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The Parcours of Arrogance

Where Money Clears Fences Faster Than Ethics — and Someone Has to Say No.

Is the international show-jumping elite gracefully pirouetting around Swiss animal welfare law with the new No-Blood Rule? Perhaps. Are they
doing it while insisting — loudly, repeatedly, and with excellent PR coaching — that “the horse always comes first”? Of course. That’s practically the

sport’s slogan now.

So, we turned to the people who actually have a backbone in this story: TIR (TIR - Tier im Recht - the Swiss foundation for animal welfare law) — the
organisation that still believes horses are living beings. And, refreshingly, TIR did not disappoint. Their stance is clear, firm, and mercifully free of

diplomatic word salad.
But first, the FEI blood rule.

Currently: Blood showing on horse = Disqualification.
Simple. Recognisable.

Horse shows understand it.

Pony Club kids understand it.

Even the influencers understand it.

Enter: FEI General Assembly in Hong Kong, November 7 2025

A rule change is being floated that could transform:
Blood = Disqualification into: Blood = Maybe, Depends, Let’s See If There’s Prize Money Involved.

An official “blood delegate” would simply decide on the spot whether this blood — yes, the literal sign of pain or injury — is:

« spur-related,
« bit-related, or

« just “self-inflicted enthusiasm” from the horse.
And if deemed acceptable? A tissue, a reassuring pat, perhaps a comment about “sensitivity,” and the round continues.

Translation: If the horse can still jump, the show goes on.

Because Heaven forbid rankings, Olympic points, or Sunday’s prize purse suffer due to something as trivial as visible harm to the horse.

¢ Enter TIR — The Adult in the Arena

While others whisper about “nuance” and “context,” the Swiss foundation for animal welfare law (Tier im Recht - TIR; The main purpose of all TIR
activities is the continuous improvement of human-animal relations in law, ethics and society.) has provided something revolutionary in equestrian
sport - Integrity.

TIR makes its position clear:

The current regulation must be retained in order to better guarantee the welfare of horses used
in competition. Any bleeding constitutes an injury to the body and is a warning sign. In
equestrian sports, there is a high risk of actions that are relevant to animal welfare. Therefore,
bleeding should always be taken seriously. However, it is difficult to make a legal assessment
and general statement about blood on horses. Bleeding alone does not necessarily constitute a
violation of animal welfare legislation. It depends on the exact circumstances and may require
investigation. This should be mandatory if the cause is unclear.
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According to competition veterinarian Dr Witzmann (also included in the TIR statement), mouth injuries are always attributable to human influence

and would therefore be relevant under animal welfare law:

"Blood or bloody foam on a horse's mouth is often explained away with the unproven “alibi
cause” that the horse has bitten its tongue or lip. Neither the numerous TTA reports nor surveys
conducted during TTA training courses mention tongue biting during riding or driving, and our
own experience at national and international tournaments cannot confirm this “self-harm”; all
lesions in the mouth, including those on the tongue, are attributable to external human
influence." (https.//www.vetline.de/system/files/frei/DPT_10-2022_Witzmann.pdf)

Their position is not only consistent, but — dare we say it — ethical and PRO horse.
No PR gloss. No financial footnotes. No loopholes you could drive a sponsor’s truck through.

Just: If the horse is hurt, the sport should stop. And frankly — thank God someone is willing to say it.

Because the alternative is this: A sport deciding how much blood is acceptable. A teaspoon? A smear? A tasteful dot, like equine beauty spot

made from red eyeliner?

Final Thought: If the future of equestrian sport rests on redefining what amount of blood on the flanks of a horse is fine, then we should be very

grateful that TIR is standing in front of that fence saying: Absolutely not. Not in our arena.

Will the National Federations vote to save the existing blood rule or change it for something that primarily benefits the riders and not the horses?

Full statement of TIR
From the perspective of the Foundation for Animals in Law (TIR), the current
regulation must be retained in order to better guarantee the welfare of horses used in

competition.

