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 There are three bills pending in Congress 
 Two bills are pending for a permanent ban on 
horse slaughter: HR503(House) and S311(Senate) 

 One bill is pending in the House (HR249) to 
restore the protection of wild horses/burros 

 These bills were introduced in January 2007 
 These bills need co-sponsors in Congress 
 Please call your Representative/Senators,    
and ask them to co-sponsor these bills. 
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BACKGROUND/FACTS: 
 

 There are currently three slaughterhouses in the United States: 
two are located in Texas, and one is located in Illinois. 

 They are all owned and operated by three foreign corporations. 

 These corporations operate at a loss in the U.S. and make huge 
profits overseas by selling American horsemeat. They receive an 
annual $5 million dollar subsidy from our government’s USDA, yet 
pay little taxes. In 2005, Dallas Crown paid $5 dollars in taxes! 

 90,000+ American horses were slaughtered in 2005, and their   
meat was sold overseas as a delicacy for Europeans and Asians. 

 The slaughter industry fosters immoral, criminal activities such 
as horse theft and illegal transportation across state lines. 

 Horses are treated inhumanely before and during their slaughter. 

 Documentation has proven horses are grossly mistreated during 
transportation to the “feedlots” or the slaughterhouses. The 
majority of horses are transported in vehicles that are not 
equipped for safe travel, and they may suffer broken bones,   
deep lacerations, missing eyes, or be trampled and killed. 

 At the slaughterhouse, horses are shot with a bolt gun designed 
for cattle. The bolt gun is not designed to kill the horse, only 
“stun” them. They are alive when “bled out” and some will remain 
conscious during later stages of slaughter, such as vivisection. 

 PMU (Pregnant Mares Urine): The urine of pregnant mares is a 
primary ingredient of the drugs Premarin, Prempro and Premphase. 
There are many safe alternatives available, without the cruelty 
and suffering these mares will endure for their urine to be 
collected 24 hours a day. An estimated 20,000 foals, as well as 
older mares that are no longer productive, face an uncertain 
future because of this practice by companies such as large drug 
companies.PMU farms continue to shut down, adding to this figure. 

 PMU mares are restrained in narrow 4’ x 8’ stalls during the 
majority of their pregnancy with no room to turn around or lie 
down properly. Water is rationed for a stronger concentration of 
urine. If their foals are not adopted, they will be slaughtered. 

 The pro-slaughter side claims only old, dangerous or infirm 
horses are sent to slaughter. In fact, a USDA study proves the 
majority (92.3%) of horses slaughtered are in good to excellent 
condition. Young horses under one year old are also slaughtered. 
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POINT - COUNTERPOINT 

 
Pro-slaughter 
A ban on slaughtering will result in more harm than good for the 
welfare of America's horses, leaving many to neglect or abandonment. 
 
Anti-slaughter 
A ban on horse slaughter will not change the human heart. There will 
always be abuse and neglect in our society. These are separate issues. 
This same problem exists with humans: child abuse and neglect. Below 
is a quote from Senator Mary Landrieu in her letter to Senate Majority 
Leader Bill Frist: 
 

"California has served as a test case. In 1998 California banned the 
slaughter of horses and the interstate transportation of horses for 
slaughter. There is no evidence that the ban has resulted in the 
increase in the number of abandoned, abused or mistreated horses.” 
 

Officials in Illinois, home to one of three slaughterhouses in the 
U.S., said while the slaughterhouse was closed and being rebuilt over 
a 2-year period, there was also no increase in horse abuse or neglect. 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
A ban on slaughter erodes the personal property rights of owners. 
 
Anti-slaughter 
Another quote from Senator Landrieu's letter to Senator Frist: 
 

"This legislation (S. 1915) does not prevent a horse owner from 
humanely euthanizing their horse and does not infringe on private 
property rights."   
 

Update: A new senate bill was introduced on January 17, 2007: S.311.  
This bill has also been written to ensure that it will not infringe  
on the private property rights of horse owners. 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
 
Pro-slaughter   
Horse owners have a right to dispose of their animals as they see fit.  
    
