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Abstract

Competitive dressage’s social licence to operate is in jeopardy due to ethical concerns surround-
ing the use of horses for dressage. There is limited research that contributes to our understanding
of Canadian equestrian perspectives on the use of horses in dressage. The objectives of this study
were to: (1) explore the cultural context of the Canadian dressage industry, including how horse
well-being is integrated within the culture; and (2) investigate coaches’ and riders’ perceptions
and experiences with the use of horses for dressage. An ethnographic case study approach was
employed, where MR spent 2–6 weeks with each of the four participating Equestrian Canada
Certified dressage coaches and their riders (at least four riders per coach for a total of 19 riders).
Data collection included direct observation, recording field notes and conducting at least one
in-depth interview with each coach and rider. Interviews and field notes were analysed using
reflexive thematic analysis leading to the development of three themes: (1) the systems that
participants operate within; (2) how these systems foster a culture of contradiction in the
industry; and (3) the ‘equestrian dilemma’ highlighting how participants navigate their love
for horses with their horses’well-being amid the sport’s demands. The three themes portray that
the issues faced by the dressage industry may be rooted in systemic problems and could be
described as a ‘wicked problem’. These results aim to inform future research initiatives that
promote a holistic understanding of the challenges faced by the dressage industry and promote
systems thinking solutions.

Introduction

In the last few decades, a shift in ethical perspectives regarding the use of horses in recreation and
competition has taken place withinWesternised societies (Heleski 2023). This shift has prompted
increased reflection and scrutiny concerning the treatment of horses used for dressage (Fraser
2008; Douglas et al. 2022; Heleski 2023). Dressage is an equestrian trainingmethod and discipline
that dates back to 350 BC and exists todaywith itsmost elite level recognised at theOlympics. The
International Equestrian Federation (FEI 2024a) describes that dressage training should display:
“…the development of the horse into a happy athlete through harmonious education.”Many of the
~509,000 horses in Canada (Klosowicz & Laroche 2023) are exposed to dressage training
methods as they form a foundation for other riding disciplines. However, there is now a growing
body of evidence suggesting that dressage horses often do not display behaviours that embody
those of a “happy athlete” (König Von Borstel & Glißman 2014). For example, research suggests
that horses used for dressage are at increased risk for suspensory ligament injuries compared to
horses in other disciplines (Kold & Dyson 2003) and perform behaviours associated with
frustration and distress, such as tail swishing, stiff and stilted gaits, and abnormal oral behaviours
(Von Borstel et al. 2009; Dyson 2016; Greve & Dyson 2020).

Further, researchers have shifted their focus to understanding what constitutes “a life a worth
living” for animals, emphasising positive experiences, in contrast to traditional animal welfare
approaches that prioritised the avoidance of negative experiences (Mellor 2016). Consequently,
there are limited data on how to identify positive mental states in ridden horses (Hall et al. 2018;
Hausberger et al. 2021). An additional complexity to this issue is whether researchers include the
cumulative experiences of an animal’s overall life when assessing welfare, as opposed to point-in-
time or acute experiences, such as those during riding (Lesimple 2020).

Ethical concerns surrounding the use of horses in dressage are also within the public eye,
which jeopardises the competitive equestrian industry’s social licence to operate (i.e. the level of
acceptance that an industry holds from its collaborators and society) (Douglas et al. 2022; Heleski
2023). For instance, in recent years, equestrian-related media has been flooded with elite athletes
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being reprimanded for poor horse welfare training practices (Bailey
2023, 2024; Harty 2023), some articles even being showcased in
mainstream media outlets beyond the equestrian-specific commu-
nity (Victor & Marshall 2023; Slot 2024). In response to societal
concerns, in 2022 the FEI instigated the Equine Ethics and Well-
being Commission (EEWC) tasked with providing recommenda-
tions to the FEI to ensure that “equine welfare is safeguarded
through ethical, evidence-based policy and practices” (De Vos
2022). However, defining animal welfare is inherently complex
due to its value-laden nature, which can vary based on individual
morals and perspectives (Fraser 2008). Furthermore, the FEI guide-
lines on horse training practices and judging principles, particularly
regarding the notion of horses as “happy athletes” that have been
developed through “harmonious education”, remain unclear
(Furtado et al. 2021). This lack of clear language used by the FEI,
in conjunction with limited understanding of behaviours that may
reflect positive affective states in horses (Hall et al. 2018), compli-
cates the development of training practices that intend to promote
positive horse well-being.

Challenges surrounding the use of horses for dressage have
been attributed to a culture that relies upon the interplay between
science, art and ethics (Thompson 2019). Equitation Science (ES),
an academic discipline that has applied learning theory to eques-
trian sports, is the only scientific discipline that provides guidance
for equestrians towards a potentially more ethical way of inter-
acting with horses (von Borstel et al. 2018). However, Luke et al.
(2023) suggested that knowledge of learning theory was not
significantly associated with improved horse welfare, highlighting
a potential knowledge-to-practice gap within the industry. Fun-
damental to the ethical concerns associated with dressage training
is the horse-human relationship, which can have substantial
effects on the well-being of the horses involved (Luke et al.
2022a,b). Coach-rider communication and relationships have
been studied in various disciplines including equestrian sports
(Tufton & Jowett 2021). These partnerships may give rise to
ethical and professional concerns and are complicated within
equestrian disciplines that include potentially non-consensual
equine participants (Jowett 2005; Hogg & Hodgins 2021). Explor-
ations of human-horse relationships highlighted juxtapositions
of viewing horses as both objects/instruments in traditional mili-
taristic ways and post-humanist views that perceive horses as
sentient (Blokhuis & Andersson 2019). These perspectives under-
score the need to explore the way horses are incorporated into
Westernised society and further exploited for the sole entertain-
ment of equestrians, such as through competitive dressage (von
Borstel et al. 2018).

This study aims to fill a gap by underscoring some of the chal-
lenges associated with understanding the perspectives of riders and
coaches in their use of horses in dressage, paving the way for future
initiatives aimed at human behaviour change within the dressage
industry. The objectives of this study were to: (1) explore the cultural
context of the Canadian dressage industry, including howhorse well-
being is integratedwithin the culture; and (2) investigate coaches’ and
riders’ perceptions and experiences during dressage lessons with the
use of horses for dressage sport.

Qualitative methodology and research paradigm

This study employed a qualitative approach that combined the use
of multi-species ethnography and case study designs (Fusch et al.
2017). Ethnography involves the researcher immersing themselves

in a specific culture or organisation to explore a specific phenom-
enon (Creswell & Poth 2018); the phenomenon in this study
included interactions among MR, coaches and riders during inter-
views, informal conversations and dressage training/coaching. Case
studies provide an in-depth analysis of one or more instances of a
phenomenon, whereby each coach and their respective riders rep-
resents a separate ‘case’ (Tracy 2024).

Participant recruitment

Participants were recruited based on recommendations from indi-
viduals within the dressage community (i.e. word of mouth) and
only contacted if their information was publicly available. Inclusion
criteria for coaches included being licensed through Equestrian
Canada (Equestrian Canada 2024) and having between 4–6 student
riders, training at or above training level, that agreed to participate.
Coaches were directly contacted byMR via email. Of the 17 coaches
emailed, four coaches agreed to participate, two of whom were
affiliated with more than one dressage facility. All participants
signed consent forms prior to data collection, and for riders <
18 years of age, consent from the legal guardian was also obtained.
Coaches (n = 4) and riders (n = 19) were informed of the nature of
the study and their ability to withdraw from the study at any point
during the data collection period. This study was approved by
The University of Prince Edward Island’s Ethics Board (REB #
6012120).

Data collection

Data collection included field notes, in-depth individual interviews
and direct observation of participants’ dressage lessons. MR
immersed herself with each dressage coach and their respective
students for 2–6 weeks, assisting with chores, including cleaning
stalls/paddocks and feeding horses. MR also took between 1–4
lessons with each participating coach to gain a better understanding
of their training and coaching methods. Field notes included MR’s
reflections regarding informal conversations she had with partici-
pants and observations she made regarding coach-rider and
human-horse interactions beyond the formal interviews and obser-
vations. At least one audio-recorded, in-depth semi-structured
interview (S1; Supplementary material) was conducted with each
participant to encourage discussions surrounding the research
objectives and six participants were interviewed a second time
to gain a better understanding of their experiences during the
recorded lessons.

