
MIHA Annual Meeting 

2013 Draft 

 
Call to Order - 9:15am 

Attendance – Completed 

2012 Executive Board and 2013 Board of Directors Introductions – Completed 

Opening Remarks – Mike Yanz 

Chairperson Mike Yanz welcomed all to the 2013 annual meeting 

Financial Forms – A Quick “How to prepare them for submission” – Virginia Deisler 

A quick “how to” was presented by the treasurer 

Agenda 

 Changes - No 

 Motion to Approve – District 4 

 Second – District 5 

 Pass/Fail  

Minutes 

 Changes - No 

 Motion to Approve – District 9 

 Second – District 1 

 Pass/Fail 

 

Financial Report 

 Changes - No 

 Motion to Approve – District 4 

 Second – District 9 

 Pass/Fail 

 

Old Business 

A.  Regional Meets 2012  

Fred:  This last year we were able to send up the reserve teams to regionals.   

Thanks the regional chairs for all their hard work.  Thanks everyone for their patience is those regionals.  What we take 4 

days to do at the state show we did in two days. 

Without the support of the regional chairs it wouldn’t have been as good as it was. 

Any questions? None 

 

B: State show 

Mark:  The state show went very well.  We rained on Saturday but it ran pretty well.  We continue to learn how to make 

it friendlier.  The supporting cast in the office was top notch.  Cindy Tesolin was visited at the last minute to make sure 



all was covered.  Chris Deisler was his right hand man.  The judges are booked for states in 2013.  We’ll do our best to 

improve and hope the kids will come away with a learning experience.  We made money.  We changed up the coaches 

meeting to the evening to try and clear up the morning.  It seemed to work pretty well.   

Any Questions? 

Kathy D2 thanks Mark for his hard work.   

Mike:  Thanks Mark for his hard work. 

A-Champion - Oxford 

Reserve - Hartland 

B- Champion - Clair 

Reserve - Fruitport 

C – Champion - Grand Haven  

Reserve -  Ludington 

D – Champion - Clinton  

Reserve - Fenton 

Thanks Tiffany and Aaron for announcing. 

C: Logo contest 

Dennis:  Entries are due June 1st.  We extended the deadline twice.   

Emily Vince – Brandon High School – State Logo Contest winner and the reserve for the regional logo. 

We are hoping to get more entries on time this year.  Mike had to meet the t-shirt guy on the highway to get the shirts 

for regionals.   

Any MIHA member can enter.  It’s on the website showing June 1st as the deadline. 

D: Scholarships 

Arelen Koenig and Dennis Stanton:  They are both on the scholarship committee.  There were more than 30 this year.  

This was the best year ever for essays.  They stuck to the topic and it made it very difficult to pick.  

MIHA – Alyssa Ninkovich - Novi D1 

MHC – Kira Brown – Rockford D5 

MHC – Amana Longhi – Gregory D11 

Presentation of check is at Michigan Horse Expo. 

Keep submitting those scholarships.  Deadline is November 1st.  You have to be a current senior and a 4 year participant, 

not necessarily riders but participants.   



New Business: 

A:  Website 

Mike:  Over the last year we moved the website to another host.  Brian Bode of district 19 took over the site and has 

headed it up.  We are trying to set it up so the different districts could have a page of their own based of the MIHA site.  

Each district can have a subpage under the main site.  25mb of space is allotted.  More information will be available in 

the next couple of weeks.  Contact Mike or Brian for assistance. 

Also, a person who asked about FB pages for the teams.  It is up to the DC to decide if it is approved and help the person 

understand the DC is responsible for the information which goes on it.  DC’s please monitor those pages. 

Any Questions?  None 

B.  Constitutional Changes  

#1  

Bill-D16: After last year he couldn’t see why we come to this each year.  Would like a rules committee and have the rules 

run through that instead of come through the membership meeting. 

Did notice nominees for positions can be given to DCs and then the DC’s can vote on the positions at the next meeting.  

It would be a money saving effort also. 

Doyle-D9:  Had read this and thought at first we were doing something to change the annual meeting from the 2nd 

Saturday of Feb, but when he really read it he felt it was the wrong way the organization should go.  We don’t want to 

eliminate everyone’s say on these changes.  It is very important we keep it.  Maybe moving it to a month later would be 

a better solution. 