Any bleeding constitutes an injury to the body and is a warning sign. In equestrian
sports, there is a high risk of actions that are relevant to animal welfare. Therefore,
bleeding should always be taken seriously. However, it is difficult to make a legal
assessment and general statement about blood on horses. Bleeding alone does not
necessarily constitute a violation of animal welfare legislation. It depends on the exact
circumstances and may require an investigation. This should be carried out if the
cause is unclear. If it is not feasible within the context of a competition, for example
because no muzzle is available, the examination must be stopped and the horse

checked by a vet.

However, according to tournament veterinarian Dr Witzmann, mouth injuries are

always attributable to human influence and would therefore be relevant under animal

welfare law: "Blood or bloody foam on a horse's mouth is often explained away with the unproven “alibi cause” that the horse has bitten its tongue
or lip. Neither the numerous TTA reports nor surveys conducted during TTA training courses mention tongue biting during riding or driving, and
our own experience at national and international tournaments cannot confirm this “self-harm’; all lesions in the mouth, including those on the

tongue, are attributable to external human influence." Source: https:.//www.vetline.de/system/files/frei/DPT_10-2022_Witzmann.pdf

Art. 26 para. 1lit. a TSchG makes the mistreatment of animals a punishable offence. Mistreatment is defined as any behaviour that causes an
animal pain, suffering, harm or fear of a certain significance. The provision is therefore closely related to the general principle of Art. 4 para. 2
TSchG, which prohibits the unjustified infliction of such stress — all of which are considered equivalent from a criminal law perspective. Conduct
that constitutes an offence includes not only physical effects, but also the infliction of fear and terror. It is not necessary for the pain, suffering, harm
or fear to be continuous or repeated. Nor does the act in question have to be particularly cruel or ‘torturous’. However, the impairment of the
animal's welfare must be of a certain intensity and thus go beyond mere discomfort. It is therefore sufficient if the stress is one-off but considerable

and significantly impairs the welfare of an animal.

Unjustified harm and thus mistreatment within the meaning of Art. 26 para. 1lit. a TSchG can therefore be assumed if a horse's blood supply is cut
off by the action of the reins or improper fastening of the bridle to the mouth, or if severe injuries to the palate, tongue, lips or mucous membrane
occur. Such pain and injury can only be justified in emergencies, for example in the case of a runaway horse. A sporting competition does not
usually constitute such an emergency situation. If a horse with a bleeding mouth injury continues to be ridden, even though the injury is known and
the lesion is irritated and possibly aggravated by continuous rein action, this is also considered abuse. The same applies to the use of spurs on

previously injured flanks.
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Unfortunately, there is no clear case law on blood on horses during equestrian events. In Switzerland, we are only aware of one case involving a
bleeding horse during a competition. During the 2016 CSIO St. Gallen, Martin Fuchs' horse ‘Clooney’ had a bloody scratch on its flank. This was

presumably caused by the heavy use of spurs. The investigation was closed because the injury was not serious enough:

‘According to the St. Gallen public prosecutor's office, the offence of mistreatment/animal cruelty has not been committed. Due to the ‘minor
bleeding injury’, it cannot be established that the horse suffered — this “injury” was too minor for that.” Source: https://www.tagblatt.ch/ostschweiz/

stgallen-thurgauer-springreiter-fuchs-untersuchung-wegen-tierquaelerei-eingestellt-1d.652872

Since 2003, TIR has had access to all animal welfare criminal proceedings reported to the Federal Food Safety and Veterinary Office (BLV) and

records them in anonymised form in its own database. These cases can be viewed on our website (https://www.tierimrecht.org/en/). The animal

welfare criminal case database contains three further cases of bleeding horses. However, these animals were injured during training, LU22/139,

LU21/003, SO09/012

In general, it can be said that prosecuting animal welfare violations in equestrian sports is difficult. The use of pressure- and pain-inducing aids and
aversive training methods means that violations of animal welfare legislation are likely to occur frequently. However, law enforcement agencies in
Switzerland are often reluctant to take action. In this country, criminal proceedings for animal cruelty in equestrian sports are rarely pursued. This
suggests that animal welfare legislation in the field of equestrian sports is not being consistently enforced by either sports associations or law
enforcement agencies. We see a clear enforcement problem in the current situation. For this reason, it is particularly important that existing internal

association rules for the protection of horses are not watered down.
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