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For these reasons, we believe the proposed penalty for a second offense is inappropriate and is
unenforceable by any HIO and therefore we object to any HIO assessing any penalties. We recommend
that the USDA enforce their own findings, and that the Department proceed with federal cases or other
penalties. We would support the issuance of a form 7060 to all parties involved in a first offense of this
violation, and the initiation of a federal case or penalties against all parties involved in second and
subsequent offenses.

Thank you for your taking our position into consideration in this matter.

Sincerely, o
i ~
Keith Dane

Director ot Equine Protection
The Humane Society of the United States

cc: Dr. Chester Gipson, Deputy Administrator, APHIS