Researcher characteristics and reflexivity

Reflexivity is a crucial component of qualitative research, particu-
larly in the ethnographic methodology due to the instrumental role
of the researcher in data collection and analysis (Reyes 2020). MR
conducted data collection and analysis and may have been per-
ceived by participants as having dueling roles as both an ‘outsider’
and ‘insider’ (Wilkinson & Kitzinger 2013; Reyes 2020). MR ini-
tially held ‘outsider’ status having been minimally or entirely
unaffiliated with the participating coaches and riders prior to data
collection. However, MRmay have gained a degree of insider status
at the outset by informing participants during recruitment of her
ownership of two horses and being involved in equestrian sports,
including dressage, for over 14 years. MR believes to have ‘insider’
status through her understanding of dressage terminology as it
relates to tacit knowledge (Burns et al. 2012).
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Additionally, MR’s participation in lessons with the coaches
throughout the study period challenged researcher-participant
power dynamics and may have contributed to MR’s dual roles as
both an instrument for data collection and analysis and as a
participant. Through MR’s immersion at each dressage facility,
her role as a researcher shifted to that of a student and peer with
the participants, fostering connections and friendships. She
observed that her role varied depending on the coach, with some
viewing her as an equal collaborator and others positioningMR as a
student figure. For additional reflexivity information see S2
(Supplementary material).

Data analysis

Interviews were transcribed verbatim and, along with field notes,
were analysed following reflexive thematic analysis (Braun &
Clarke 2006, 2022). During data collection, MR recorded codes
inductively during immersion with the participants and while
reviewing transcripts, field notes and recordings. Codes were then
clustered in themes and sub-themes (S3; Supplementary material).
Through further immersion and familiarisation with the data,
themes were reviewed, refined and summarised into a thematic
map.

Due to the small sample size, demographic information, includ-
ing whether the participant was a coach or a rider, was not included
throughout the results to ensure confidentiality. See Table 1 for
additional demographic information.

Results

The developed themes and the accompanying thematic map
(Figure 1) provide insight into how governing equestrian bodies
and training frameworks may dictate, influence and were perceived
by the Canadian dressage coaches and riders. The first theme (‘The
Systems: Equestrian governance, research and practice’) focuses on
the systems that the participants were aware of or adhered to that
influenced participants’ coaching and riding methods (e.g. FEI and
its affiliated Olympic athletes, and ES). The second theme (‘Culture
of contradiction’) encompasses the mixed messaging surrounding
the topic of the well-being of dressage horses. Specifically, it

addresses the discrepancy between what is proclaimed to be good
horse welfare and what is observed or rewarded, for example, at
FEI-affiliated competitions, including the Olympic role models for
equestrians. The third theme (‘Equestrian dilemma – love for
horses versus horse well-being’) captures the perspectives of the
researcher, coaches and riders of horse well-being within the con-
text of dressage training. Theme three underscores the complex
cultural dynamic within dressage, highlighting the cognitive dis-
sonance equestrians may face when intersecting their beliefs that
horses would never ‘choose’ to be ridden, the practicality of adopt-
ing ‘ethically sound’ training methods and their deep love for
horses.

Theme 1: The Systems: Equestrian governance, research and
practice

Various factors influenced the way coaches and riders trained and
interacted with horses, including a participant’s initial exposure to
equestrian sport that often influenced their perceptions of the
systems they used or operated within, such as, Equestrian
Canada, ES and the FEI. For instance, when participants were asked
how they make decisions regarding who they choose to train with,
many participants discussed that their first coach “sets the
foundation” for establishing what they believed to be “normal”
horse training and coaching practices. This rider described their
gratitude towards their early equestrian coaching:

“…where [horse name] reared on me, I think that I was incredibly
lucky in that moment, the coach that I was riding with, turned to me
and you know, made it a relaxed, like, joke wasn’t like, yelling at me
about it. Because I was already, like, stressed and freaked out. But
was, you know, immediately making the joke in the sense of like, okay,
so we’re all on the same page. You had agency there, the horse, you
know, it was scary. But the horse was responding in a way that was
appropriate. […] There was a certain point where it’s like, he’s saying,
functionally, how else can I tell you this stuff? Right. But I can imagine
a scenario where the response could, from a different person, have
very easily been: ‘yeah,maybe youwere doing something, but that was
also so terrible of him. It doesn’t matter what the other things are that
you need to fix, but he can never ever do that. So turn him in a circle
and like, beat him until he stops or whatever.’ I was 14 or 15 at the
time. Would I have reasonably said, I’m uncomfortable with that? I
don’t know. Probably not. Right?”

While early exposure to the equestrian discipline may influence
later horse training practices, participants also noted that despite
what they had been taught previously, they would adapt their
practices based on their current morals and values. For example,
this participant stated that they used to train in a way that was
consistent with: “…dominance, submissive kind of training, that’s
what I was taught when I was younger was like horses, you make
them do things.” However, they shifted their training practices in
the: “…last ten years, five years I have tried to openmymind because
I want my horses to enjoy being with me. Not that it’s being forced”
suggesting the potential for participants to adapt practices which
may prioritise the horse’s well-being.

Equestrian Canada is the national governing body for Canadian
equestrian sport and horse welfare (Equestrian Canada 2024). MR
asked participants about the role they felt Equestrian Canada
played in developing and supporting equestrians across Canada.
This participant described that:

“…it’s very difficult. I think they’re doing the best they can with the
resources we have.We need dedicated schools, dedicated programmes
if we actually want the progress to happen” [Participant].

Table 1. Demographic profile of the 23 Canadian coach and riders who
participated in the ethnographic study including in-depth interviews, casual
conversations and having their dressage lessons recorded

Demographics Equestrian participants

Coaches n = 4

Riders n = 19

Age range (years) 13–60

Gender Women

Dressage level Training–3rd level

Type of horse ridden by riders1

School horse n = 7

Owned horse n = 7

Leased horse n = 3

Horse in training owned by someone else n = 3

1One rider rode both training horses that they did not own and their own horse.
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“Dedicated schools like with…” [MR].

“Training centres, like inGermany, which is not going to happen here.
Life is too spread out. There isn’t enough money to be made for you to
spend, […] so the realistic-ness of a national training centre where
people actually go…we’re too geographically diverse, and we’re too
individualistic. Nobody really wants to listen, it’s like trying to say like
hey, equitation science has something to say and they’re like, oh, no, I
do the [trainer name] thing or I do this…” [Participant].

Another participating licensed coach shared: “…it’s good to have a
ruling body […] but they [Equestrian Canada] didn’t teach me
anything. I just was tested. But I did do pony club.”. This statement
suggests that while Equestrian Canada “tests” equestrians, their
knowledge comes from other sources. Consequently, Equestrian
Canada’s influence on Canadian coaches and riders may stem from
the individuals they invite for clinics and lectures. For instance, this
participant expressed that they gained valuable knowledge from an
Olympic equestrian clinician who was regularly invited to events
hosted by Equestrian Canada:

“…I think like, the lot of what I learned, I learned from [Olympic coach
name]. So Equestrian Canada organised [Olympic coach name]
Canada-wide to come every two months. For years and years. All the
students rodewith him, the coaches rodewith him. Like I got to sit right
next to him. Andwewould discuss what [rider name]was getting up to
and what the horse needed and what was the next step and that,
because then I am right next to him, seeing what he’s seeing, right?”

This implies that the FEI influences the decisions of national
governing bodies by spotlighting specific equestrian athletes.

The FEI and their equestrian athlete role models (e.g. Olym-
pians) were described by participating coaches and riders as acting
as facilitators for knowledge and education. For example, this
participant discussed the knowledge they gained from successful
professional equestrian athletes:

“I’ve had the opportunity to ride with world class dressage coaches
that have produced hundreds of Grand Prix horses and that have
been to the Olympics…so I’ve gotten all of this information from
people that just have 1,000 times more information and experience
than I’ll ever have in my lifetime.”

Hence, the participant suggested that the metric for respectable
training and coaching practices was successful competitive per-
formances. The FEI training pyramid also served as a tool for
participants. This rider described that they use the: “FEI [training]
pyramid of balance”when working with their horse and coach. The
language from the FEI training pyramid was also commonly used
during lessons to work on the horse’s: “relaxation”, “straightness”
and “collection”.

