that conflates fact and value; and was refuted when enslaved blacks were freed by President Lincoln), ‘entitlement,’ and ‘desert.’  

You have been quoted in Veterinary Sciences Tomorrow:  New AVMA president calls for leadership in animal welfare.  August 26, 2004 saying that:  

· ‘In addition to animal welfare, Dr. Beaver spoke about the veterinary profession's responsibility in serving animals as well as people. “To serve both groups with excellence, the AVMA must strive to ensure that veterinarians are well-trained, diverse, and adequately paid, and enjoy a high quality of life. Veterinarians must communicate effectively with each other and with the public as well,” she said.’

However, veterinarians are not entitled to anything more than anyone else.  That veterinarians carry educational debt and business start-up costs is understood prima facie as part of the ‘territory.’  Attorneys also have the same type of expenses, as do all other professionals.  Additionally, ‘entitlement’ leads us to the concept of ‘desert.’  ‘Desert’ is also a false theory; otherwise professional baseball player Alex Rodriguez would not earn $26.2 million dollars per annum (source:  Source:  Forbes Magazine:  The Celebrity 100 June 15, 2005) while the President of the United States is compensated $400,000.00.  Thus, your argument regarding ‘entitlement’ is clearly false.

Since my last letter, I have discovered yet another conflict of interest:  Texas A & M receives $2.00 per horse slaughtered in Texas. This money is allegedly allocated for the Texas A&M Texas Cooperative Extension for ‘development and management of ongoing education related to Horse Theft Awareness and Prevention’.  It is interesting to note that although the brand inspectors at Beltex and Dallas-Crown receive .55 cents for every horse they inspect, the last owner of record is never contacted to ensure that the horse has not been stolen.  (Source:  Mary S. Nash correspondence and the International Fund for Horses).  In some cases the owner of a stolen horse can recover the head of their slaughtered horse.  

As a faculty member of Texas A&M which benefits directly from equine slaughter for dubious reasons, this fact is enough to invalidate any argument you put forth supporting the validity of equine slaughter not only in Texas, but in the United States. 

I have filmed Mounted Police Units around the country and all of the officers were asked if they could perform their duties if they rode a bovine instead of a horse.  That is but one of the many differences between equines and cattle; cattle did not carry our cavalry into battle, do not march in Presidential funerals, are not used as therapy animals (the New York City mounted unit horses perform double duty as therapy animals), or have ever received the honor that ‘Secretariat’ did in 1971 when Time Magazine named him ‘Athlete of the Year.’ Horses are service animals, athletes, therapy animals, and beloved pets.

Due to the fact that the AVMA has classified equines as companion animals, the use of the captive bolt does not meet the criterion set by the '2000 Report of the AVMA Panel on Euthanasia,’ and also that Texas A&M – where you are a faculty member - profits directly from every horse slaughtered in Texas, your arguments fail on every point.

I await your reply.

Sincerely,

Ellen-Cathryn Nash

Legal Philosopher

BA, JD