Dee-D8:  Agrees with Doyle.  Since she is not a DC this is her one time of the year to tell everyone how she feels.  It is the 

one time every coach has the opportunity to express their feelings and points.  Eliminating the meeting would put more 

responsibility on the DCs. 

Bill-D16:  One other point, this is a sport.  If you look at any other sport they don’t change the rules every year.  Why are 

we changing rules every year.   

Joanne:  We only change rules to make things safer and make things fair.   

Bill-D16:  Last year’s rule about the Dickies as an example.  Lots of rules changes come back every year. 

Candice -D5 DC:  Agrees with maybe every two years for changes but doesn’t agree with this proposal.  She doesn’t 

believe a DCs vote should be publicized.  She wants her coaches to be heard. 

Steve- D16 DC:  One reason he likes the rule is some districts have a lot of people, others don’t.  He knows this is a voice 

for everyone, some districts have 4 or 5 votes others have less or more.  With the change it is one district and one vote.  

The DCs are speaking for their districts.  Parents talk to their coaches to get their voices heard.  Coaches go to their DCs.  

He would be happy to post his vote. 

Vote:  Failed 

#2.   

Dave-D10  IT helps to get the rulebook out earlier.   



Judy -DC D3:  How will that affect our financials? 

Treasurer:  It won’t.  You may have to move your  junior meets. 

Sheryl- D4:  If this goes through we have juniors show under one set of rules in the spring then they have to change rules 

in the fall.  Coaches have to remember the changes. 

Doyle -D9 DC:  We all show under different rules.  In the spring we show under one set the fall another.  4H has a set of 

rules and circuit has a set of rules.  Our coaches are smart enough to handle it. 

All in favor of running on an academic year? 

Vote:  Failed 

#3  

Lauren- D1:  If it is physically posted on the wall or announced?  We may physically place the scores some time after the 

announcement.   

Joanne:  It says posted so it would mean physically on the board. 

Ashley –D8:  Feels there is a chain of command so going to a judge or ringmaster is distasteful.  You would go to your 

coach. 

Lauren- D1:  What happens if your district doesn’t post their scores?  How would you gauge that? 

Brian- D19:  If you don’t post your scores how do your riders know what points you have? 

Failed by hand vote 

#4  

Marie- D14:  You need a parent to sign, what if you have a parent who is also a coach? 

Chris-D18: We just wanted another set of eyes to see it.  

Lisa- D1:  Maybe a friendly change to two signatures rather than mandating who it is. 

Turned down. 

Passed hand vote 

#5   

Joanne:  It gives the juniors an option to split differently. 

Sheryl -D10:  Concern is the same with the high school.  If you have two riders on a team they have to form their own 

team.  Sometimes we don’t have the coaching.   

Joanne:  Explains the 2 member maximum is not part of the change of rule.   

Sue D12:  Only concern is if a team splits to go in different divisions and would like names drawn out of a hat to prevent 

stacking. 



Chris D2:  Looks at what is posted on the board.  There is a potentional to have no teams in a division.  Could we friendly 

amend to add if there is no other “B” team they could split to have competition. 

Turned down on amendment 

Vote:  Only Junior Vote Passed hand vote 

#6  Slotting- 

Joanne:  We had to wing it quickly to make it work.  We are revisiting it to make adjustments for equality.  One change is 

just to add a missing piece back into the rulebook.   

Vote:  Passed hand vote 

#7.  

Who goes on to regionals – the third place team can move on if the 1st or 2nd place cannot go. 

Kathy- D2:  Has a request for a friendly amendment for next highest just in case the third place cannot go.   

Accepted 

Rule change read again. 

Vote:  Passed hand vote 

#8.   

Brian- D19:  Justification is to stop taking out some of the competition by letting kids know their missing something on 

attire or tack. 

Kathy -D2:  Would like to point out on the rulebook points 2-4 doesn’t exist in the current rulebook.   

Joanne:  The missing parts are on the web site copy.  That is our official copy.  The printed copy eliminated pages. 

Kathy- D2:  Her personal opinion should stand as it is written in the current rulebook.  There was nothing at the current 

states that followed the prohibiting of the rider going in 

Dee- D8:  Agrees with Kathy.  She has seen too many going in with inappropriate tack and equipment.  Coaches don’t 

always have a chance to check the kids prior to the class.   

