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July 30, 2018  
 
Dear Chairman DeBess and distinguished members of the OVME Board and Investigators 
Reed and Barry: 
 
I am submitting this complaint today as a board member of a national non-profit corporation, 
Citizens Against Equine Slaughter (CAES). We are asking you to read our complaint and 
consider all the attachments and make a determination on possible revocation of the veterinary 
license of Dr. Leon Pielstick based on non-compliance, gross ignorance, conflict of interest, 
incompetence or inefficiency pursuant to Oregon Revised Animal Cruelty Statutes, Title 15, 
686.130 (14), and for violations of the Oregon Veterinary Medical Examining Board 
Administrative Rules 875-015-0030, and other state and federal requirements as well as 
unethical practices and collusion to defraud and/or circumvent the law. 
 
We understand that he was once a member of this board and expect that this will not be a factor 
in determining the outcome of this complaint, rather another reason that his actions have been 
committed knowingly and are inexcusable. (All documents and/or references are included in the 
Appendices.) 
 
I first met Dr. Pielstick in June 2016 after a meeting in Frenchglen, Oregon. This was a meeting 
of the Steens Mountain Advisory Council of which Dr. Pielstick was the chairman and wild horse 
representative on that council. During this meeting he made the comment that his “constituents 
don’t talk”. He was referring to the wild horses, however easily 80% of Americans, legal 
advocate and/or constitutionalist etc. are his constituents in the matter of his representation on 
that board.  
 
Dr. Pielstick approached me after the meeting to speak to me about plans to surgically spay wild 
horse mares at the BLM Wild Horse Corrals in Hines, Oregon (commonly called the Burns 
holding facility). During my conversation with him it was very apparent to me that he exhibited 
no empathy for the test subjects he had already, and was then planning to do said experiments 
on. To him they (pregnant wild mares) were merely tools/objects rather than sentient beings to 
perfect a procedure he is interested in doing and getting implemented as a standard method of 
population control for wild horse herds.  
 
In the least, it is a conflict of interest, to be chairing a board making the recommendations to 
BLM and the Department of the Interior, to do this type of research while you are the one who 
will be contracted with, and paid to do the experiments, you have a financial interest in the 
decision being made. At a minimum Dr. Pielstick should have recused himself from any voting 
on this matter in 2016, and again recently. Dr. Pielstick’s different statements, and lack of 
transparency to present facts and/or data, much less peer reviewed data, that help him reach 
this goal fly in the face of Oregon Veterinary Medical Examining Board Administrative Rules 
875-015-0030 only add to this serious complaint. “(8) A veterinarian shall not use, or participate 

 1 



 

in the use of, any form of advertising or solicitation which contains a false, deceptive or 
misleading statement or claim. 
(a) Specialty Services: Veterinarians shall not make a statement or claim as a specialist or 
specialty practice unless the veterinarian is a diplomate of a recognized specialty organization 
of the American Veterinary Medical Association” I can’t find anything online about Dr. Pielstick 
being boarded in any specialty. 
 
When asked about his experience doing this surgical procedure he said he’d done over 180 of 
them. Not all of his subjects were wild mares, and at that time in 2016 the only statistics he 
could give me, that had been kept on the mortality rate due to the surgeries were of one 
domestic mare and 5 burros which he had performed said surgery on in AZ in 2015 with 
witness’. The mare died from evisceration, one burro bled to death after having not only Dr. 
Pielstick enter the body cavity but also numerous trainees. Three of the Jennies he said had to 
have extensive postoperative veterinary care, he told me they also then died but that it couldn’t 
be proven it was from the surgery, other sources state they survived serious infections from the 
surgical procedures.  
 
In any case, the data and the results of these 5 equines experimented on by Dr. Pielstick even 
after having experimented on over a hundred female equines are open to question without a 
published and peer reviewed paper with standards of how long after surgery these equines 
must be watched to be determined to be “survivors”. In like manner, the reports and data of the 
180 female equines are also little more than speculation and hearsay without transparency no 
matter who is relating or backing these unpublished and unverified “results”. Below you can see 
the statements made to the Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Board by a Dr. Kane.  
https://www.blm.gov/sites/blm.gov/files/wildhorse_2017AdvisoryBoard_Kane.pdf 
 
Furthermore, which IACUC’s were the 180 mares surgical approved by to be done in the first 
place? 