An additional training resource used by some participants
included ES. For instance, this participant stated that they used to
be “…overly brave, overly aggressive…”, but later they attended:

“…an [ES lecture].And it, like, blewmymind. It was a lecture on how
horses learn, really just boiled down to a science. And that wasmy first
taste of it […]. And then all of a sudden, not all of a sudden, over time,
it was just like, you know, you don’t have to be violent, right? You
don’t have to get after them. But I was taught to get after them. Like as
a working student, I was taught to just lay the stick on ’em until they

Figure 1. A thematic representation of the three themes that were developed by MR in collaboration with the co-authors based on data collected through a multi-species
ethnography with dressage coaches (n = 4) and their student riders (n = 19). The thematic representation illustrates how the participating coaches and riders may be influenced by
the overarching systems they operate within (Theme 1) and the cognitive dissonance they may experience when the systems they operate within conflict with research findings or
horse behaviour that is rewarded in competition (Theme 2). The final theme represents how contradictions in the industrymay amplify feelings of cognitive dissonance, particularly
as equestrians navigate the tension between their love for horses and the demands placed on horses used for dressage (Theme 3).
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go, and it was just sort of how I was raised, so to find another way was
amazing.”

This participant’s experience highlighted that despite unethical
practices being normalised during their development as a profes-
sional equestrian rider, they described an adaptation of their train-
ing and coaching practices based on the integration of new
information gained from ES. However, participants also suggested
that many of the tools provided by ES were not “practical for
competition”, with one participant stating that they “didn’t use
equitation science” when training their current Grand Prix horse
prospect. Another participant stated that: “it [ES] had some tricky
bits, because then I was being too passive. And I wasn’t really getting
the horses connected. And then there were holes in my students’
riding.” This suggests that the resources provided by ES did not
consistently align with expected training outcomes by the FEI
standards.

Participants described that they selectively incorporated elem-
ents from various educational sources, such as Olympians and ES,
based on their perceived compatibility with their existing training
system. For example, this participant explained:

“…what I’ve been able to do is take that [education fromOlympians]
and learn from it and try to apply it the best that I can to the horses
and the stuff I agree with and that I think is appropriate for the horses
and riders that I have now.”

The integration and adaptation of various horse training systems
ultimately suggests that therein lies not a singular system for train-
ing practices. Instead, horse training systems were unique to each
individual coach and rider and shaped by the paradigm through
which they filtered new information.

Theme 2: The culture of contradiction

During the data collection period, several notable and contentious
events unfolded which garnered comments from participants.
These events included a one-year ban of an Olympic athlete,
referred to here as Rider A, and a lifetime ban of another (Rider
B) from FEI events for their mistreatment of horses during dressage
training (Bailey 2023, 2024), the circulation of a viral video showing
a United States Equestrian Federation (USEF) instructor using
language that may diminish horse and rider welfare when coaching
a youth jumping clinic (Wright 2024), and controversial judging at
the 2024 World Cup in Amsterdam (Hector 2024). Many partici-
pants remarked that the actions of Rider A were “disgusting” and
Rider B deservedmore punishment than he was given: “…he should
never be allowed to touch a horse again.” However, amidst the
political issues surrounding equestrian dressage, a world champion
rider, who study participants spoke highly of, showed support for
Rider A with this participant expressing: “…that [showing support
for Rider A] is not something I would have done.”This contradiction
between participants describing Rider A’s actions as “unethical” yet
observing support for him from a world champion dressage rider
highlighted the complex cultural dynamic amongst the FEI role
models within elite dressage.

Additionally, some participants worked as grooms for Olympic
athletes who trained at an Olympic dressage facility, founded and
owned by Rider A. Participants expressed their conflicting experi-
ences, for example, this participant remarked:

“…they’re [Olympic athlete] at the same level as like [RiderA]. Right?
Now [Rider A] is going through the whole Operation X thing. And, I
mean, that is a whole other level of craziness that I definitely did not
see with [Olympic coach], I couldn’t imagine seeing that.”

In contrast, another participant whose student groomed for an
Olympic athlete within the same facility expressed that:

“My student was here from [Olympic dressage facility]. She said she’s
seen people putting those bungie things on the horses’ legs, and that
they all use draw reins, and they all pull super hard. Um, she said it
[Olympic dressage facility] is just a nightmare. Not as bad as [Rider
B], with the random craziness, but all the gadgets and really hard
contacts. It’s like, what the hell. Nobody pays attention to the proper
principles. It’s horrifying.”

These examples suggest further discrepancies between horses
being trained in potentially unethical ways and performing at
FEI events, an organisation that states the: “Welfare of the horse
must never be subordinated to competitive or commercial influences”
(FEI 2024a,b).

The incidents surrounding inappropriate judging and coaching
sparked deeper discussions among participants who believed they
were symptomatic of systemic issues within equestrian culture.
Therefore, participants deemed it unfair for the equestrian industry
to single out an individual when, in many cases, the root of an
individual’s behaviour stemmed from what has been previously
accepted and normalised within the industry. For instance, criti-
cism surrounding the lead rider at the World Cup in Amsterdam
was perceived as issues with FEI judging, rather than the fault of the
individual rider: “the horse literally stopped and backed up at X. It
was clearly distressed. I feel bad for the [rider] – it’s not her fault the
judges rewarded her for it”. The controversy was amplified when
participants discussed an article published by a Canadian eques-
trian magazine, Horse Sport (Jones 2024), highlighting a recent
study that suggested FEI judges were rewarding horse behaviour
that could compromise horse well-being: “Did you see the article
about judges rewarding horses that are behind the vertical? It’s great
to see that the research is starting to support that [industry
perception].” Rewarding distressed horse behaviours in elite dress-
age competitions sparked tensions within the participants, blurring
the line between training that promotes positive horse well-being
and training that diminishes horse well-being. Furthermore, a viral
recording of a USEF jumping coach captured moments where the
coach directed statements to student riders such as: “I personally
would be flipping him [the student’s horse] over backwards” and
suggested that student riders looked like “weaklings” while coach-
ing a youth jumping clinic (Jones 2024; Wright 2024). In response
to the footage, this participant expressed that they have:

“…seen so much of that in the old school Hunter Jumper coaches that
it didn’t surprise me, the parts I did see. I’ve also seen, you know,
snotty, ungrateful riders that have been handed everything, that have
no accountability, and nowork ethic. And I’ve seen people put them in
their place, and I think they need to be.”

This statement highlights that participants may believe that there
has been a normalisation of unhealthy behavioural dynamics
between coach and students which include, in this case, dangerous
activities by the riders and abusive language from the coach.
Another participant described the complexity of the situation,
where the equestrian industry must now balance acceptable prac-
tices as perceived by the public (i.e. affecting the social licence to
operate) and extreme language used due to fear for rider and horse
safety:

“….she [USEF jumping coach] should have thought about the social
licence. […] You can’t be saying [expletive] like that. And it’s setting a
bad example for young people. She’s set in her ways. She’s not thinking
about that…And they [the student riders] were doing dangerous
things. That’s the other piece, is that if you’re not mean enough at the
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right time, somebody’s gonna get hurt […]. It’s like the military. You
don’t duck, when I say duck, you get shot. It’s terrifying as a coach to
know that someone could get badly hurt. So, I feel for her.”

Themedia posed conflicting roles for participants in this study, on the
one hand, this participant stated: “… that’s where social media is good
for our sport”, in response to the viral footage of Rider B.While, on the
other hand, coaches described a lack of transparency at equestrian
farms due to fear of being filmed and berated on the internet:

“…you can take a split-second screenshot. I mean, not everything we
do looks pretty. And like that’s the hardest part of training like […] It’s
gonna look ugly before it looks pretty […] those split second or those
two seconds of video that it’s like, oh my god, the whole thing is
horrible. It’s like no, it’s a baby horse having a temper tantrum and
there’s a lot of factors that go in, but people don’t see that on social
media. They pick what they want, and the rest is horrible.”

Therefore, while media was praised by participants for exposing
athletes who used abusive training methods, it faced criticism
when training techniques were taken out of context, edited and
portrayed to falsely suggest a rider was engaging in abusive
practices.

Participants also suggested that, in many cases, success at com-
petitions had less to do with the training practices utilised by the
riders and more to do with a participant’s socio-economic status,
for instance: “…at this elite level, which, to some extent, depends
significantly on how much money you have, right? And what horses
you can afford to be riding.” Some participants also noted that
pressure from the FEI has resulted in training practices and judging
that favour ‘flashiness’ over positive horse well-being. This partici-
pant communicated:

“…it’s hard when they’re professionals and they got to make money
off these horses. So yeah, that’s kind of maybe, the system’s a little
frigged up too on what they expect from four or five, six-year-olds
[horses]…It should not be expected to see these big moving Grand
Prix frames in young horses.”