Jackie- D2:  Feels that the stewards should not be the one to tell the judge whether the rider has all the appropriate 

equipment or clothing.  It is up to the judge not the steward. 

Brian- D19:  Wants to stress we are still checking for safety but not monitor clothing or back numbers.   

Alex -D11:  Think there should be a steward.  At higher level competitions there is a steward to check you before 

entering.  The judge is to watch you perform.  If there is an inappropriate bit or ill fitting equipment it adds to the horse’s 

welfare to have it changed. 

Vote:  Failed by Hand Vote 

#9   



Kathy- D2:  Friendly amendment to include groom.  We can register them but are not a rider. 

Accepted 

Doyle- D9 DC:  No secret that he is very adamant about opposing protests.  Now we are going to add the ability to 

protest a judge’s call.  What a nightmare at the state level. 

Brian -D19:  We already do accept protests against judge’s decisions.  All this is adding is that the show committee can 

have a protest against them.    The show committee is not above reproach. 

Vote:  Passed hand vote 

#10 50% + 1 

Brian -D19:  The rule was put in about three years ago due to a regional problem.  The patterns did not conform to the 

rulebook.  By eliminating this it will allow the show committee to conform to the rulebook.   

Melinda -D1:  If we have to post our patterns are we going to be allowed to call those two individuals to do a work off?   

Joanne:  If the judge wanted to run the special class they didn’t have to post the pattern ahead of time. 

Kathy -D2:  Doesn’t like the thought of removing it.  It is a good option for the judges. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#11  

Brian- D19:  This is the first sport ever he has seen where we don’t want the coaches coaching their team from the side 

line.  It happens all over.  We should allow our coaches to address their kids over the rail.  As DCs we know who the 

coaches are and we also know our louder parents.  We can address them individually. 

Tanya D9:  Is for the rule.  Agrees we are a sport and we should coach.  There are many times where you may have to 

raise your voice for a safety issue.  We are here to coach.   

Candice D5 DC:  Agrees other sports allow the coaching.  As a DC a lot of finger pointing happens when she is not there 

to witness it.  It is a real problem for her as a DC.  There is more information needed such as ramifications of breaking 

the rule, etc. 

Kathy D2:  Likes the change but wants to amend to state coaching from the rail is not to be penalized.  At other events 

there is a designated area for coaches.  Horse shows are different.  The judge won’t know the difference.  Trainers are an 

example of a non registered coach who would work with a rider. 

A screaming person would fall under unsportsmanlike conduct. 

Amanda-D10:  Define coaching.  Her biggest problem is yelling things like wrong lead.   

Joanne:  That is not something we can define.  You have to decide that. 

Kim D4:  The actual change creates a situation where it is impossible for the judge to decide if the coaching is being 

overdone. 

Brian D19:  At any breed show or such the judge won’t know who the person is yelling at. 

Accepts the friendly amendment. 



Lauren D1:  Why are we encouraging them to yell from the rail?  Why don’t we just have an open horse show?  The 

trainer will then take the place of the coach 

Arlene D6:  In talking with judges they say if these kids don’t know how to ride and have to be coached from the rail they 

shouldn’t be out there.  When you start yelling from the rail you can spook the horse. 

Amy D15:  Our riding classes are equitation based.  The kids should be able to tell based on that. 

Doyle D9 DC:  Know we allow friendly amendments but this changes the entire scope of the rule. 

Bill D4 DC:  Agrees with Doyle.  Thinks this should not pass until we define it better. 

Brian D19:  This is open to everyone.  Under no circumstances are we expecting kids who are just starting to not be 

coached.  Horses are animals and do things we don’t expect. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#12   

Joanne:  The purpose is to stop some of the questions on protective coverings. 

Alex D11:  Please clarify.  It feels there is a possibility to cover up lameness and a potential to take it too far. 

Tracy – D10:  Has no problem with injuries, but you also have kids who show up with vet wrap for gymkhana.   

Joanne:  That is specifically stated in the gymkhana rules 

Tracy – D10:  Would like to amend it to say with a vet slip. 

Declined 

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#13  

Joanne:  This is for both performance and gymkhana 

Melinda-D1:  Would like to add a friendly amendment to a 1 time out per exhibitor. 

Marie D14 DC:  Concerned about it breaking in the middle of a ride.  Do they get a timeout then?  Would like that 

clarified. 