Anti-slaughter 
True! But it must also be within the guidelines of ethical and humane 
treatment. The option of horse slaughter has continuously proven these 
horses are inhumanely treated before and during the slaughter process. 
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POINT - COUNTERPOINT 
 
Pro-slaughter 
While people may think they are helping horses by voting to ban horse 
processing and may even consider horses as their pets, remember that 
hundreds of thousands of unwanted cats and dogs must be euthanized 
each year, and the same is true of horses. Horse processing plants are 
simply another venue for horse owners to access humane euthanasia 
without having to pay for carcass disposal. 
 
Anti-slaughter 
Dogs and cats do not get slaughtered and their "meat" is not sent 
overseas for Europeans and Asians to dine on as a delicacy. Regarding 
horse slaughter plants as, "simply another venue for horse owners to 
access humane euthanasia," it is well documented this is simply not 
true, supported by countless cases of abuse and inhumane treatment of 
horses before and during their slaughter. Examples: Transportation 
vehicles that are not equipped for horses, with many overloaded as 
much as twice the legal limit and without any restraint. Horses may  
arrive at the slaughterhouse trampled to death or severely injured due 
to these dangerous conditions. The bolt-guns, designed for cattle, are 
a prime example of the cruelty and abuse of horses during slaughter. 
Several attempts with the bolt-gun may be required before a horse is 
rendered unconscious, and some will remain conscious during their own 
vivisection. Carcass removal may be an expense, but most options are 
no greater expense than the monthly national average cost of owning a 
horse. When a ban on horse slaughter is enacted, one option of selling 
a horse will no longer be available. One less option, that's all! 
 

Update: A “Dear Colleague” letter was sent to other members of 
congress from (4) of its members on January 25, 2007. The letter 
contained the typical concerns already addressed in this booklet. 
Additionally, the letter contained this quote: “…disposal of unwanted 
horses is not as simple as disposal of unwanted cats and dogs. It’s 
illegal in many states to bury horses because they are vectors for 
West Nile virus.” This statement in the letter is false! Here is a 
quote from Frank Hurtig, DVM, MBA, and Associate Director of equine 
veterinary medical affairs at Merial (manufacturer of an equine West 
Nile vaccine): “Mosquitoes are the only vectors known.” According to 
Hurtig, horses had been discussed as possible vectors years ago, but 
“it was put to rest as completely invalid,” Hurtig further stated. 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
Pro-slaughter 
When an animal is near the end of his/her life and is no longer 
useful, it is economically feasible to sell the horse to slaughter. 
 
Anti-slaughter 
When a horse becomes old and can no longer serve us (work, showing, 
racing, companionship), it should be afforded the decency of a 
dignified, honorable death. We are the caretakers of this planet;    
that means to protect, nurture and care for, not kill for profit. 
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POINT – COUNTERPOINT 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
The two major veterinary organizations are pro-slaughter. Why? 
 
Anti-slaughter 
Organizations do not necessarily speak for their membership. Many 
veterinarians who have been asked are in support of a ban on horse 
slaughter. Veterinarians enter the business to save lives, not kill. 
The author of the 2006 anti-slaughter Senate bill, S.1915, and also 
the new Senate bill introduced in 2007 (S.311), is Senator Ensign 
(NV). His career before politics? Veterinarian! These veterinarian 
organizations say they would support a slaughter ban if there was a 
plan to care for the 90,000+ horses once a ban is enacted. However, 
this figure is misleading. The vast majority of these horses do not 
fit the pro-slaughter profile that states only old, infirm, dangerous 
or unwanted horses are slaughtered. However, the USDA’s own statistics 
demonstrate the vast majority (92.3%) of American horses being sent to 
slaughter are in good to excellent condition. Regarding the care of 
these horses when a ban is enacted? First, it is important to address 
this is not an “unwanted horse” problem – it is a “supply and demand” 
situation, with foreign companies operating here in our country at a 
loss and paying very little taxes; yet they are making huge profits 
overseas by selling American horsemeat. This industry has created 
“slaughter pipelines” that provide horses to be slaughtered (“supply”) 
to meet the foreign “demand” for horsemeat. Fact: Americans do not eat 
horsemeat! Here is a breakdown of the well-known “pipelines”: As many 
as 55,000 horses are estimated to be stolen each year from private 
owners, and many of these horses may be quickly transported to 
slaughter for cash.  As many as 15,000 Premarin mares and their foals 
have been discarded by the closing of PMU farms; also discarded are 
older PMU mares that can no longer become pregnant, as well as their 
foals, considered “by-products” of this industry. These numbers will 
drop when the makers of Premarin, manufacture safer alternatives.  
Wild horses and burros are also now being “harvested” and this number 
is into the thousands. Update: A new House Bill (HR 249), has been  
introduced in 2007 and is in progress to restore the protection of 
wild horses and burros. Thousands of horses are being shipped into  
the U.S. from Canada for the purpose of being slaughtered (6,028 
horses exported in 2005). Private owners selling horses at auctions 
across the U.S. are often unaware there are “killer buyers” at these 
same auctions. The care of the remaining horses comes with improved 
communications between national horse rescues, law enforcement 
agencies, and horse owners.  An organization is working right now on 
an effective solution for all horse rescue organizations across the 
country to be centralized in their communications and efforts. There 
is also a fundraising arm underway to assist in providing financial 
support for horse rescues across the country in 2007 and beyond. 