 

 2 

https://www.blm.gov/sites/blm.gov/files/wildhorse_2017AdvisoryBoard_Kane.pdf


 

 
After 180 surgeries or thereabout, how can this “procedure” be considered viable, trainable, 
humane, or even feasible if it’s expert and champion, Dr. Pielstick can still lose 2 to 4 of the 
Arizona 5 after so many surgeries and continues not to document results?  
 
In the foil above, presented on October 18, 2017, it states that survival rate “varies depending 
on the experience of the surgeon.” Does this not mean it has been long overdue to STOP this 
experimental procedure? In this presentation, Dr. Kane does not even specify, nor does Dr. 
Pielstick, how many surgeries it takes to gain proficiency nor what proficiency is. 
 
I asked him of all the surgeries what his mortality percentage was. He said “somewhere 
between 10 and 20 percent. I know it’s not 20 percent but I’m being generous.” Affidavits of 
Theresa Barbour on IBLA No. 2016-243, DOI-BLM-OR-B000-2015-0055-EA (Appendix A).  
 
Another wild horse advocate, Simone Netherlands, submitted a declaration to BLM in 2016 on 
her experience watching the said procedures on the 5 in Arizona. (Appendix B). Ms. 
Netherlands declared she has “25 years of experience observing, training and working with” wild 
and domestic horses and she has an equine science background (having studied horse 
nutrition, anatomy and medical care). She also stated that she is not unaccustomed to 
observing surgeries or seeing blood. She attended a workshop at the Southwest Wildlife 
Conservation Center in Scottsdale, AZ where Dr. Pielstick performed ovariectomy procedures 
on at least 5 (she remembers 6) burros and one domestic mare.  
 
Netherlands also noted that the round pen and chute were outside in an environment that was 
not aseptic. She noted in her declaration the Dr. Pielstick stated, in the USGS panel report that 
there were 5 jennies, and he leaves out the domestic mare completely. The mare ovariectomy 
was done in a barn and the burros were outside procedures.  
 
Some of the issues also noted in her declaration were inadequately sedated burros (Video Link 
1). Even though many sources state that if a wild mare is not settling with sedation the mare 
would be expelled from the research project, Dr. Pielstick asked for more sedation for some of 
these burros, and even when the assistant replied that she had already administered the same 
dosage given to others who had settled, he instructed her to administer more and kept them in 
the study. Dr. Pielstick, per Netherlands, behaved as if this was not unusual and continued 
speaking over the commotion caused by the distressed burros, kicking the chute walls and 
“slipping on the chute floor.ò 
 
She also noted that while discussing the use of xylazine Dr. Pielstick stated that horses require 
a very large dose making the surgery ‘very tricky’ and that these burros that were once wild 
were much more docile than horses. Therefore he must know how much more excited a wild 
horse mare will be. 
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Dr. Pielstick, according to Netherlands, treated the mare differently, she stated “He seemed 
concerned about whether the horse was a very important horse or noté.(After determining) the 
horseôs career was overé.owner (friend of wildlife center director), but the owner didnôt ñuseò 
the horse anymore. Dr. Pielstick seemed to feel that it was ok to perform this surgery on this 
mare after determining that she was not that important to the owner.ò She stated that in her 
ñopinion, this indicates that Dr. Pielstick may be fully aware of how risky his surgeries are and 
that he may not be willing to do them on a horse that is óimportantô to its owner.” 
 