This participant further highlights the “demand” placed on horses
used for elite dressage describing that:

“…I wouldn’t be as demanding. I’m not as demanding. So [horse
name], if he was in their [Olympic training] barn, he’d be going in a
total frame. On the bit.” [Participant].

“And do you think that’s a good thing?” [MR].

“…I think there’s a balance between what some people think you
should do with a baby horse. And what… but what people see is: ohhh
they are training that thing to death, but she might ride it for
10 minutes…” [Participant].

This participant suggested that the pressure from competition may
lead to training practices that are not perceived to be consistent with
positive horse well-being, which inherently contradicts the goals
stated by the FEI. Ultimately, the normalisation of practices that do
not align with positive horse well-being were highlighted by this
participant who stated:

“…a community that is liable to act in ways that are normalised
within the community, regardless of how reasonable those things
might actually be. And I think that that’s honestly probably part of
the issue with a lot of high-level equestrian stuff […] obviously there
are inherently gonna be some people that are going to be just terrible
people who don’t care, but there are also going to be people who do
care and are just in a situation where things have been so normalised
that they, you know, legitimately are trying to do the right thing and
either don’t know what the right things to do are or know, but think
that it’s normal not to do those things. Right? And that’s not neces-
sarily to say that they shouldn’t be held accountable anyway.”

From one perspective, equestrian participants may be seen as
integral to the governing equestrian systems, and therefore com-
plicit within a culture that has fostered an environment where horse
behaviours that indicate poor well-being have been accepted, nor-
malised and, in some cases, rewarded. An additional perspective
may be that this normalisation of compromised horse well-being
may create internal conflicts for equestrians or, in some instances,
encourage ‘barn blindness’ (i.e. equestrians are conditioned to
perceive negative indicators of horse well-being as neutral or posi-
tive). In such contexts, this may place equestrian athletes as victims
of the governing equestrian systems.

Theme 3: Equestrian dilemma: Love for horses versus horse
welfare

When participants were asked about the way horses contributed to
their lives, many participants indicated that horses were attached to
their identity in some way. For example, this participant expressed:
“…every time I’ve thought of not having a horse, like, it’s very
depressing. And I don’t know if I could actually live without having
a horse to look at, maybe not necessarily always ride.” Another
participant stated that: “It’s my job now. And they also are my…I
don’t know what do you call that? My life? Yeah, basically, my whole
life is centred around horses. I worked before to just afford a horse”.
Other participants expressed that they started working with horses
as: “…a means of self-care. Like, I started my career in the therapy
field. And I was like, I know, I’m gonna need to do something for
myself. And it very quickly became like a lifestyle, I think it was
always a childhood passion”, while other participants had competi-
tive aspirations: “I would really like to develop another horse to
Grand Prix…”. These statements demonstrate the diverse roles that
horses played within participants’ lives, including being a source of
income, an outlet to improve the lives of the participating coaches
and riders and to achieve goals and success through, for example,
competition.

However, it was also noted that owning horses and running an
equestrian facility were not financially lucrative, with most par-
ticipating coaches having careers external to their job as a dressage
coach. For example, this participant stated: “this [equestrian
facility] does not pay for this [equestrian facility] […] my
[employed] coaches don’t make living wages” and later confessed
to feeling, “…lucky because, I don’t rely on this [coaching and
boarding facility] to pay the bills.” Consequently, this participant
also expressed that because they did not rely on their equestrian
facility for income, they were able to avoid situations where they
felt pressured to compromise the horse’s well-being to satisfy the
goals of the rider: “…so, I can be like, I’mnot gonna let you ride like
that, just to get to a show. Sorry no.” This implied that despite
participants’ love for their horses, many coaches perceived their
reality as a balancing act between safeguarding their livelihood
and ensuring the well-being of their horses, viewing horses
through a utilitarian lens.

Some participants also expressed their belief that horses would
never choose voluntarily to be ridden:

“Horses weren’t made for us to ride […] when people say that a horse
loves to work, what does that really mean? I don’t know that they love
to work. I think they accept that they work. I think that they become
conditioned to work. But I don’t believe they love to work.”

While other participants believed that their horse: “…mentally
enjoys doing stuff, going places and doing things”.However, regard-
less of whether participants believed their horses enjoyed being

6 Megan Ross et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2


ridden or “worked”, participants commonly emphasised the use of
horse training and coaching methods that prioritise improving
horses’ longevity and soundness, with this participant remarking
that if horses are:

“…ridden well, then their muscles are better, they’re physically fit […]
the longevity of a good ridden horse…I look at my 23-year-old who
was ridden very well, round and properly for his whole life. He is still
sound, semi-sound. He still has a really nice top line. He still goes out
in the field and plays and you know, good lung capacity compared to
some of the horses I’ve seen that, really weren’t riding horses. You
know, their backs give out…”.

Further, this participant suggested that, “…to get to a happy horse,
you might make them unhappy for a while…” but that if horses: “…
do what you’re asking for, they are going to be: (A) in a situation
where you are going to release that request, and (B) in a situation
where they are ultimately feeling better physically than, than they
were a little bit ago.” Hence, participants implied that correct
training practices promoted horses “feeling better” in their bodies,
and that these benefits outweigh the lack of agency horses had
within dressage lessons. Additionally, participants also expressed
their belief that the care horses receive can justify or offset the stress
horses may experience during their dressage training sessions, with
this participant highlighting that for “…especially show horses […]
you’re doing more maintenance and care, like their feet are done
regularly, they’re wormed regularly. They might have a little more
stress when they’re competitive, but the care that they get is top
notch.” This perspective reflected a complex ethical consideration
by participants, balancing the well-being of the horse with the
demands of the sport.

In some instances, coaches also felt they were doing a service to
horses who previously experienced training methods that were
perceived as unethical. For example, this participant believed to
run a “horse-centric” equestrian facility that made them feel that
they were:

“…making a difference. Some of these horses, they come to us, so
they’re in trouble or sore, and they’re confused. And we do our best to
try to help them figure life out. And, I just like being with them. […] I
enjoy the process of getting a student to ride a horse in such a way that
you see the horse going: ‘oh, thank god, this feels better’ […] I like
making the horse actually happy because quite often, they are not as
happy as we think they are.”

This participant implied that their role as a coach extends beyond
teaching students how to ride horses but also improving the lives of
horses that live within their facility. However, other participants
described challenges with achieving correct training in an efficient
way: “… I need to figure that out, where I can do my 15 minutes of
schooling correctly.” Participants also associated efficient training
with fewer riding hours needed to improve horse posture, ultim-
ately helping horses feel comfortable in their bodies more quickly.
When participants were asked how they communicate with their
horse when they ride them, it was often described in idealistic terms
rather than practical terms:

“…in an ideal situation, I’d get on my horse, and they would be calm
about everything, not stressed or anxious about anything. I would
ride perfectly at all moments, and, you know, give them the perfect
cues in the perfect moments that are so clear that they always
understand. And they would be loose and moving freely and in a
good position at all times. And that would be the perfect ideal
situation. But again, you know, it’s not always, it’s not always
reasonably feasible […] there’s gonna be a lot more grey area […]
and you may not have the knowledge to understand the complexities
within the grey areas.”

This participant acknowledged that ideal horse training methods
were not consistently feasible due to the complexities of real-life
situations, suggesting that horses may experience negative emo-
tional states as a result of imperfect training practices.

It was also suggested that equestrians may resist new infor-
mation that criticises current practices, due to the discomfort
they may feel being told that their current practices may be
perceived as unethical and/or abusive. For example, this partici-
pant expressed that equestrians may push back against new
information because:

“…most people I would say, don’t get involved with riding horses
because they are evil and want to abuse their animals. And so I think
that there’s (A) a level of just with people in general not enjoying being
told what they can or can’t do. And (B) I think that it can feel like
judgment that you’re being told, hey, this thing that you’ve been
doing, you can’t do it, it’s mean to your animal. So, I can understand
how there might be a natural thought process to push back against
that. To be like, yeah, well no, I love my horse. My horse loves me. I’m
not an evil person.”

Despite an equestrian culture that is perceived to be resistant to
change, this participant also envisioned an:

“…ideal mindset where everyone would be able to process that and
say, oh, okay, so I have been doing this thing. And, man, buddy, I’m so
sorry, we now know that it’s not great. I was doing, you know, the best
thing that I knew at the time. And now I know better, and I’m not
going to do it again.”