5 



POINT - COUNTERPOINT 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
AVMA quote from Common Horse Sense:  
“Environmental Concerns Related to Horse Carcass Disposal: The  
primary options to dispose of horse carcasses, other than processing 
horses at slaughter facilities, include burial, rendering, cremation, 
placement in a landfill, and composting. However, disposal regulations 
and methods are state and county issues, and they vary from locale to 
locale. Not all options are available to all horse owners in all 
areas, and the inevitable disposal of an additional 68,000 horse 
carcasses per year will result in environmental problems. The cost of 
disposal for a horse carcass also varies widely by state, from $10 to 
$1,500, depending on the method of disposal. There is also concern 
about soil contamination from euthanasia drugs in buried carcasses.” 
 
Anti-slaughter 
First, the responsibility should be on the individual who purchases   
a horse or horses regarding any associated costs, including end of 
life issues. As stated, the primary options of disposal are burial, 
rendering, cremation, placement in a landfill and composting. The 
environmental concerns stated are not valid, since the number of 
additional horses quoted (68,000) represents a tiny percentage – less 
than 1% - of the total number of horses that die from illness, injury 
or natural causes. The majority of these horses are euthanized, and 
there is not a national environmental concern for their disposal.  
While some states may have laws against burial on private property, 
the horse may still be picked up by a rendering service for disposal.  
The figures quoted to euthanize and dispose of a horse is inaccurate, 
as it costs between $150-$300 for the entire process. The option of 
cremation brings a higher expense, but it is not a necessary option. 
The “slaughter pipelines” issue is addressed in this booklet, so the 
number of additional horses quoted by the AVMA will be much lower. 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
Pro-slaughter 
An increase in abuse and neglect is likely, according to University 
experts, because the ban eliminates the only option that provides 
salvage value for disposing of the nation’s unwanted horses. According 
to the “Unintended Consequences Report:” “Tens of thousands of horses 
could be neglected or abandoned if a processing ban were imposed - 
local and state governments will be adversely impacted by increased 
costs of regulation and care of unwanted or neglected horses.” 
  
Anti-slaughter 
The concern of an increase in horse neglect or abuse has already been 
addressed and proven invalid in other areas of this booklet. It has 
also shown that governments will not be negatively impacted. Senator 
Mary Landrieu, in her letter to Senate Majority leader Bill Frist: 
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“There is great deal of misinformation being circulated about this 
legislation and its impact on horses and the agriculture community. 
Although horses have never been part of our food chain, nearly 90,000 
horses were slaughtered last year in three European-owned plants located 
in the United States. The horsemeat was exported largely to France and 
Belgium where Europeans eat it as a delicacy. Those who defend this 
practice and oppose this legislation believe that if this legislation is 
enacted, America will be faced with an “unwanted horse” problem. They want 
Americans to believe that ending the commercial slaughter of horses will 
create an unmanageable burden on owners and horse rescue groups, which 
would lead to suffering among horses. This belief is contrary to the 
evidence. Twelve years ago 300,000 horses were being slaughtered and that 
number is down to 90,000 with no evidence of increased abuse and neglect. 
The reality is fewer horses are being slaughtered with no extra burden.” 
 