Netherlands noted that during the mares procedure Dr. Pielstick needed to reenter the 
abdominal cavity several times (4 or 5) in order to adjust the tool. And that Dr. Pielstick 
repeatedly noted that flank surgeries were safer than vaginal and that flank incision surgeries 
were where he had a lower mortality rate. He also allowed three vets and veterinary students to 
enter the one burro, in addition to himself. And he allowed two people to do the surgical 
procedure on another burro. This burro and one of the people allowed to perform the surgery 
took a long time as one of the people, according to Netherlands, seemed very confused and 
had a difficult time locating the ovary. Once she did and the ovary was finally out, per 
Netherlands, people clapped and made jokes. 
 
Also of critical note from the Netherlands declaration is that she stated “Dr. Pielstick discussed 
that heôs had tricky surgeries on horses when doses of drugs were not enough to sedate them 
and also the most tricky surgeries were when the mares were pregnant because it displaces 
everything.” Also noting that he called 2 of the surgeries that day tricky as well. She also noted 
that one burro died, Dr. Pielstick told me 2 of them died, and the mare died, and in addition one 
burro aborted her fetus. 
 
Netherlands declared that there was a lack of respect shown for the animals in Dr. Pielstick’s 
workshop.  Not included in the 5 animals that had the spay surgeries, Dr. Pielstick also 
performed neutering procedures on other burros during the same workshop. He was abusive 
kicking one small burro very hard after the surgery, trying to get him to get up as he was coming 
out of the drug effects.  
 
Netherlands also noted that he spoke often of the wild horses and burros being overpopulated 
“implying that the value of the individual animals was diminished by this fact.” She also stated, 
“When he talked about burros or horses losing their unborn foals as a result of the surgeries, he 
portrayed it as a positive side effect, since you didnôt want those babies anyway.” Something he 
also told me, explaining it was “No big deal, and part of the steep learning curve” for perfecting 
these procedures. 
 
He also told Netherlands that a mare being covered within a few days after the surgery would 
be “riskyò stating he had not thought of that, and it was a good point. He also stated that he is 
the only veterinarian in the country who could do this surgery because you “had to know exactly 
what you were feeling, as itôs a blind surgery.” After this he also told her that he was not sure 
about mortality rates after the Sheldon mare spays because didn’t do any follow up. 
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This Az surgery clearly constitutes a 60% death rate not including dead and 
aborted fetusô after more than ample practice by the ñexpertò Dr. Pielstick. This 
amounts to non-feasible, non-humane, non-empathic, population control by death, 
by veterinary procedure by the experienced and most experienced vet performing 
it.  

 
After the spay workshop in Az. Dr. Pielstick gave postoperative care instructions for the mare to 
staff at the center, instructing them to tie her tightly to the stall wall for the remainder of that day 
and the night to prevent evisceration. He told them she was absolutely not to lie down. 
 
Netherlands also declared that Dr. Pielstick did not provide aftercare for the burros even though 
3 of them looked to be in bad condition and she notified him of this, and that two of them had 
discharge from their noses. He told her they would be fine. The horse and 3 burros were 
lethargic, ears down, necks down and 2 of the burros were laying down. Netherlands stated that 
in her opinion “Pielstick, did not behave in a scientific or caring way and did not teach respect 
for the animals to the students he had that day. 
 

CAES understands that remaining standing after this surgery via colpotomy or 
flank is required to prevent death by evisceration. This was not possible for these 
wild burros in the Az trial. 

 
Suzanne Roy from American Wild Horse Campaign, sent an email to members of the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM), Oregon State’s IACUC members and others.(Appendix C) She 
discussed a meeting she had with Linda Searle, Executive Director of the Southwest Wildlife 
Conservation Center where the Az. workshop was held. She stated, “The horse on whom Dr. 
Pielstick performed an ovariectomy via colpotomy died from evisceration...Ms. Searle informed 
me that Dr. Pielstick told her that the horse only needed to be tied up for a few hours post 
surgery, they complied with this direction then returned the horse when she was feeling better to 
her home stable. The horse died the next day. Ms. Searle and her center’s veterinarian later 
learned that the recommendation for post-operative care for ovariectomy via colpotomy included 
24 to 48 hours in cross ties. They did not research this beforehand because Dr. Pielstick 
presented himself as an expert on this procedure. They no longer consider him an expert nor do 
they recommend this procedure as a population control method for wild horses and burros.” 
 
