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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF OREGON 
PORTLAND DIVISION

GINGER KATHRENS, et al., )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiffs,

V. Case No. 18-01691

RYAN ZINKE, et al.,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF MEREDITH HOU

1. lam writing this declaration in response to the Bureau of Land Management’s (“BLM”) 

characterization of my previous comments, which have taken my comments out of 

context and skewed them in a way that is contrary to my intended^meaning.

2. The video of an ovariectomy via colpotomy that the agency provided with the 

Environmental Assessment was not at all adequate to determine whether the procedure 

was humane, feasible, or socially acceptable. My previous comments were my attempt to 

do the best I could to assess the procedure with the limited resources the agency 

provided. My commentary based on these limited resources in no way takes the place of 

having a qualified, independent veterinarian in the room during the procedures. I do not 

believe that the observation provided by the agency in that video or the extremely limited 

observation proposed for the experiments is sufficient to evaluate the effects of the 

procedure on the wild mares or to educate the public about those effects.
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3. To begin with, while watching the video, I was only able to view the mare's 

head carriage and eye/ear activity during a few moments when she lifted her head 

sufficiently and turned her head toward the camera. It does not follow that an observer 

would be able to view such indications of the mare’s experience throughout the 

procedmre, which is critical to evaluating the procedure’s overall humaneness. For 

example, if the mare had turned her head to the right in the video, no observer would 

have been able to gain any of the information I saw. The observer's view would be 

completely obstructed by the bars of the stocks. Similarly, many horses will often shake 

their heads forward and outward, as opposed to upward, as a demonstration of pain. That, 

too, would have been outside the view of the observer. Only when the horse specifically 

lifts her head and turns it toward the observer is the observer able to glean any 

information from the mare's facial expression in the video. Just like in humans, horse 

facial expressions can provide a wealth of information, so viewing the mare's facial 

expression is vitally important.

4. Further, the actual stocks to be used for the procedure at Hines Corral provide even less 

of an opportunity to properly observe the wild mares’ behaviors. Because of the 

surroimding structures in the room, any view of the horse is completely obstructed. The 

observer is limited to viewing any shifts in weight of the rear of the horse, and will be 

unable to see head disposition, facial expression (including eye and ear activity), or 

respiration (which from viewing either the horse's barrel or nostrils is indispensable in 

determining the pain level experienced by the horse). The BLM’s proposed opportunity 

for public observation simply cannot provide any observer with a sufficient or complete 

picture by which to meaningfully assess the welfare of the mare. Also, the image of the
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doorway provided by the BLM shows that it is unlikely that observers will be able to 

view how the horse is placed into the stocks and how she will be led out of the stocks— 

both of which are aspects of the procedure that an independent veterinary observer must 

be allowed to meaningfully assess.

5. Additionally, the video locked the viewer into one viewpoint from which it was 

impossible to see many of the indications of a horse’s suffering (as described above). It is 

far more meaningful and helpful for a qualified, independent veterinary observer to 

observe from inside of the room where the procedure will take place. This will allow the 

observer to move, thereby changing her viewpoint and observing a more complete picture 

of the procedure and the impacts that this procedure will have on the chosen mares. In 

fact, at certain times when the video even zoomed in, completely cropping out most of 

the mare, it was impossible to see any part of the mare that would indicate distress or 

pain. In contrast, from a vantage point in the working area, a veterinary observer can see 

the horse from multiple angles and obtain a much clearer and more candid evaluation of 

whether the procedure is being performed humanely or can ever be performed humanely.

6. Third, meaningful observation of such a procedure would require the ability to hear the 

horses’ auditory responses. The audio quality in BLM’s video was dismal. It was 

impossible to discern whether the mare was vocalizing any auditory response to the 

procedure, what those distress soimds actually were, and when they occurred. It is a very 

important part of meaningful observation to hear what is happening during the procedure. 

This is important not only for pain response but also in assessing the mares’ vitals. Heavy 

breathing can be associated with increased heart rate and signs of distress. Further, it is 

my understanding that the viewpoint the BLM is allowing for the public to observe is
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behind glass in an average sized doorway. The glass will effectively block sound and will 

render any observations made from behind the glass even less effective than what I was 

able to piece together from the video the agency provided. Therefore, it is my 

professional opinion that it is imperative for the agency to allow for an independent, 

veterinary observer to be present in the room during the procedures so that she can hear 

any auditory responses.

7. Finally, I want to be perfectly clear, my evaluation of BLM’s video constituted my best 

effort to assess the welfare of the horse in that video within the serious constraints of that 

video, including poor sound quality, a limited camera angle, the obstacles of the stocks, 

and the inability to see critical aspects of the horse’s body language. As a trained 

professional, it is my strong belief that the BLM’s video is in no way a substitute for what 

a qualified, independent veterinary observer would be able to see if the BLM would 

allow such an individual into the room where the procediues will take place. For the 

reasons described above, a qualified veterinary observer in the room while this surgery 

occurs would be able to provide a much more detailed, accurate, and thorough 

observation of the impacts of this procedure on the health and welfare of the mares 

subjected to it.

8. In order to provide the public with a chance for meaningful observation, the BLM must 

allow for a qualified, independent veterinarian to observe from within the room where the 

procedures will take place. Only then will the individual be able to sufficiently assess the 

procedure’s effects on the mares and document those effects in order to best educate the 

public.
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Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746,1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 

States, that to the best of my knowledge the foregoing is true and correct.

Date: OftWoer 23, 20\'6
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