The last section of this letter states there is no evidence of 
increased horse abuse or neglect if a horse slaughter ban is enacted, 
and references there was no extra burden when the slaughter of horses 
dropped from 300,000 to 90,000. The pro-slaughter point references  
the “unwanted horses” profile as does their closing statement about 
“increased costs of regulation and care of unwanted or neglected 
horses.” Evidence shows with fewer horses slaughtered, no increase in 
horse abuse or neglect has been reported, and no burden on local and 
state governments. The “unwanted horses” profile has no substance! 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
Hundreds of employees in the United States who work for horse owners, 
trucking companies, auction houses, shipping companies and other 
suppliers will lose their jobs if a horse slaughter ban is enacted. 
   
Anti-slaughter  
Trucking companies, auction houses, and shipping companies do not rely 
solely on the slaughter industry for their business. As an example: 
American Airlines ships horsemeat overseas. They are not going to lay 
off employees or go out of business if there is no more horsemeat to 
ship because the U.S. slaughter industry has been shut down. Trucking 
companies ship products other than horses and horsemeat. Auction 
houses will remain in business, as horses will always be for sale. 
Slaughterhouses can remain in operation with livestock: cows, pigs, 
etc.  If people do lose their jobs, it is a matter of attrition due to 
the changing nature of business. It is a fact, one that also affects 
the auto industry, the computer industry, and any industry! Changes 
are inherent in all businesses, and jobs may be lost and/or created. 
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POINT – COUNTERPOINT 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
The cost of putting a horse down is expensive. Plus the additional 
cost of removal. At least I can get some funds by selling the horse. 
   
Anti-slaughter 
The national average of putting a horse down and its disposal is no 
greater than the national monthly average to care for a horse. If you 
cannot afford to put the horse down, you cannot afford to own him/her. 
An owner may decide to sell their horse to slaughter, but a horse 
should have a dignified death as a reward for the services they give 
us (work horse, show horse, racehorse, companion). Here’s a quote from 
a policeman: “That horse didn’t ask for you. You asked for the horse!”  
 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
The passage of the American Horse Slaughter Prevention Act will end 
the federally supervised humane euthanasia of unwanted horses, and 
will drive this practice underground. 
 
Anti-slaughter   
“Federally supervised humane euthanasia?” This has been proven false! 
Court testimony from slaughterhouse workers and veterinarians, along 
with current videos of the horse slaughter process, negates this 
statement. For example: The bolt gun is designed for cattle and is 
therefore ineffective to “stun” horses. A horse may receive multiple 
blows with a bolt gun, and the horse is only stunned, not killed, and 
may be conscious or regain consciousness during later stages of the 
slaughter process. Regarding the concern of this practice being driven 
underground, ending the slaughter industry will permanently close the 
three plants in the U.S. What options are left? Canada and Mexico! 
This legislation will also ban transportation of horses for slaughter 
across U.S. borders. People crossing the borders with horses will 
require proof of documentation, such as current health certificates. 
Regarding concern of a slaughterhouse being opened underground, when 
slaughtering is banned and illegal to practice in our country, this 
option is highly unlikely and would take great effort. Also, the risk 
of being exposed would be very high, since horses are large animals! 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
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POINT – COUNTERPOINT 
 
 
Pro-slaughter 
Congress has performed its duty by passing laws that govern humane 
treatment of horses during transport to the plants and on site. 
Enforcement of these laws is the role of the USDA and local and state 
officials. If there is a compliance problem, the officials report it. 
 