Roy requested that, even though the 2016 proposal of BLM to spay pregnant mares was 
withdrawn, the IACUC withhold approval and conduct a full investigation including interviewing 
the eyewitnesses of the workshop (Netherlands and Searle). Roy further stated that “whatever 
shred of credibility Dr. Pielstick  may previously have had is now totally gone because of his 
egregious failure to report the outcome of the spay workshop. In Fact, we believe that his 
failures in this regard rise to the level of scientific misconduct. In addition, the video that clearly 
documents Dr. Pielstick performing an ovariectomy (Video Link 1) on an inadequately 
anesthetized burro who is clearly feeling the pain of the surgical procedures raise further serious 
questions about his competenceéò 
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The BLM plan proposal in 2016 was to be done on wild mares, some of whom were to be 
pregnant, in the holding pens at the Burns Holding facility.  When asked about fetus survival 
with these surgeries he explained that the likely results were that mares in the first trimester 
would reabsorb the fetus, the second trimester is where he’d expect to see aborted foals, and 
the third trimester it was possible for the mare to deliver a live foal. 
 
In the USGS veterinary panel report “Assessment of Spay Techniques for Mares in Field 
Conditions” (September 2015) Katrin Hinrich, from Texas A&M. stated that mares earlier than 
50 days pregnant, having had this surgical procedure, all aborted, and of mares 50 - 70 days 
pregnant, half of them aborted. In the same report Al Kane, from USDA/APHIS, said “If 
gestational stage is less than 51 days, we should consider accepting fetal loss.òThe current 
proposed study for November 2018, again to be done at the Burns corrals, plans to use mares 
that are all in their first or second trimester.  
 

Hence population control via brutal veterinary abortion which may include death 
of the mare.  

 
CAES/I contend that this is in no way compliant with federal standards or federal policy for 
laboratory experimentation nor is it even compliant with proposed taxonomic experimentation for 
mammals.  
 
I ask you, from a statutory and ethical basis, in order for Dr Pielstick to uphold the oath he took 
to ‘first do no harm’ to consider the question: to what end is a surgical experiment acceptable 
when risk to the mare is high and death of a fetus is to be considered acceptable? Even if there 
were no alternative to this no scope major surgery, it could not be legally acceptable in any 
case. However in this case the fact that there is a safer alternative, birth control via injections, 
shouldn’t this be something that a veterinarian should promote as the only method they would 
perform for wild horse population control, within the framework of the current best available 
science, and moral obligation to the health of his animal subjects? 

 
Video in its entirety can be watched here. 
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PZP CAN be darted from helicopter very easily for remote application and darting of wildlife has 
been done via helicopter for decades, both on this continent and others including Africa. Dr. 
Pielstick he also been noted on documents discussing radio collaring of grizzly and wolf 
species, so he knows animals can be darted via helicopter for many reasons. 
 
Experimental versus Standard Operating Procedure: 

The USDA Animal Welfare Act (AWA).  Public Law 99-198, Food Security Act of 1985, 
Subtitle F - Animal Welfare, Title XVII - Related and Miscellaneous Matters, Subtitle F - 
Animal Welfare Findings, Sec. 1751.[7 USC 2131 note.] For the purposes of this subtitle, 
the Congress finds that - 
[Research and development.]  
(1) the use of animals is instrumental in certain research and education for advancing 
knowledge of cures and treatment for diseases and injuries which afflict both humans 
and animals; 
(2) methods of testing that do not use animals are being and continue to be developed 
which are faster, less expensive, and more accurate than traditional animal experiments 
for some purposes and further opportunities exist for the development of these methods 
of testing; 
(3) measures which eliminate or minimize the unnecessary duplication of experiments on 
animals can result in more productive use of Federal funds; and 
(4) measures which help meet the public concern for laboratory animal care and 
treatment are important in assuring that research will continue to progress. 