Candice D5 DC:  Clarification on if the rider getting ready to go in to the class, how do we handle that? 

Kathy D2:  Rule is too vague, doesn’t state where the rider is in regards to the class, outside the ring or inside.  Outside 

would be a tack change and we have that. 

Doyle D9 DC:  Thinks he is not in favor of this.  The incident this was to resolve couldn’t have been handled in two 

minutes. 

Marc SS Chair:  IN the bigger shows they get a time out, without describing it we can’t really qualify it for gymkhana.   

Brian-D19:  Keeps a friendly amendment to allow a timeout for broken tack within rail classes. 



Tonya D9:  If you’re going to have this at all you have to address speed events.  The incident in question was right before 

her ride.  There was nothing to say she couldn’t be moved to the end.  Thinks there needs to be a bit more to cover the 

speed events. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#14   

Brian D19:  Would like to withdraw this rule. 

Withdrawn 

#15  

Joanne:  Clarifies what halters are allowed. 

Heather D2:  Question on show halters.  Some breed standards don’t have throat latches. 

Joanne:  We all make exceptions.  They need to have one. 

Dee D8:  It is just like our Arab halters, a small chain is fine.  They pull a necklace from a person and fasten it to the 

conchos. 

Sheryl D4:  When you look at G in the book it talks about the chain.  Why are we changing that? 

Joanne:  We are not changing it. This will be H in the book.  G will remain in the book. 

Vote:  Pass by hand vote 

#16  

The stance should be appropriate to the breed. 

Kathy D2:  Friendly amendment.  We may have some grade animals.  Change to breed type. 

Vote:  Pass by hand vote 

#16  

Vote:  Passed Hand Vote 

#17  

Brian D19:  This is more for the safety of the horse, keeping the bit appropriate for the horse. 

Sheryl D4:  Friendly amendment, change two hand wording. 

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

Joanne:  That isn’t part of the change. 

#18  

Kristin D2:  If a horse needs a small twist for the safety of the rider it shouldn’t be a problem.  



Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#19  

Tonya D9:  Disagrees with stacked fingers.  There are so many different bits.  Your saddle seat bits will not be properly 

adjusted using this method. 

Melinda D1:  Agrees with Tonya. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#20  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#21  

Kathy D2:  If you are making this a requirement the special riders will have issues. 

Joanne:  This is already a rule.  It doesn’t specify which finger 

Robin D7:  If we passed the rule before this we have to take the Romel sentence out. 

Vote:   Passed by hand vote 

#22  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#23  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#24  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#25  

Sandy D18:  Should that be worded as classes instead of divisions?   

Joanne:  Yes 

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#26  

Melinda D1:  The purpose of our organization is to foster a proper horsemanship.  Dressage saddle is different than 

saddle seat saddle.  The equitation of it is different.  The saddle doesn’t sit you properly for saddle seat.   

Kevin D7:  Agrees in the sense of the previous speaker.  We have to deal to the realities of what the rider has to use.  We 

should keep the way it is written now. 



Sam D7:  Two elements come to mind 1. Is financial strain for our students to go out of Michigan to compete.  2nd is if we 

are not encouraging a whole another discipline we are failing.  This helps keep the money in Michigan by encouraging 

kids to explore. 

Tonya D9:  There are parts of her line of thinking she agrees with.  True saddle seat equitation needs a saddle seat 

saddle.  The dressage saddle will not put you in true saddle seat form.  Why would we not dictate their equipment?  

We’ve dictated what boots they have to wear. 

Jackie D2:  Agrees with the thought, but there are many districts who don’t have the money to buy new saddles.  It is 

about the cost. 

Melinda D1:  Understands there are riders with less money, but if there is a hunt rider only owning western attire they 

would have to find hunt seat attire.  We are in a time of change.  We should offer a dressage equitation class.  Maybe 

change the showmanship classes to allow for  

Jenna D4:  If your rider is a good enough rider they will place at the top of the class regardless. 

Kathy D2:  Understands saddle seat purists.  Her problem with the proposal is we have potentially alienated a whole 

group.  She encourages the purist attitude but acknowledges the reality.  She too would propose a change in 

showmanship to allow for the dressage equitation. 