Anti-slaughter 
Stealing horses is a crime. Do laws stop horse thieves? Of the 90,000 
horses sent to slaughter in 2005, many were believed to be stolen. 
Where do the USDA, state and local officials stand on this issue? 
There is no effective method to identify stolen horses at the 
slaughterhouses.  Workers at these plants have testified in court that 
if they find a horse has a microchip (used to “track” a horse), the 
only reason it is removed is to not taint the meat. If the driver of 
the semi-truck hauling horses to slaughter in September 2006 would not 
have crashed his vehicle in Missouri, would the officials, the USDA, 
local and state governments have known he was transporting horses in 
an illegal, dangerous environment? He was driving in the middle of the 
night to hide illegal transport in a heavily overloaded double-decker 
trailer. Who is monitoring horses when they are being shipped to make 
sure they are properly transported? Why were the Missouri horses in a 
trailer where the roof was so low they could not posture themselves 
correctly, and could not lift their heads for many long hours? The 
video of the aftermath of this accident is available (www.hsmo.org). 
The slaughter industry promotes criminal activity, such as horse 
theft, illegal transportation across state lines and inhumane 
treatment of horses. The slaughter industry is being driven by greed, 
dishonesty and deception! In 1998, California banned the slaughter of 
horses and interstate transportation of horses for slaughter. Since 
the ban was enacted, horse theft is down 34% but it is reported that 
illegal transportation across state lines persists. Last year, state 
officials asked the governor to enforce the illegal transportation 
laws and prosecute offenders. Laws are not going to stop criminals!  
 
********************************************************************** 
 
Pro-slaughter 
From an article in Common Horse Sense: WALNUT CREEK, Calif. - (KRT): 
 

“Once an ersatz beef of the poor, horse meat has morphed into a high-
end fare of discerning European carnivores. And some of the world's 
tastiest comes from the United States, where mustangs roam the range 
buffing up on nothing but grass, according to European horse butchers. 
‘Horse meat is very good for your health,’ said Max Marki, proprietor 
of Boucherie Chevaline on the Boulevard du Pont d'Arve in Geneva, 
Switzerland. “During World War II, it was the meat of the poor. Now 
it's become a therapeutic meat. Doctors recommend it, especially for 
people with heart problems,” said Alfred Bredel, proprietor of the 
110-year-old Ross-Schlachterei Bredel, Berlin's only horse butchery.”  
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Anti-slaughter 
“Horsemeat is very good for your health?” This statement is false!  
The majority of horses slaughtered in our country have been given 
substances that are toxic to humans, such as multiple vaccines, bute, 
dewormers, medications, etc. The “mustangs” they refer to in this 
article represent a small percentage of the total horses slaughtered; 
however, most people eating horsemeat in Europe and Asia are unaware.  
Regarding the mustangs now going to slaughter, this issue is being 
addressed in Congress by a bill introduced on January 7, 2007: HR249. 
Mustangs had 34 years of protection by the Virginia S. Arden Act, 
passed in 1971. However, that protection was compromised by former 
Montana Senator Conrad Burns. Before the Congressional Thanksgiving 
recess in 2004, Senator Burns slipped a stealth rider into a bill 
residing in a committee that he controlled. The rider directed that 
tens of thousands of wild horses, in the custody of BLM, were to be 
put up for sale "without limitation." Since the only market for so 
many un-gentled and un-pedigreed horses was the slaughter market,   
the Burns Rider could potentially make the US Government the greatest 
contributor of horses for slaughter in American history! Senator Burns 
was already known for his views on this subject; he is pro-slaughter. 
Some months earlier, the following quote from Senator Burns appeared 
in the Billings Gazette, "I think what we should do is put some 
language in this thing that allows the BLM to sell excess wild 
horses," Burns said. "I'd prefer to sell 'em to whomever. Maybe some 
of them will end up going to slaughter." This article is available. 
What nobody expected was that Senator Burns would overturn a long 
standing federal law, one that had been passed unanimously in 1971 by 
both houses of Congress, and this was done in secret by Senator Burns  
without any public debate or even the knowledge of most legislators. 
Legislation has been introduced into the House of Representatives, by 
Representatives Whitfield and Rahall, to once again protect the wild 
horses and burros. Because of immoral politics, the slaughter industry 
was given another “pipeline” to horses that the pro-slaughter people 
deem as “unwanted horses.” More details are provided in this booklet. 
Government officials who are concerned about what to do with 90,000 
“unwanted horses” need to look at the government they work for as part 
of the problem, and support Representatives Whitfield and Rahall in 
the passage of Bill HR249 to protect our wild mustangs and burros. 
 