 
Speaking specifically to these highlighted sections of the AWA I would like to point out that 
these surgical procedures on wild mares are still experimental, something that Dr. Pielstick and 
other veterinarians deny, stating they are standard, which we point out throughout this paper, 
they are far from standard even in domestic mares and the data in either domestic or wild has 
not been presented. The standard in domestic mares is laparoscopic but is also rarely done. 
This procedure of ovariectomy via colpotomy has never been done to the high volume and 
documented as required to become a standard procedure in wild mares, and has never been 
proven to be perfected as even Dr. Pielstick pointed out to me. Also the usual desired outcome 
for domestic mares iis hormonal change, which can be done through non-surgical methods. 
However, we do not believe hormonal change is a desired method for population control as it 
changes the herd dynamics and familial hierarchy. 
 
Per AWA highlighted section above: 
(1) there is no disease or injury (humane or animal) that these experiments are finding a cure or 
treatment for Making these experiments superfluous having no benefit to the wild horse 
metapopulation, individual mares or to humans.  
 
(3) The experiments were done in wild burros, and in wild mares. That makes this study a 
duplication and waste of taxpayer money as well as funds that could go to other more 
necessary research. 
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A. After the first 50, or 100, or 150 mares and pregnant mares, were experimented 

on in this manner any further experimentation is sadly and cruelly redundant. Still 
to have no summary or peer reviewed document, no standard number of animals 
it takes for a veterinarian to be “trained”, and no significant number of 
veterinarians completely trained outside the self proclaimed expert is very clearly 
a redundancy in animal usery and animal cruelty. 
 

B.  Laparoscopic surgery exists​-!jo!xijdi!uif!tvshfpo!jotfsut!b!ujoz!dbnfsb!joup!uifʶ
cpez!boe!pqfsbuft!ju!xjuipvu!ibwjoh!up!qvu!jo!uifjs!iboet/!Uijt!tvshfsz!jutfmg!jtʶ
sfevoebou!bt!xfmm!bt!ujnf!dpotvnjoh!boe!dsvfm/ʶ
 

C. Moreover, since this experimentation is ostensibly being done to solve a problem 
whose solution has already been found by the National Academy of Science 
(NAS) in their 2013 report to the BLM where they say that PZP 
immunocontraception is the best method and where they say: 
 
ñThe possibility that ovariectomy may be followed by prolonged 
bleeding or peritoneal infection makes it inadvisable for field 
application.ò (NAS) 2013 
 

D. PZP can be darted with PZP contraception feasibly via helicopter, without the 
issues of helicopter roundups. Hence managed on the range, feasible and 
humane. There are no problems needing to be solved outside of the pretenses at 
play to kill, euthanize, and wipe out America’s horses for special interests. 

 
(4) This unnecessary, inhumane, antiquated procedure that is not used routinely in even 
domestic mares will undermine the confidence of the American people in the AWA, in the 
IACUC and reputations of the universities, in the AVMA, in the individual state Boards of 
Veterinary Medicine to provide protections and oversight for use of animals in experiments. If it 
has taken numerous animals for Dr. Pielstick to figure out this blind procedure (and as he claims 
be the only veterinarian in the country who can perform it). How many more mares will be the 
test subjects for the next vet to be trained, and the one after that, etc? Because of the “Steep 
learning curve” many veterinarians express in regards to this procedure, including Dr. Pielstick 
himself, we must infer that this will cause death, and death of mares for a procedure that is not 
necessary, is unacceptable. This will bring into question the protection provided by the AWA 
and the associated regulatory agencies.  
 
The BLM and the veterinarians who have performed, reviewed and or supported these 
experiments will take the fall for the pressure of the Federal government who seeks to further 
control and reduce a metapopulation that...by total numbers, is far from being overpopulated. 
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And this we know even though BLM has never done an actual inventory and was told their 
methods of estimating population were lacking by the NAS.  
 
With the current push to gut important protections to the EPA, ESA, and many other laws, 
bringing the AWA under question could result in change deemed necessary, and that change 
would likely be very damaging, rather than positive. This is a very bad time in our country to 
take that chance. Polls have shown that people are increasing in their desire to stop animal 
testing and experimentation. 