However, the participant also acknowledged the emotional struggle
of having this mindset, describing: “… how there might be an
emotional response, which probably gets conflated with the natural
human urge to say, ‘Hey, don’t control me, I can do what I want’ […]
none of us want to hurt the animals that we’re working with.”
Ultimately, this participant’s reflection reveals a tension between
the love that equestrians have for their horses and the difficult
nature of changing established practices due to internal and cultural
barriers.

Overall, the complex cultural dynamic within the equestrian
industry was illustrated by participants’ expressed beliefs that
horses may not be consensual participants, but that the care and
training dressage horses might receive has the potential to enhance
their well-being in ways they would not otherwise experience. This
nuanced perspective reflects the difficulties equestrians face in
reconciling their love for horses with the ethical implications of
their sport, especially within the context of new information chal-
lenging traditional training methods.

Discussion

The aim of this study was to explore the cultural context of dressage
coaching with Equestrian Canada-accredited dressage coaches.
This study revealed tensions between the expectations put in place
by governing bodies of competitive dressage, participants’ unique
training/coaching systems and participants’ perceived ability for
horses to experience positive welfare because of dressage training.
Results also indicate that while the FEI promotes the concept of
developing horses into “happy athletes”, it also fosters a culture that
rewards behaviour contrary to that message. This contradiction
places ethical dilemmas on equestrian riders and coaches who
believe themselves to be balancing their love for horses with the
demands of the sport that may contribute to poor horse welfare.
Riders’ and coaches’ emotional connection to horses may hinder
the adoption of practices that enhance horse well-being since
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confronting the possibility that their current or past practices could
be perceived as ‘abusive’ can be emotionally challenging.

It is important to note that these perspectives are a brief snap-
shot of a narrow subgroup of individuals within the Canadian
dressage population and, as such, should not be generalised as
perceptions pertaining to the entire Canadian dressage industry.
This study sample, consisting of only women, points to a lack of
male perspectives on these dynamics, which could offer a rounded
understanding of gender roles in equestrian sport. However, the
prominent role of women in this study reflects the contemporary
shift fromdressage’s patriarchal origins inwartime applications to a
more ‘feminised’ domain, especially at amateur levels (Finkel &
Danby 2019).

Participants in this study highlighted early exposure to eques-
trian sport as being predictive of equestrians’ later interactions,
including training practices, with horses. Similarly, Hemsworth
et al. (2021) reported that background factors, such as knowledge
and experience with horses, including the length of time an indi-
vidual has owned a horse, whether or not a horse owner has
participated in a horse club membership and/or if they received
riding instruction were significantly correlated with an individual’s
beliefs regarding horse behaviour and perceived ability to influence
horse behaviour. Despite this,many participants described a shift in
their training practices later in life as they adopted new information
to better align horse training practices with their morals and values.
The revision of concepts often requires downstream shifts in related
concepts and perceptions as well as the adoption of alternative
categories to replace the misconception (Chi & Roscoe 2002).
Therefore, when translating knowledge gained through research,
it may be important to provide consumers with sufficient informa-
tion to bridge conceptual gaps necessary for a paradigm shift, such
that new information can lead to meaningful changes in under-
standing and practice. Based on remarks by some coaches and
riders in this study who expressed modifying their training
approaches in ways that may be perceived as more ethical, future
efforts to enhance riding education could prevent the normalisation
of training practices that compromise horse welfare and promote
and apply ‘ethical’ horse training practices, thereby removing the
need for significant perspective shifts in adulthood.

Elite equestrian athletes served as role models for many parti-
cipants in this studywhich is consistent with previous literature that
suggests role models act as a motivator for equestrians to ride at an
elite level (Keegan et al. 2010; Lamperd et al. 2016; Luke et al. 2024).
Given that equestrians in this study and abroad (Luke et al. 2024)
were influenced by their admiration for and/or aspirations to
become elite athletes, competitive equestrian organisations likely
play a significant role in determining the welfare of horses by
adapting rules and judging criteria (Luke et al. 2024). Given the
degree of influence elite level equestrians can have on aspiring
equestrian athletes, it is important to consider howmessaging from
Olympic athletes may contribute to cognitive dissonance eques-
trians may experience when balancing their love for the sport and
their love for the horse.

Many participants in this study were aware of and/or believed
they applied ES principles in their horse riding and coaching
regime. Previous literature has reported that a relatively low per-
centage of equestrians accurately understand learning theory, from
an ES lens, as less than 25% of Australian survey participants were
able to correctly identify operant conditioning terms (Luke et al.
2023). However, despite participants’ awareness of and respect for
ES, some did not believe that ES principles were practical for
competition goals. This suggests that there may be a discrepancy

between ES principles and participants’ ability to effectively apply
ES to achieve their competitive goals.

There is a common belief amongst the scientific community that
increasing education of science, such as ES, will result in increased
adoption of scientific principles (Warren-Smith &McGreevy 2008;
Randle 2016; Bornmann et al. 2021). However, this deficit-based
model of scientific communication (Sinatra et al. 2014) has been
challenged (McGreevy 2007; Browne et al. 2015; Achterberg et al.
2017; Thompson &Haigh 2018). For instance, increased education
is suggested to have a limited effect on behavioural adaptions of
many individuals due to the innate human nature of biased infor-
mation processing which is integral to an individual’s cultural and
psychological orientations (Browne et al. 2015). In the equestrian
industry, for example, knowledge-to-practice gaps have been
reported whereby despite equestrians’ awareness of issues pertain-
ing to poor horse welfare, such as individual housing, these same
participants did not apply practices that would improve horse
welfare, like keeping horses in groups (Visser & Van Wijk-Jansen
2012). Additionally, barriers external to education often prevent
human behaviours that improve horse well-being, including finan-
cial and time constraints, lack of space availability, societal norms
andminimal resources (Maurício et al. 2024; Ross et al. 2024). Luke
et al. (2024) reported that equestrians who correctly identified key
components of learning theory (from an ES perspective) did not
report improved horse welfare in management or ridden contexts,
nor did they report improved rider safety when handling or riding
horses, highlighting potential contradictions between what eques-
trians understand conceptually versus what equestrians do in prac-
tice. The ideation that conceptual knowledge (“knowing that…”)
does not consistently produce procedural knowledge (“knowing
how….”) (Rittle-Johnson & Alibali 1999; Hadjimichael & Tsoukas
2019; VanScoy 2019) will be an important focus for behaviour
change research in the equestrian industry.

Ethical dilemmas were highlighted throughout the study period,
based on participants expressing a disconnect between horses’
desire to participate in dressage and equestrian participants’ desire
to partake in dressage, which may contribute to the potential for
equestrians to experience cognitive dissonance. Previous reports
have highlighted cognitive dissonance among equestrians, describ-
ing, for example, their rationalisation of participating in equestrian
sports while balancing their recognition of the growing body of
evidence suggesting the potential for equestrian sports to cause
horses psychological and physical harm (Hogg & Hodgins 2021).
The controversial events that occurred within the elite dressage
industry may have further contributed to cognitive dissonance
among equestrians, who observed a disconnect between horse
training that leads to success in elite competition and subsequent
criticisms based on documentation that demonstrates training that
caused poor horse well-being. In the last ten years, publications
have highlighted contradictions within the FEI. For example, des-
pite the FEI (2024a) stating that a horse’s “…head should remain
[…] with the nose line slightly in front of the vertical”, FEI judges
were more likely to give a higher score if the horse’s nose line was
behind the vertical plane (Hamilton et al. 2022). Contradictions
between what is stated by the FEI, which is not consistent with what
the FEI rewards at elite levels, embeds ethical dilemmas within
dressage participants.

It could be argued that social media has played a pivotal role in
prompting a recent cultural shift within the FEI (Heleski 2023),
leading to their development of the EEWC (De Vos 2022) and the
recent launch of the ‘Be a Guardian’ video, that emphasised the
FEI’s commitment to safeguarding the welfare of sport horses
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(FEI 2024b). Social media was highlighted by participants in this
study as playing a dynamic role, recognising that if used properly,
it can remove individuals like Rider B, yet may also display out-
of-context situations that portray rider actions as worse than
they are. To demonstrate how the role of social media has
influenced FEI decision-making, in 2012, Rider B was reported
for welfare violations, after a horse under his training allegedly
reared over backwards while wearing restrictive side reins, leav-
ing the horse unable to stand, bleeding from the nose and
convulsing (Jaffer 2012). However, Rider B was cleared of these
accusations due to a lack of video evidence (Loushin 2015), until
2024 when viral footage sparked widespread public outrage,
where Rider B was consequently banned from participating in
FEI- and USEF-affiliated competitions (Bailey 2024). This sug-
gests that social media and public opinion can influence the
behaviour of large equestrian organisations. Further, based on
literature that suggests some elite equestrians prioritised com-
petitive success over their relationship with their horse, it was
indicated that governing equestrian bodies reframe what is con-
sidered successful to make the needs of the horse and humans
equitable (Luke et al. 2024).