 
********************************************************************** 
 
 
Below is a letter written in 2006 by Senator Mary Landrieu, to Senate 
Leadership: Majority Leader William Frist and Minority Leaader, Harry 
Reid, urging them to pass legislation in the 109th Congress. This 
letter was also signed by several co-sponsors of Bill S.1915, and it 
was delivered after the elections in 2006, and before the Senate 
returned for their final session of last year. This was her request: 
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“Dear Senator Frist and Senator Reid: 
 
We are writing to urge you to pass legislation in this Congress that bans the 
commercial slaughter of horses for human consumption overseas.  On September 
7th, the House passed H.R. 503, the American Horse Slaughter Prevention Act, 
by a vote of 263-146. The bill is now on the calendar awaiting action by the 
full Senate. H.R. 503 and its companion, S. 1915, will put and end to the 
despicable practice of slaughtering American horses for human consumption 
overseas. The Senate is on record supporting an end to commercial horse 
slaughter - 69 Senators supported an amendment in the FY 2006 Agriculture 
Appropriations bill which prevented funds to be used for the inspection of 
horsemeat in the United States. A similar amendment passed the House by a 
vote of 269-153 and was retained in Conference. Unfortunately, the Department 
of Agriculture circumvented Congressional intent to end the practice of horse 
slaughter and has allowed inspections to continue on a fee for service basis. 
A poll conducted by Public Opinion Strategies in August found that nearly 70% 
of Americans oppose the slaughter of horses for human consumption overseas. 
 
There is great deal of misinformation being circulated about this legislation 
and its impact on horses and the agriculture community. Although horses have 
never been part of our food chain, nearly 90,000 horses were slaughtered last 
year in three European-owned plants located in the United States. The 
horsemeat was exported largely to France and Belgium where Europeans eat it 
as a delicacy. Those who defend this practice and oppose this legislation 
believe that if this legislation is enacted, America will be faced with an 
“unwanted horse” problem. They want Americans to believe that ending the 
commercial slaughter of horses will create an unmanageable burden on owners 
and horse rescue groups, which would lead to suffering among horses. This 
belief is contrary to the evidence. Twelve years ago 300,000 horses were 
being slaughtered and that number is down to 90,000 with no evidence of 
increased abuse and neglect. The reality is fewer horses are being 
slaughtered with no extra burden. 
 
California has served as a test case. In 1998, California banned the 
slaughter of horses and the interstate transportation of horses for 
slaughter. There has been no evidence that the ban resulted in an increase  
in the number of abandoned, abused, or mistreated horses. Instead, since 
California banned horse slaughter, horse theft in that state has decreased by 
34%. Additionally, contrary to claims that horses sent to slaughter are old 
and infirmed, the USDA’s own statistics demonstrate that the vast majority 
(92.3%) of American horses being sent to slaughter are healthy, and many of 
them are stolen or taken under false pretenses —  a gross violation of 
private property rights. Most owners taking their horse to auction are 
unaware their horse may end up at a slaughterhouse due to a cadre of self-
described “killer-buyers” that regularly visit horse auctions to buy horses 
for slaughter. 
 
This legislation does not prevent a horse owner from humanely euthanizing 
their horse and does not infringe on private property rights. As the leaders 
of the Senate, we believe it is vital that you allow this common sense 
legislation, which is clearly supported by a bipartisan majority of our body,  
the opportunity for passage before the year is over. A bipartisan majority 
supports this legislation and wants to end it once and for all.  
 
We owe it our constituents to end this practice. Therefore, we urge you to 
ensure passage of The American Horse Slaughter Prevention Act this session. 
Thank you for your consideration of our request.” 
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PRO-SLAUGHTER PROFILE 
 
“Unwanted Horses” is a profile that has been provided by people who 
are pro-slaughter. “Unwanted horses” is a constant phrase used in 
their dialogue, be it in print or electronic media. Here is a quote 
found online from Common Horse Sense, dated January 7, 2007: 
 

“60,000+ additional unwanted horses each year will flood an inadequate, 
overburdened, unregulated patchwork of rescue and adoption facilities. 
Congress’ own research shows that the current system cannot handle the 
influx of horses that need homes if this option is eliminated.” 
 