Dominque D10:  If your rationale is going to be no dressage saddle in saddle seat, you need to re evaluate the saddle all 

other seats too, hunt seat, western and reining.  If they want to try but not commit 

Shelly D17:  Position is the same as the previous person. 

D8:  Position is the same as the previous person. 

Doyle D9 DC:  Thinks we are losing sight of where we are going with the change.  He feels very strongly about riding 

saddle seat in saddle seat attire.  He believes we will not lose riders to this rule change.  You will be teaching the riders. 

Vote:  Failed Needed 81.5, 79-yes, 82-No, 2-AB 

#27 Withdrawn 

#28  

Kathy D2:  Torn on this one.  She agrees with the second half.   The first on the reader from a coaching perspective she 

feels we need that ability to have the reader. 

Ashley D8:  Believes those riding western for the most part of their life are more comfortable with the western riding 

patterns.  She feels saddle seat pattern is different. 

Dave D10:  Especially with the juniors having a reader is a huge benefit.  Also wants them for those with special needs.  It 

would be nice in junior to have readers for other patterns too. 

Dee D8:  Agrees with everyone.  She would like to drop the first part of the change and keep the DQ wording.  Most of 

the kids grew up doing western.  Do your 4H clubs or shows offer a saddle seat pattern?  Hers doesn’t.  This is the first 

time they see a saddle seat pattern is at MIHA. 

Bill D4:  We are starting to get away from the teaching aspect of MIHA.  We are a sport but we also teach.  We should 

keep the readers. 



Tonya D9:  She doesn’t allow her riders to have a reader.  To keep things equal she believes no pattern should have a 

reader.   

Joanne:  Yes this is a teaching organization but you need to teach before they get to the pen.  Friendly amendment 

declined. 

Vote:  Failed 81.5 to pass 77-yes, 84-0 0-ab 

#29  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

 #30  

Vote:  Passed hand vote 

#31  

Shannon D1:  Clarification:  Is this for non in and out? 

Joanne:  Yes the math indicates 36’ is too small.   

Lauren D1 DC:  An in and out is 24’ for two strides and 22’ for ponies.  Why are we putting this in there instead of make 

it to the discretion of the DC. 

Joanne:  Taking out the 48’ change, but leave the coaches walk and circle 

Vote:  Passed by hand vote. 

#32  

Vote:  Pass by hand vote 

#33  

Brian D19 DC:  Reads the rule on page 19 

Tonya D9:  Don’t understand the rationale in taking protection away in the class that has the biggest chance of getting 

banged up?   

Cindy D1:  When we accepted gymkhana riders in trail we accepted this rule.  Now we are eliminating what gymkhana 

riders are used to. 

Amy D15:  We shouldn’t do anything with this rule without changing another rule on a different page. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#34   

Marc:  Conistency in scoring   

Doyle D9 DC:  Understands what you’re saying and the theory.  Why does this scoring have to be like reining?  Why can’t 

you take trail scoring and make it 0-5 with 5 being the best. 

Marc:  The judge’s opinion is cut out more for the obstacle than the maneuver. 



Kathy D2:  OK with the scoring aspect of it.  One problem is the industry DQ’s.  As long as we aren’t DQ’ing that’s fine.  

The 3 minute time limit is also crossed off.  Friendly amendment proposes to keep the 3 minute time limit.   

Jody D15:  Disagrees with 2 DQ’s and sending the kid out.  This is training for some kids.  This will discourage the kid.  On 

the second page there is a time wording when taking it out on the first page.  We need to let kids finish. 

Judy D3 DC:  Also wants to keep the 3 minute time limit.  Her judges don’t score that way.   

Gena D9:  Think we need to take out the 3 minutes.  We don’t expect trail to be gymkhana.  Some kids take a bit longer 

to finish.  The scoring needs to be fair on all levels and be in black in white.  The scoring proposed is fair. 

Candice D5 DC:  Disagrees with time being taken out.  We could open ourselves up to kids getting longer time than 

others.  We did pass the rule to allow protests on a judge’s decision. 

Dave D10:  Believes the 3 minute limit is a time management learning experience. 

Melinda D10:  Scoring this way makes it a whole lot easier to score riders consistently. 

Amy D15:  If we are talking about scoring sheets we should include that in the rule change.   

Joanne:  Wants to apologize for the entire 4H judges group.  It is a well used form.  She said we would have one available 

on the web to pull off.   