A wicked problem and systems thinking

Based on the thematic analysis of the data collected through
informal conversations, formal interviews and observations,
MR believes the data reflected dressage horse well-being as
connected to systemic issues. Evaluating the data solely from
the perspectives of the study’s participants overlooks the influ-
ence of the larger systems they operate within. Throughout
analysis and discussions with the research team (i.e, KP, KM,
CR, CL), it became clear that ethical concerns for dressage horses
represent a “wicked problem”, a complex problem that appears
unsolvable or can only be addressed within its network of influ-
encing factors (Churchman 1967; Rittel & Webber 1973; Lönng-
ren & van Poeck 2021).

The intention of this project is not to place blame on particular
individuals but to accentuate the deep-rooted systemic issues sur-
rounding the well-being of horses used for dressage. With the FEI
launching initiatives that promise the protection of the well-being
of horses yet failing to acknowledge its own responsibility in
establishing a culture that has ignored and, in some cases, rewarded
poor horse welfare, the industry will continue to face challenges
with public scrutiny and cognitive dissonance amongst equestrian
participants. Based on the results from this study along with the
political and public controversy surrounding dressage sport, we
believe these issues fit within the conceptual framework of a “wicked
problem”. Rittel and Webber (1973) coined this term which differ-
entiated between issues regarding natural sciences versus social
sciences, whereby issues within social science could not be solved
through “linear reductionistic problem-solving approaches” (Lönngren
& van Poeck 2021). Researchers have proposed adopting systems
thinking approaches in place of more reductionist methods. Luke
et al. (2022a) extended the systems thinking concept to the equestrian
industry, arguing that improving the well-being of horses used for
sport would be most effective through a systems thinking lens. The
notion of a “wicked problem” has been explored in the equestrian
sector by Elliot (2013), who highlighted that the UK’s failure to
implement policies supporting “grassroots” equestrians may be due
to factors that are beyond the control of direct industry actors. For
example, broader societal factors such as the perception of equestri-
anism being associated with elitism and wealth (Fletcher & Dashper

2013; Coulter 2014) reduced government funding that aimed to
promote accessibility of the sport.

A systems thinking approach underscores the importance of
incorporating diverse worldviews and theoretical frameworks to
gain a more holistic understanding of how individual perspectives
are connected with the challenges faced by the equestrian industry
(Price &Norman 2008; Salas et al. 2010; Thompson&Haigh 2018).
For example, welfare frameworks like the Five Domains model
(Mellor et al. 2020) and David Fraser’s concept of animal welfare
(Fraser 2008), illustrate how interpretations of welfare vary depend-
ing on personal values and belief systems. These models suggest
that achieving optimal animal welfare, including horses used for
dressage, requires consideration of all aspects of an animal’s life. To
advance the discussion on what constitutes ‘good’ versus ‘poor’
horse well-being, it will be essential to address the value-laden
nature of animal welfare discussions and incorporate the range of
worldviews within scientific discourse of horse well-being within
the context of dressage.

Animal welfare implications and conclusion

The results of this study suggest that participants’ past experiences,
along with influence from organisations like the FEI, shape eques-
trians’ training practices and their understanding of methods that
may or may not align with positive horse welfare. These experiences,
combined with the standards set by the FEI, can create ethical
dilemmas when what is promoted theoretically conflicts with what
is observed in practice. Furthermore, barriers seem to exist between
evidence-based training approaches and their perceived effectiveness
in achieving competitive success, which may hinder the adoption of
welfare-focusedpractices.As a result, someCanadian equestrians find
themselves balancing their love for horses with the pressures of
competitive sport andmay feel compelled to adapt their beliefs and/or
behaviours based on factors such as horse welfare and/or competitive
success. Ultimately, the results suggest that influences on dressage
horse welfare extend beyond their riders and owners but is also
influenced by the organisations that set the standard for competition
and what constitutes positive horse welfare. Moving forward, incorp-
orating holistic frameworks and worldviews into research and the
equestrian industry such that practices are consistent with ethical
standards will be critical for the sustainability of dressage.

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can be
found at http://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2.

Acknowledgements. Wewould like to extend our gratitude to all participants
for welcoming MR onto their farm and generously offering their time and
insights. Their love for horses was evident and their contributions will provide
tremendous value to the research community. This project was supported
through funds from the Atlantic Veterinary College and the Canada Research
Chair programme.

Competing interest. None.

References

Achterberg P, de KosterW and van derWaal J 2017 A science confidence gap:
Education, trust in scientific methods, and trust in scientific institutions in
the United States, 2014. Public Understanding of Science (Bristol, England)
26(6): 704–720. https://doi.org/10.1177/0963662515617367

BaileyM 2023Updated: Helgstrand Removed FromDanish TeamAfter TV Expose,
28December 2023.https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/helgstrand-removed-
from-danish-team-after-tv-expose/ (accessed 8 January 2025).

Animal Welfare 9

https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963662515617367
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/helgstrand-removed-from-danish-team-after-tv-expose/
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/helgstrand-removed-from-danish-team-after-tv-expose/
https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2


Bailey M 2024 Updated: USEF and FEI investigating training video of Cesar
Parra. The Chronicle of the Horse, 2 February 2024. https://www.chronofhorse.
com/article/usef-and-fei-investigating-training-video-of-cesar-parra/ (accessed
8 January 2025).

Blokhuis MZ and Andersson P 2019 Riders’ understanding of the role of their
horse in sports dressage. Equine Cultures in Transition. Routledge: London,
UK.

Bornmann T, Randle H and Williams J 2021 Investigating equestrians’ per-
ceptions of horse happiness: An exploratory study. Journal of Equine Veter-
inary Science 104: 103697. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jevs.2021.103697

Braun V and Clarke V 2006 Using thematic analysis in psychology.Qualitative
Research in Psychology 3(2): 77–101. https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706q-
p063oa

Braun V and Clarke V 2022 Thematic Analysis: A Practical Guide. SAGE:
London, UK. https://doi.org/10.3138/cjpe.76737

BrowneM,ThomsonP,RockloffMJ and PennycookG 2015Going against the
herd: Psychological and cultural factors underlying the ‘Vaccination Confi-
dence Gap.’ PLoS One 10(9): e0132562. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0132562

Burns E, Fenwick J, Schmied V and Sheehan A 2012 Reflexivity in midwifery
research: The insider/outsider debate. Midwifery 28(1): 52–60. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.midw.2010.10.018

Chi MTH and Roscoe RD 2002 The processes and challenges of conceptual
change. In: Limón M and Mason L (eds) Reconsidering Conceptual Change:
Issues in Theory and Practice pp 3–27. Kluwer Academic Publishers: The
Netherlands. https://doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47637-1_1

ChurchmanW 1967Guest editorial:Wicked problems.Management Science pp
B141–B142. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2628678 (accessed 8 January 2025).

Coulter K 2014Herds and hierarchies: Class, nature, and the social construction
of horses in equestrian culture. Society & Animals pp 135–152. https://doi.
org/10.1163/15685306-12341253

Creswell JW and Poth CN 2018 Qualitative Inquiry & Research Design:
Choosing Among Five Approaches, Fourth Edition. SAGE: London, UK.

De Vos I 2022 Equine Ethics and Wellbeing Commission. Equine Ethics and
Wellbeing Commission. https://equinewellbeing.fei.org/ (accessed 8 January
2025).

Douglas J, Owers R and Campbell MLH 2022 Social licence to operate: What
can equestrian sports learn from other industries? Animals 12(15): 1987.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12151987

Dyson S 2016 Evaluation of poor performance in competition horses: A
musculoskeletal perspective. Part 1: Clinical assessment. Equine Veterinary
Education 28(5): 284–293. https://doi.org/10.1111/eve.12426

Elliot K 2013 Policy implementation as a wicked problem: A study of the horse-
world. Doctoral thesis, DurhamUniversity,UK. https://etheses.dur.ac.uk/9380/
(accessed 8 January 2025).