E-mails sent to them since January 8, 2007 have gone unanswered. My 
question: “You state that this is from Congress’ own research - Where 
can I obtain a copy of their results?” Important fact: This website 
was created by a lawyer employed by the slaughterhouses themselves! 
 
This profile is the one most commonly used; however, there are pages 
and pages of documentation that thoroughly negate this statement. 
 
A few examples: California has served as a successful “test” case. 
There was no rise in horse neglect or abuse when they banned horse 
slaughter in that state in 1998. In fact, horse thefts dropped by 34% 
since the ban (this is not a coincidence). Also, when the number of 
horses slaughtered in the United States dropped dramatically over a 
few year period in the 1990’s (from 300,000+ to 42,000), once again, 
there was no rise in horse neglect or abuse. These are your results. 
 
People who are pro-slaughter also say the majority of the horses 
slaughtered are old, dangerous, unusable or infirm. There is an 
abundance of evidence to show this is simply not true. The USDA 
themselves state 92.3% of horses slaughtered are in good to excellent 
condition. No horse is safe from slaughter: pregnant mares and foals 
are slaughtered, as well as young, robust and very productive horses.  
 
 

“SLAUGHTER PIPELINES” 
 
Approximately 90,000 horses were slaughtered in 2005. Where do these 
horses come from? Are 90,000 unwanted horses sold to the slaughter 
industry intentionally by their owners? There is an answer for this. 
Horse slaughter in the United States is a foreign-owned industry, 
operating in our country solely to make a profit by selling American 
horsemeat overseas as a delicacy. Several “slaughter pipelines” have 
been created that allow them to continue operations (listed below): 
 

 Stolen horses! As many as 55,000 horses are stolen each year,  
and a large number of these horses may end up being slaughtered, 
since this industry promotes immoral and criminal activities. 
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 PMU: Premarin mares and foals! 7,500 to 15,000 mares and foals 
are discarded when they can no longer be used, or the farms shut 
down as the demand for this product diminishes. The makers of 
Premarin, state these horses are available for adoption. However, 
this company will not partner with national horse rescues, and 
this results in a large number of these horses being slaughtered. 
As more women are becoming educated on health risks associated 
with taking this hormone replacement drug, they are now seeking 
safer alternatives that are available. PMU farms continue to be 
shut down as this occurs. This “pipeline” will soon be closed. 

 
 Wild horses and burros! Wild horses and burros in our country  
had 34 years of protection on government lands. Thousands are now 
“harvested” annually and some are slaughtered. This is a result 
of the Burns’ stealth rider, which lifted their protection. 
Representatives Whitfield and Rahall introduced legislation on 
January 7, 2007, to once again restore the protection of 
America’s wild horses and burros. This “pipeline” will close. 

 
 Canadian imports! Statistics from the Canadian Horse Defense 
Coalition shows that 6,028 horses were exported in 2005 to the 
United States for the sole purpose of being slaughtered! 

 
 Auctions! Horses being sold by private owners at auctions for a 
low price are at very high risk of being sold to a “killer buyer” 
(a middleman for the slaughter industry). They frequent auctions 
across the country, and will often misrepresent themselves to 
sellers as someone looking to give their horse(s) a “good home.” 
These middlemen will also bid against individuals and families! 

   
Because so much of this activity is done in secrecy, exact figures  
are hard to establish. Let’s minimize: 30,000 stolen horses, 7,500 
Premarin mares and foals, 2,500 wild horses and burros, 6,000  
Canadian horses exported to us, and 9,000 horses sold at auction by 
private owners to killer buyers. This is 55,000 of the 90,000 horses.  
 
But this “math” is not what truly matters. Below is a quote from 
Senator Mary Landrieu’s letter to Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist: 
 
“There is great deal of misinformation being circulated about this 
legislation and its impact on horses and the agriculture community. 
Although horses have never been part of our food chain, nearly 90,000 
horses were slaughtered last year in three European-owned plants located 
in the United States. The horsemeat was exported largely to France and 
Belgium where Europeans eat it as a delicacy. Those who defend this 
practice and oppose this legislation believe that if this legislation is 
enacted, America will be faced with an “unwanted horse” problem. They want 
Americans to believe that ending the commercial slaughter of horses will 
create an unmanageable burden on owners and horse rescue groups, which 
would lead to suffering among horses. This belief is contrary to all the 
evidence. Twelve years ago, 300,000 horses were being slaughtered and that 
number is down to 90,000 with no evidence of increased abuse and neglect. 
The reality is fewer horses are now slaughtered with no extra burden.” 
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6 PREGNANT MARES SAVED FROM SLAUGHTER: 
A group of teenage girls made a difference: all of the horses were saved! 
 