 
Dr Pielstick, in 2016, also told me that he had done these experiments 
at Sheldon Wildlife National Wildlife Refuge in Nevada. He said the 
results of that study had not been published, and I asked him to email 
me that report, he said he would. I still have never seen it.  

 
Dr. Julie Weikel stated at the Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Board meeting (which she is 
chairman of) October 18, 2017, that the Sheldon spays were never set-up to be a trial providing 
the excuse or cover for lack of data and reporting. This was in stark contrast to what Dr. Weikel 
stated in the “Assessment of Spay Techniques for Mares in Field Conditions” USGS Expert 
Panel Report (September 2015)  pages 4 - 5: 
 

“Julie Weikel served as an observer for Leon’s procedure at Sheldon; wrote a review:  
-Some mares would walk out from surgery and immediately want to eat (hunger pain 
worse than spay pain due to keeping them off food).  
-Some (a few individuals) showed minor signs of colic for about a half hour, such as 
getting up and down repeatedly. These were collected so that they could be watched 
more closely for up to an hour, then turned out to join a bigger group with feed and 
water. For these horses they did not use lidocaine, which might alleviate the colic 
symptoms. Leon now uses lidocaine in every spay. “ 
 

Importantly, and oddly, Dr. Weikel’s own daughter Owyhee is also on the Steens Mountain 
Advisory Council with Dr. Pielstick in Oregon.  
 
Dr. Piestick told me during our interview in 2016 that he was working on a paper about the study 
(that supposedly now, wasn’t a study). So details surrounding that set of mares and all of Dr. 
Leon Pielstick ovariectomies, continues to change and be very murky.  
 
In the transcript of the USGS panel report referenced above of 2015, Dr. Pielstick stated that he 
had spayed 34 mares, 3 of whom were pregnant, 2 died and one aborted her foal. In this panel 
discussion he reported that only a 1 - 2% mortality rate is to be expected.  (Above from 2016, it 
was 10 - 20%). This is an increase of 18% in one year as “experience” increases! In the BLM 
EA (Environmental Assessment) from 2016, sited above, the BLM estimated that ñthe rate of 
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severe complication is likely to be 8% or higher.ò These numbers appear randomly generated 
and chronic under reporting with no data to back it up either way. 
 
This is exemplified at every turn. Here in this question and answer of the BLM SPAY 
RESEARCH VET PANEL we see the same lack of transparency and data by those supporting 
Dr. Pielstick’s  experiment: Note the redaction of the very important information to answer the 
question: “What is the effect of operator experience?” 

 
 
Our Board president, Dr Lester Friedlander, DVM, stated in an affidavit (IBLA 2016-243 Affidavit 
of Dr. Lester Friedlander, DVM) (Our Appendix D) ñThese surgeries can only be categorized as 
major surgeries, as such if they are considered to be performed at all, it should only be for 
medical reasons and conducted with sterile techniques in an aseptic environment.ò This will not 
and has not been the case, and several veterinarians on the USGS panel and others have 
stated concerns for dust blowing in and around the BLM holding pens and open barns. Dr. 
Friedlander went on to say ñThese surgeries are proposed to be conducted in non-sterile chute, 
without standard-of-care preoperative blood work, examinations, aseptic surgical protocol or 
postoperative rest,..ò 
 
This also goes against Oregon Veterinary Medical Examining Board Administrative Rules, 
875-015-0030 because;  

➢ conditions are not aseptic, 
➢ does not meet gold (or even modern acceptable) standards, it is a blind surgery and has 

been replaced with scope guided methods,  
➢ animals are not given physical 24 hours in advance,  
➢ no heart or lung monitors during,  
➢ not adequately sedated to minimize pain 
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Dr. Friedlander stated these surgeries are questionable procedures that carry high risk for 
infection and serious complications including colic and evisceration. To perform this surgery on 
pregnant mares is not an established practice and therefore experimental, although Dr. Pielstick 
compares the surgeries to those done on domestic mares (who are never pregnant when 
sterilized with the exception of medical emergency). Performing these surgeries on wild, highly 
stressed, pregnant mares is nothing short of reckless and abusive. 
 

