An Amateur Point of View
Rules Require Education, Understanding—And Patience, Part 11
by Russ Vento

Last month, I started thinking about the Arabian community’s pastime of complaining about our
rules. We identify a problem, formulate new rules to address it, and then faster than we can trot
into a show ring, we start complaining about the solutions. Okay, I know, as human beings, we’ll
probably always complain. That’s nothing new. But for our industry right now, I think when it
comes to rules that have gone into place recently, we would be better served to educate
ourselves—examine why and how the new regulations came to be, and what it takes to make
them work—before we get negative. There are two points I should repeat from last time before I
get started: 1) I am not endorsing or condemning any new rule. 1 just think it is important that we
do our homework before we start filling the air with complaints. 2) While ’'m not in favor of
complaint, [ strongly support informed discussion. That’s vital to our breed in the future.

In May, I looked at the halter judging system and the procedure in place to qualify for Nationals.
This time, let’s think about the background and intent of the new rules in some of the
performance divisions.

Not long ago, there was all kinds of hoopla about our hunter pleasure horses being high-headed,
having too much motion, being shod like English horses, and presented like country horses. So
we wrote a rule that said, “Compared to an English Pleasure, Country English Pleasure or Show
Hack horse which is shown in an upright frame, the Hunter Pleasure horse should be in a
longer, more rectangular frame, with a neck carried lower and in a more relaxed manner with
less arch in the neck and less bend at the poll. The stride at every gait should be long, cover
ground, and exhibit efficiency of movement. While some degree of carriage is appropriate in a
Hunter Pleasure horse, a stride that is short, high, and round is not appropriate. Horses that
are, for more than a few strides, high headed, ridden on a draped rein, not in an appropriate
frame, on the forehand, short-strided, or behind the vertical must be severely penalized.”

Here are my thoughts. While I understand the concept of this rule, I can’t get away from the fact
that we’re riding Arabians—not Thoroughbreds, which are more commonly seen in the hunt
field. Arabians are perfectly appropriate hunters; they just have a different way of going. The
way that our horses are built and carry themselves, they have more curves. It’s more natural for
them to have a rounder-type motion, and in representing the breed, don’t we want them to look
like Arabians (if we wanted a Thoroughbred, we’d buy a Thoroughbred)? In my opinion, our
standard and our presentation of an Arabian hunter pleasure horse needs some leeway to take
into account the conformation and the ability of the horse the way it is bred. Most Arabian
movement is not going to be as flat and long-framed as that of the Thoroughbred.

At the same time that I believe we need more ability to recognize true Arabian movement, |
come down firmly on the side of the hunt “purists” behind the rule on conservative attire: We
don’t need sparkly coats and jeweled boots and bridles! The way I was raised, sophisticated or
businesslike colors are always the best for hunter presentation (hunt attire is based on what is



appropriate for the hunt field, so just imagine riding through the countryside in spangles and
iridescent coats, and it’s not a pretty picture).

To me, the key here is to respect the discipline, but accommodate the horse’s natural attributes.
A beautiful mover is a beautiful mover; it doesn’t matter if it has a little knee or a longer stride
and frame—beautiful Arabian movement is beautiful.

There was also some question that the hunter pleasure horse should be not backed out of the
bridle, so a draped rein was specifically prohibited. (We went through something similar to this
with the western division, in that the horses were too much on a draped rein, and it was felt that
they weren’t going forward and should be penalized.) To me, these are training issues. In the
class, it comes down to a judge’s opinion; if you are a judge and you like a horse on a direct rein,
then that’s the horse you should pick. By issuing a rule about that, we’re taking away a judge’s
personal opinion. There is a difference between a horse’s going on a loose rein versus looking
like it has been trained not to go anywhere near that bridle. To the “oh my god, that horse is
breaking the rules because it’s on draped rein!” reaction, I’d respond that the bigger picture
offers a more accurate evaluation. Is that horse calmly and genuinely moving, doing an honest
presentation on that loose rein, or does it look intimidated? That is up to the judge, and in my
opinion, parameters are the best way to evaluate a horse’s performance. The best horse in the
class and the best presentation should be rewarded.

The country English pleasure division offers an example of how rules can be interpreted to fit the
situation. When the division was originally organized several years ago, horses were to be
penalized for extreme motion. The country pleasure class was originally designed so that the less
gifted horses that couldn’t compete in the English pleasure discipline would have their own class
to compete in. Truthfully, that rule has never really been followed. We get past it by saying,
“The horse 1s soft and pleasurable, its ears are up and it’s happy, and the rider is doing a good
job.” We accept and don’t penalize for motion, which on the face of it might seem like exactly
what we shouldn’t be doing—and yet in practice, a great deal of motion is not a sure ticket to a
ribbon, so it appears that that rule is working. I’ve owned two very decorated country English
pleasure horses, the purebred Monrovia X (a 14-time national champion), and the Half-Arabian
Ames Queen (a four-time national champion), and neither mare was ever accused of having
extreme motion. They were rewarded over horses who had a lot more than they did. It was the
whole picture that mattered.

Okay, back to the issue of complaints. Let’s take a look at a change that was well done recently,
and give some thought as to productive ways to make changes for the future.

A good example of a successful rule change recently is the shoeing rules that were passed a
couple of years ago. That issue began with legitimate complaint, as many people pointed out that
the bigger horses needed more support on their feet. Veterinarians and farriers were consulted,
and other breeds of horses whose feet compared to those of larger Arabians and Half-Arabians
were studied. In the end, to help our horses and support their feet properly, we were allowed to
use bigger shoes, as well as pads and shapes of shoes that were more beneficial for horses with
soundness issues. Lori Conway designed a gauge by which a horse shoe could be measured
easily, and when shoes were thrown in classes, they simply had to fit within the little gauge