December 2006 
 
 
Dear Believers in Grace,  
 
Every girl has a wish for Christmas, but ours is unlike any you may have imagined. We are in desperate 
need of your help this holiday season. Please help to make our Christmas miracle come true as we ask 
you for the gift of life.  
 
Before Christmas day, we have to raise $3,275 in order to pay the meat price for six very pregnant 
horses and their unborn foals. Otherwise, they will be slaughtered for human consumption oversees. 
Please do not seal their fate of death this Christmas along with hundreds more in the same situation. This 
is an ongoing cause that can only be resolved with the contributions of an entire nation.  
 
We are “Grace Girls Fighting for Foals”, a teen group trying to fight for the lives that cannot fight for 
themselves. We are associated under “The Grace Foundation of Northern California”, a non-profit equine 
rescue and rehabilitation. Everyday we feed, muck, groom, train, and nurture the abused and neglected 
horses that make up the Grace Foundation. We care for the horses that have been rejected by the world, 
finding a purpose for those that have lost everything… including their hope to live. We pair these horses 
with children who are at risk or have emotional and physical disorders, to form an everlasting bond of 
unconditional love and trust – emotions neither equine nor child may have felt before. Just this year we 
have over 2500 kids come through our programs, and it has been a life changing experience to see the 
affect of both child and horse.  
 
Despite our persistent efforts to end the inhumane killing of these treasured creatures, it is still but a 
reality just out of our grasp. Because the Senate recessed before voting on the bill to ban horse 
slaughter, H.R. 503, horses are still being slaughtered every day. The disappointment of this fell heavily 
upon all of us, as we know that everyday more lives will perish without our aid. Unfortunately, as 
springtime approaches, more mares will face slaughter, but this time, bearing a priceless gift – the life of 
an unborn foal. By exposing our cause, you can help us to attract the necessary attention and 
desperately needed funding to save these six pregnant horses and the many more that will follow.  
 
“The Grace Girls” are those of us who do not turn our back on the horrors of the world, but face them 
head on. Everyday, we make the conscious decision to make a difference, but we carry a very heavy 
burden, knowing that there are lives that we need to save. We cannot carry this weight alone, but need 
to spread it over the shoulders of many in order to overcome. That is why we are asking, begging for 
your help with our worthy cause. Though we may just seem like another plea for funds, our story is 
unique and one we believe can touch a nation. Without our intervention, hundreds, possibly thousands of 
mares and their unborn foals will be slaughtered. All lives are precious, and we sincerely believe that 
everyone should have the chance to live. We may be only fifteen, but we have the heart, the courage, 
the desire and the passion to take this all the way, to save the lives of those doomed to die. We are in 
desperate need of awareness and funding in order to save these precious lives. Please consider our 
plight, and help us to make a Christmas miracle come true.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Kaitlyn Fitzgerald and Kelly Findlay 
Representatives of “Grace Girls Fighting for Foals” 
The Grace Foundation of Northern California 
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“GRACE GIRLS” RESCUE 6 PREGNANT MARES: 
A picture is worth 1,000 words…The pro-slaughter myth is dispelled! 
 
 

         

    

 

      
 
 

 
 

   
 

 
 
Source: The Grace Foundation of Northern California 
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MORE HORSES RESCUED FROM SLAUGHTER TRUCK: 
As you can see, these are not old, infirm, or dangerous horses! 
 
 
 

   
 

  
 
 
Source: The Grace Foundation of Northern California 
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“SALVATION” … SAVED FROM SLAUGHTER TRUCK: 
Does this colt look like an old, infirm or dangerous horse to you? 
 

 

 
 
 
Source: The Grace Foundation of Northern California 
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