Equestrian Canada 2024 Certification. https://equestrian.ca/coaches-officials/
coaches/certification/ (accessed 8 January 2025).

Fédération Equestre Internationale 2024a FEI Dressage Rules. https://inside.
fei.org/fei/disc/dressage/rules (accessed 8 January 2025).

Fédération Equestre Internationale 2024b Be aGuardian. https://www.fei.org/
stories/lifestyle/horse-human/guardians (accessed 8 January 2025).

Finkel R andDanby P 2019 Legitimizing leisure experiences as emotional work:
A post-humanist approach to gendered equine encounters. Gender, Work &
Organization 26(3): 377–391. https://doi.org/10.1111/gwao.12268

Fletcher T and Dashper K 2013 ‘Bring on the dancing horses!’: Ambivalence
and class obsession within British media reports of the dressage at London
2012. Sociological Research Online 18(2): 118–125. https://doi.org/10.5153/
sro.3040

Fraser D 2008 Understanding animal welfare. Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica
50(1): S1. https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-50-S1-S1

Furtado T, Preshaw L, Hockenhull J, Wathan J, Douglas J, Horseman S,
Smith R, Pollard D, Pinchbeck G,Rogers J and Hall C 2021 How happy are
equine athletes? Stakeholder perceptions of equine welfare issues associated
with equestrian sport. Animals 11(11): 3228. https://doi.org/10.3390/
ani11113228

Fusch P, Fusch G and Ness L 2017 How to conduct a mini-ethnographic case
study: A guide for novice researchers. The Qualitative Report 22(3): 923–941.
https://doi.org/10.46743/2160-3715/2017.2580

Greve L and Dyson S 2020 What can we learn from visual and objective
assessment of non-lame and lame horses in straight lines, on the lunge and
ridden? Equine Veterinary Education 32(9): 479–491. https://doi.org/10.1111/
eve.13016

Hadjimichael D and Tsoukas H 2019 Toward a better understanding of tacit
knowledge in organizations: Taking stock and moving forward. Academy of
Management Annals 13(2): 672–703. https://doi.org/10.5465/annals.2017.0084

Hall C, Randle H, Pearson G, Preshaw L andWaran N 2018 Assessing equine
emotional state.Applied Animal Behaviour Science 205: 183–193. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.applanim.2018.03.006

Hamilton KL, Lancaster BE and Hall C 2022 Equine conflict behaviors in
dressage and their relationship to performance evaluation. Journal of Veter-
inary Behavior 55–56: 48–57. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2022.07.011

Harty E 2023 What’s at stake with social license? - The chronicle of the horse.
The Chronicle of the Horse. https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/whats-at-
stake-with-social-license/

HausbergerM, Lesimple C andHenry S 2021Detecting welfare in a non-verbal
species: Social/cultural biases and difficulties in horse welfare assessment.
Animals 11(8): 2249. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11082249

HectorC 2024Dressage inAmsterdam—Yuck.Horsemagazine, 27 January 2024.
https://www.horsemagazine.com/thm/2024/01/dressage-in-amsterdam-yuck/
(accessed 8 January 2025)

Heleski CR 2023 Social license to operate–Why public perception matters for
horse sport: Some personal reflections. Journal of Equine Veterinary Science
124: 104266. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jevs.2023.104266

Hemsworth LM, Jongman EC and Coleman GJ 2021 The human–horse
relationship: Identifying the antecedents of horse owner attitudes towards
horse husbandry and management behaviour. Animals 11(2): 278. https://
doi.org/10.3390/ani11020278

Hogg RC and Hodgins GA 2021 Symbiosis or sporting tool? Competition and
the horse-rider relationship in elite equestrian sports. Animals 11(5): Article
5. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11051352

Jaffer N 2012 Parra faces charges of animal abuse. The Chronicle of the Horse.
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/parra-faces-charges-animal-abuse/
(accessed 8 January 2025).

Jones E 2024 US Equestrian conducts review of controversial training clinic.Horse
& Hound. https://www.horseandhound.co.uk/news/usef-reviews-controversial-
katie-monahan-prudent-clinic-848437 (accessed 8 January 2025).

Jowett S 2005 The Coach-athlete partnership. The Psychologist 18(7): 412–415.
Keegan R, Spray C, Harwood C and Lavallee D 2010 The motivational

atmosphere in youth sport: Coach, parent, and peer influences onmotivation
in specializing sport participants. Journal of Applied Sport Psychology 22(1):
87–105. https://doi.org/10.1080/10413200903421267

Klosowicz J and Laroche K 2023 The Canadian Equine Sector: Socio-Economic
Insights 2023. https://www.equestrian.ca/cdn/storage/resources_v2/fkeEaAYT
batJJwYjJ/original/fkeEaAYTbatJJwYjJ.pdf (accessed 8 January 2025).

Kold SE and Dyson SJ 2003 Lameness in the dressage horse. Diagnosis and
Management of Lameness in the Horse. Elsevier: London, UK. https://doi.
org/10.1016/B978-0-7216-8342-3.50124-8

König Von Borstel U and Glißman C 2014 Alternatives to conventional
evaluation of rideability in horse performance tests: Suitability of rein tension
and behavioural parameters. PLoS One 9(1): e87285. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0087285

LamperdW, Clarke D,Wolframm I andWilliams J 2016What makes an elite
equestrian rider? Comparative Exercise Physiology 12: 105–118. https://doi.
org/10.3920/CEP160011

Lesimple C 2020 Indicators of horse welfare: State-of-the-art. Animals 10(2):
Article 2. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10020294

Lönngren J and van Poeck K 2021 Wicked problems: A mapping review of the
literature. International Journal of Sustainable Development &World Ecology
28(6): 481–502. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2020.1859415

Loushin K 2015 Cesar Parra cleared of horse cruelty charges. The Chronicle of
the Horse. https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/cesar-parra-cleared-horse-
cruelty-charges/ (accessed 8 January 2025).

LukeKL,McAdie T, Smith BP andWarren-SmithAK 2022aNew insights into
ridden horse behaviour, horse welfare and horse-related safety. Applied
Animal Behaviour Science 246: 105539. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appla-
nim.2021.105539

10 Megan Ross et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/usef-and-fei-investigating-training-video-of-cesar-parra/
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/usef-and-fei-investigating-training-video-of-cesar-parra/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jevs.2021.103697
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
https://doi.org/10.3138/cjpe.76737
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132562
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132562
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2010.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2010.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47637-1_1
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2628678
https://doi.org/10.1163/15685306-12341253
https://doi.org/10.1163/15685306-12341253
https://equinewellbeing.fei.org/
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani12151987
https://doi.org/10.1111/eve.12426
https://etheses.dur.ac.uk/9380/
https://equestrian.ca/coaches-officials/coaches/certification/
https://equestrian.ca/coaches-officials/coaches/certification/
https://inside.fei.org/fei/disc/dressage/rules
https://inside.fei.org/fei/disc/dressage/rules
https://www.fei.org/stories/lifestyle/horse-human/guardians
https://www.fei.org/stories/lifestyle/horse-human/guardians
https://doi.org/10.1111/gwao.12268
https://doi.org/10.5153/sro.3040
https://doi.org/10.5153/sro.3040
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-50-S1-S1
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11113228
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11113228
https://doi.org/10.46743/2160-3715/2017.2580
https://doi.org/10.1111/eve.13016
https://doi.org/10.1111/eve.13016
https://doi.org/10.5465/annals.2017.0084
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2018.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2018.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2022.07.011
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/whats-at-stake-with-social-license/
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/whats-at-stake-with-social-license/
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11082249
https://www.horsemagazine.com/thm/2024/01/dressage-in-amsterdam-yuck/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jevs.2023.104266
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11020278
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11020278
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11051352
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/parra-faces-charges-animal-abuse/
https://www.horseandhound.co.uk/news/usef-reviews-controversial-katie-monahan-prudent-clinic-848437
https://www.horseandhound.co.uk/news/usef-reviews-controversial-katie-monahan-prudent-clinic-848437
https://doi.org/10.1080/10413200903421267
https://www.equestrian.ca/cdn/storage/resources_v2/fkeEaAYTbatJJwYjJ/original/fkeEaAYTbatJJwYjJ.pdf
https://www.equestrian.ca/cdn/storage/resources_v2/fkeEaAYTbatJJwYjJ/original/fkeEaAYTbatJJwYjJ.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-7216-8342-3.50124-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-7216-8342-3.50124-8
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087285
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087285
https://doi.org/10.3920/CEP160011
https://doi.org/10.3920/CEP160011
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10020294
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2020.1859415
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/cesar-parra-cleared-horse-cruelty-charges/
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/cesar-parra-cleared-horse-cruelty-charges/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2021.105539
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2021.105539
https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2