The reasoning for a 3 minute removal is because trail could be done well in a longer time.  It shouldn’t be rushed, but at 

the same time be a concern.  That is why the wording for 2 maximum penalty points is assessed. 

Jackie D2:  Looking in the rulebook for the 70 point scoring system and couldn’t find it.   

Joanne:  It isn’t in our book but 4H is requiring it. 

Dee D8:  If we are taking out the three minute rule we need to remove #8.  She likes the 3 minute rule.   

Cindy D1:  Thanks Joanne and Marc for trying to bring the organization more in line with other organizations.  Please 

leave the 3 minutes. 

Steve D16 DC:  One thing to keep in mind is when the 3 minute time limit is hit you get scored on what you did 

complete.  With the score sheet proposed you can’t do it because they would receive maximum penalties on the rest of 

the obstacles.    We either take the whole thing as written or not at all. 

Vote:  Failed by hand vote 

#35   

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#36  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#37  

Shannon D1:  Request a friendly amendment to add a running martingale. 

Lauren D1:  Running martingale is used for jumping class and event riders, not a German martingale. 



Brian D19 DC:  Accepts the friendly amendment 

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#38  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#39  

D8:  Anything with pockets should not be worn 

Alex D11:  Seems like there are two separate things.  The second part of pertains to the crop or qwert matching the seat 

ridden.  Friendly amendment to separate the two.   

Joanne:  The second part is already being changed 

Mike:  This is just stating specific items of clothing 

Vote:   Needed 78 to pass, 110-yes, 44-no, 2-ab 

#40  

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#41  

Brian D19 DC:  Typo-the wording should be to allow the header to lead the horse past the gate and the rider to dismount 

before leaving the arena. 

Doyle D9 DC:  Likes it but does not like the dismount wording.  It should be left to the discretion of the rider. 

Alex D11:  Don’t believe we should allow others to lead the horse in.  Most usually they are caused by something 

externally and we need to fix the issue. 

Gena D9:  Likes the part about leading in rather than having her arm yanked by the horse bolting.  Does not like the 

dismount clause.   

Kathy D2:  Will district 19 accept a friendly amendment to remove the dismount? 

Brian D19 DC:  Yes 

Joanne:  That will be removed as it is a contradiction.   

Brian D19 DC:  All the issues exiting have been with riders on the horse not on the ground. 

Vote:  Pass by a hand vote 

#42   

Vote:  Passed by hand vote 

#43  



Kathy D2:  Agrees with having them stay in the box until the second rider clears the box but wants them to be able to 

cross to the center. 

Marie D14 DC:  If the judge is watching to the horse stays in the box who is watching the finish line? 

Brian D19 DC:  This is for a safety issue for the judge. 

Joanne:  Sometimes you can’t see the horse when you have another circling you.  

Cindy D1: Most of the judges will stand outside of the arena to the back corner of the box.  Many horses miss the last 

cone at the finish.  If the judge is watching the first horse in the box they will miss the 2nd at the cone. 

D2:  Two horses in a close aspect and one leaves the other wants to move.  It’s dangerous to force them to stay in the 

box. 

Vote:  Needed 75, 85-Yes, 63-No, 6-Ab Passed 

#44  

Tonya  D9:  Saddle seat pattern shows only how you can control your horse in a small area. 

Beth D20:  Great effort on the pattern.  She thinks they need to be looked at again.  It makes it hard to read when you 

have letters on the wall but numbers in the book.  On the junior high patterns, how many of your junior kids can 

perform the counter canter.  We need to review the patterns. 

Melinda D1:  Looking at pattern 1 and it needs to be more specific.  You will never see a counter canter in a saddle seat 

pattern at a higher end show.  Specify diagonals and leads. 

Marie D14 DC:  There are two patterns here, we have 4.  Are patterns 1 and 2 replacing 1 and 2 in the book?   

Joanne:  Yes, actually it would probably replace 2 and 3. 

Marie D14 DC:  Since we are doing away with the letters are we doing away with the ring? 

Joanne:  No 

Candice D5 DC:  We need more clarification. 

Brian D19 DC:  Some of the unspecified would introduce more difficulty to the rider and the judge would have to 

determine for themselves what the best way to do it.  Showmanship is like this. 

Dominque D10:  States the arena size, some of the maneuvers are very small in that size arena. 