Another veterinarian spoke to the fact that these procedures are not standard. Michael Ball, DVM 
from Early Winter Equine Medicine & Surgery located in Ithaca, N.Y stated: ​ñOvariectomy is a 
procedure that generally is performed to remove an abnormal ovary. Occasionally, an ovariectomy is 
performed in fillies or mares which have particularly bad behavior during their heat cycle in an effort 
to make them more manageable.ò 
 
Dr. Ball also spoke to the imperative ligation of the ovary pedicle once the ovary is severed, to avoid 
fatal hemorrhage: ​ñOnce the ovary is exposed, regardless of the approach, the pedicle (connective 
stalk of the ovary) must be ligated in order to tie off the ovarian artery. The ovarian pedicle is 
composed of the ovarian artery and vein, nerves, and connective tissues. It is extremely important 
that the ligation be secure as fatal hemorrhage has been reported to occur via the ovarian artery. 
The pedicle can be ligated by hand, using suture material or more commonly using surgical stapling 
instruments.ò​ This is not part of the procedure when Dr. Pielstick performs the surgery. Dr Ball also 
noted that the postoperative care must be 3 - 7 days of very careful monitoring for hemorrhage 
which is a serious complication that oftens occurs with this surgery. Again, this is not inline with the 2 
days and then released onto the range Dr. Pielstick claims is acceptable. 
 
No. 4 with continued examples with the additional issue of collusion to circumvent the law: 
 
Background: In 2016 when BLM put out the Decision of Record and said they were going to do 
the experiments on pregnant mares, with the veterinarian performing them to be Dr. Pielstick, 
we filed an administrative appeal (IBLA No, 2016-243) after we submitted our Reasons for 
Appeal and the BLM was not able to dismiss our appeal based on standing as it had two others, 
the BLM then immediately asked the IBLA for a redaction of that Decision of Record saying it no 
longer wanted to do the experiments. We believe that there were other reasons for the legal 
reversal, such as the possibility for a legal precedent that would inhibit future attempts to do 
them and it was rumored that Oregon State University, who was to assist in the surgeries and 
postoperative care, no longer wished to be involved due to the likelihood of successful litigation. 
 
In 2017, 12 Fillies were sold, 4 of them to Dave Duquette from Protect the Harvest (PTH), 
Oregon, and 4 each to 2 other members of PTH. These individuals then had Dr. Pielstick  do 1

1 On the Facebook Page “Wild Horses, BLM & Logical Solutions” They were discussing the PTH spaying 
of wild mares. I have been banned from commenting on the page because I have opinions contrary to 
theirs. Because I had been banned from commenting on this page I asked CAES member, Jeanne 
Bencich Nations to ask in the comments who did the spay surgeries for PTH. I saw that Dave Duquette 
answered and stated that Dr. Leon Pielstick did. Jeanne was later also banned from the group and the 
response to her question from Mr. Duquette was deleted. Her question on that date is still visible in the 
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these same experimental surgeries on them. (Experimental surgeries on wildlife must be done 
in an aseptic environment.) Once purchased from BLM these wild horses lost their status as a 
federally protected wild animal, therefore legally making them ‘property’. This meant they fall 
under the legal regulations for field surgeries of livestock but are still covered under the AWA as 
private animals, private horses, and not farm animals used for food or fibre, and PTH was and is 
still required to follow the AWA as the institution, and  as the attending veterinarian we have 
excellent reason to believe is Dr. Leon Pielstick (see footnote 1) is also required to meet  AWA 
requirements.  Moreover, Protect the Harvest still admits and states that these horses are wild.  
 
Post from Spring 2018, screenshot taken 7/29/2018. 
 

 
 
This post below shows that Dave Duquette was, and is. a member of the FB page Wild Horses, 
BLM & Logical Solutions. See dates bottom right corner. 

screenshots on 12 &, 13,. Mr Duquette is and was a member of this page and did answer the question. 
See Appendix K for my declaration. 
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