Luke KL, McAdie T, Warren-Smith AK, Rawluk A and Smith BP 2023 Does a
working knowledge of learning theory relate to improved horsewelfare and rider
safety? Anthrozoös pp 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2023.2166713

LukeK,RawlukA andMcAdie T 2022b A new approach to horse welfare based
on systems thinking. Animal Welfare 31(1): 37–49. https://doi.org/10.7120/
09627286.31.1.004

Luke, K,Rawluk A,McAdie T, Smith B andWarren-Smith A 2024 Investigating
the motivational priorities underlying equestrians’ horse-keeping and training
practices. Anthrozoös pp 1–21. https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2024.2303228

Maurício LS, LemeDP andHötzelMJ 2024The easiest becomes the rule: Beliefs,
knowledge and attitudes of equine practitioners and enthusiasts regarding
horse welfare. Animals 14(9): Article 9. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14091282

McGreevy PD 2007 The advent of equitation science. The Veterinary Journal
174(3): 492–500. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2006.09.008

Mellor D 2016 Updating animal welfare thinking: Moving beyond the “Five
Freedoms” towards “A Life Worth Living.” Animals 6(3): 21. https://doi.
org/10.3390/ani6030021

Mellor DJ,Beausoleil NJ, Littlewood KE,McLean AN,McGreevy PD, Jones B
and Wilkins C 2020 The 2020 Five Domains model: Including human–
animal interactions in assessments of animal welfare. Animals 10(10): 1870.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10101870

Price MC and Norman E 2008 Intuitive decisions on the fringes of conscious-
ness: Are they conscious and does it matter? Judgment and Decision Making
3(1): 28–41. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1930297500000140

Randle H 2016Welfare friendly equitation—Understanding horses to improve
training and performance. Journal of Veterinary Behavior 15: vii–viii. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2016.10.005

Reyes V 2020 Ethnographic toolkit: Strategic positionality and researchers’
visible and invisible tools in field research. Ethnography 21(2): 220–240.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1466138118805121

Rittel H and Webber M 1973 Dilemmas in general theory of planning. Policy
Sciences 4(2): 155–169. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01405730

Rittle-Johnson B and Alibali MW 1999 Conceptual and procedural knowledge
of mathematics: Does one lead to the other? Journal of Educational Psych-
ology 91(1). https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.91.1.175

Ross M, Proudfoot K, Campbell Nishimura E, Morabito E, Merkies K,
Mitchell J and Ritter C 2024 “It’s more emotionally based”: Prince Edward
Island horse owner perspectives of horse weight management. Animal Wel-
fare 33: e14. https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2024.9

Salas E, Rosen M and DiazGranados D 2010 Expertise-based intuition and
decision-making in organisations. Journal ofManagement 36: 941–973. https://
doi.org/10.1177/0149206309350084

Sinatra GM, Kienhues D and Hofer BK 2014 Addressing challenges to public
understanding of science: Epistemic cognition, motivated reasoning, and

conceptual change. Educational Psychologist 49(2): 123–138. https://doi.
org/10.1080/00461520.2014.916216

Slot O 2024 Charlotte Dujardin case exposes how little we know about horse
welfare. The Times. https://www.thetimes.com/sport/olympics/article/charlotte-
dujardin-case-exposes-how-little-we-know-about-horse-welfare-ntj52359w
(accessed 8 January 2025).

ThompsonK 2019Dressage dilemmas: Ethics where sport and art collide.Equine
Cultures inTransition.Routledge:UK. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781351002479

ThompsonK andHaigh L 2018 Perceptions of equitation science revealed in an
online forum: Improving equine health and welfare by communicating science
to equestrians and equestrian to scientists. Journal of Veterinary Behavior 25:
1–8. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2018.02.002

Tracy SJ 2024 Qualitative Research Methods: Collecting Evidence, Crafting
Analysis, Communicating Impact. John Wiley & Sons: London, UK.

Tufton LR and Jowett S 2021 The elusive “feel”: Exploring the quality of the
rider–horse relationship. Anthrozoös 34(2): 233–250. https://doi.org/10.1080/
08927936.2021.1885145

VanScoy A 2019 Conceptual and procedural knowledge: A framework for
analyzing point-of-need information literacy instruction. Communications in
Information Literacy 13(2). https://doi.org/10.15760/comminfolit.2019.13.2.3

Victor M and Marshall A 2023 British equestrian Charlotte Dujardin out
of Olympics over video showing whipping of a horse. The New York
Times. https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/23/sports/charlotte-dujardin-
equestrian-olympics-video.html (accessed 8 January 2025).

Visser EK and Van Wijk-Jansen EEC 2012 Diversity in horse enthusiasts with
respect to horse welfare: An explorative study. Journal of Veterinary Behavior
7(5): 295–304. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2011.10.007

von Borstel UK, Duncan IJH, Shoveller AK, Merkies K, Keeling LJ and
Millman ST 2009 Impact of riding in a coercively obtained Rollkur posture
onwelfare and fear of performance horses.Applied Animal Behaviour Science
116(2–4): 228–236. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2008.10.001

von Borstel UK, McLean A and McGreevy P 2018 Equitation Science, Second
Edition. Wiley-Blackwell: UK. https://www.wiley.com/en-ca/Equitation+Sci
ence%2C+2nd+Edition-p-9781119241416 (accessed 8 January 2025).

Warren-Smith AK and McGreevy PD 2008 Understanding and application of
learning theory in horse training. Anthrozoös 21(2): 153–162. https://doi.
org/10.2752/175303708X305800

Wilkinson S and Kitzinger C 2013 Representing our own experience: Issues in
“Insider” Research. Psychology of Women Quarterly 37: 251–255. https://
doi.org/10.1177/0361684313483111

Wright M 2024 USEF Responds to Katie Prudent clinic controversy.
The Chronicle of the Horse, 19 February 2024. https://www.chronofhorse.
com/article/usef-responds-to-katie-prudent-clinic-controversy/ (accessed 8
January 2025).

Animal Welfare 11

https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2023.2166713
https://doi.org/10.7120/09627286.31.1.004
https://doi.org/10.7120/09627286.31.1.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2024.2303228
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14091282
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2006.09.008
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani6030021
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani6030021
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10101870
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1930297500000140
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2016.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2016.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1177/1466138118805121
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01405730
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0663.91.1.175
https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2024.9
https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206309350084
https://doi.org/10.1177/0149206309350084
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2014.916216
https://doi.org/10.1080/00461520.2014.916216
https://www.thetimes.com/sport/olympics/article/charlotte-dujardin-case-exposes-how-little-we-know-about-horse-welfare-ntj52359w
https://www.thetimes.com/sport/olympics/article/charlotte-dujardin-case-exposes-how-little-we-know-about-horse-welfare-ntj52359w
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781351002479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2021.1885145
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927936.2021.1885145
https://doi.org/10.15760/comminfolit.2019.13.2.3
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/23/sports/charlotte-dujardin-equestrian-olympics-video.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2024/07/23/sports/charlotte-dujardin-equestrian-olympics-video.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jveb.2011.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applanim.2008.10.001
https://www.wiley.com/en-ca/Equitation+Science%2C+2nd+Edition-p-9781119241416
https://www.wiley.com/en-ca/Equitation+Science%2C+2nd+Edition-p-9781119241416
https://doi.org/10.2752/175303708X305800
https://doi.org/10.2752/175303708X305800
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313483111
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684313483111
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/usef-responds-to-katie-prudent-clinic-controversy/
https://www.chronofhorse.com/article/usef-responds-to-katie-prudent-clinic-controversy/
https://doi.org/10.1017/awf.2025.2

	A wicked problem: Systemic issues surrounding Canadian equestrian dressage and dressage horse welfare
	Introduction
	Qualitative methodology and research paradigm
	Participant recruitment
	Data collection
	Researcher characteristics and reflexivity
	Data analysis

	Results
	Theme 1: The Systems: Equestrian governance, research and practice
	Theme 2: The culture of contradiction
	Theme 3: Equestrian dilemma: Love for horses versus horse welfare

	Discussion
	A wicked problem and systems thinking
	Animal welfare implications and conclusion

	Supplementary material
	Acknowledgements
	Competing interest
	References