Joanne:  We will vote on the separately. 

Chris D2:  Like your saying with showmanship , there are no markers to execute maneuvours as there is in showmanship.  

Likes the patterns but wants more clarifications on where the pattern is defined. 

Doyle D9 DC:  This is a tremendous step and one in the positive direction.  With no markers the rider will have to 

determine the best option for their horse. 

Amanda D10:  Do like different patterns coming in.  Would like a friendly amendment to add 3 markers to each side. 

Brian D19 DC:  Declines the friendly amendment 



Joanne:  With no markers the idea was to show your horse to the best of your horse and rider’s ability. 

Melinda D1:  Her recommendation is to take out the arena size on these patterns. 

Kathy D2:  The patterns as presented today do not have proper movements on them.  The concept is good but the 

changes necessary to clarify the pattern are more than friendly amendments. 

Melinda D1:  They are good patterns , it is just the terminology. 

Joanne:  If the patterns pass they would be cleaned up and redraw it.   

Kathy D2:  We already had one friendly amendment declined due to the change being too great. 

Vote:  

Junior Pattern 

1.  Failed by hand vote 

2. Failed by hand vote 

Senior Pattern 

1.  Failed by hand vote 

2.  Failed by hand vote 

E.  Rider Team Registratoin Dates 

Junior May 8th 

Senior August 14 early 

Sept 4th for regular senior 

F.  2013 Patterns 

Fred:  Pattern for this year is #1 in the rulebook.   

Dominique D10:  Clarification SS Pattern #1 for junior.  The wording doesn’t match the pattern.   

Fred:  It will be done as written. 

Fred:  Region a berrien 3, 10.15. 19  

Region b Shiawasee 1, 5, 11, 14 

Region c Midland 6, 13, 16, 17 

Region d Ludington 8, 9, 18, 20 

Region E Ingham 2, 4, 7, 12 

For the hardship cases we will put the conversation on the EB next agenda.  If we are not going  to rotate the regions we 

need to make a rule change.  It is in the rulebook to rotate. 



G.  Nominations 

1st Vice Chair- Dennis Stanton,  

Secretary – Pattie Yanz,  

Treasurer – Virginia Deisler,  

Doyle DC 9 moves to close nominations 

D 1 seconds 

Unanimous vote cast for all positions. 

I.  Re-Districting 

Mike:  We don’t always know everything going on in a district.  If there are concerns please let us know.  This would take 

effect in 2014.    We are trying to equalize out the size of districts. 

Joanne:  We went over the last 3 or 4 years of enrollment.  Some of the smallest geographical areas have the most 

riders.  In order for growth to happen change must happen.  We are trying to make it fair for everyone.  There is nothing 

set in stone here. 

Concerns for placement of schools with special circumstances voiced. 

Call to the public: 

Mike:  With our improved website we are trying to make more information available.  On it will be the district patterns 

for 2013.  They are optional to pick from. 

Another thing is we are doing our own audit for districts.  If you get a question or two on your financial information 

please don’t get upset.  We are just trying to clean up things. 

Julie D19:  This is her first MIHA annual meeting and there are a lot of smart people in this room.  She loves the 

emotional language in this room.  She watches us as board embrace it.  At the regional meet it was implied that she 

didn’t come here to this meeting she didn’t have a leg to stand on for rule questions and protests.  Maybe no protests is 

not a good thing.  Maybe we are becoming unapproachable.  When you are approachable and hear what others feel is 

done wrong good changes can happen.  Thank you for staying a few extra minutes to listen.  She encourages all to 

network this and show what is acceptable and not.   

Kathy D2:  Question for the group.  Earlier today we had discussion about dressage and saddle seat.  She volunteers to 

try and help split that out.  How many are interested in that?  Are people open to adding a dressage option by taking 

current hunt seat and saddle seat showmanship and turn it into English showmanship.  It would in theory open up one 

class.  Would take unseat and saddle seat bareback and dressage bareback that would free up another class.  Offer a 

dressage equitation and dressage pattern class. 

Joanne:  What you are already suggesting has already been done.  The DCs turned it down.  You could have everything 

she has done.  The membership will never get to vote on it until the DCs allow it.  She believes this crowd would approve 

it.  It could also be brought forth as a membership rule change. 

Dismiss: 4:30pm 


