
Response to Staff 
Recommendation



Focus of the nominationFocus of the nomination

Allegation:Allegation:
This nomination … This nomination … 
does not argue that does not argue that 
Coyote Canyon is Coyote Canyon is 
significant in any significant in any 
respect other than its respect other than its 
association with the association with the 
horses.horses.

Response:Response:
The canyonThe canyon--herd herd 
connection is the point connection is the point 
of the nominationof the nomination
Other aspects are Other aspects are 
addressed addressed 

See “Other Contributing See “Other Contributing 
Elements” on Elements” on 
Continuation Sheet 2, Continuation Sheet 2, 
pages 9pages 9--10 10 



Horses Aren’t ThereHorses Aren’t There

Allegation:Allegation:
The … nomination … is The … nomination … is 
built around a herd of built around a herd of 
horses that no longer horses that no longer 
exists.exists.

Response:Response:
See “Missing Elements See “Missing Elements 
as Contributors to a as Contributors to a 
Property’s Eligibility,” p Property’s Eligibility,” p 
8, Cont. 8, Cont. ShtSht. 2. . 2. 
Analogy: building with Analogy: building with 
elements being elements being 
removed.removed.
Horses Horses do do exist, can exist, can 
be returned.be returned.



LusignanLusignan CritiqueCritique

Disliked focus on Disliked focus on 
horses, wanted horses, wanted 
expanded discussion expanded discussion 
of significance on of significance on 
other groundsother grounds
SHPO suggested SHPO suggested 
focus on traditional focus on traditional 
cultural qualitiescultural qualities

Focus on horses Focus on horses 
further explainedfurther explained
Significance Significance 
discussion expandeddiscussion expanded
Traditional cultural Traditional cultural 
qualities emphasizedqualities emphasized



Didn’t Analyze Per CriteriaDidn’t Analyze Per Criteria

Allegation:Allegation:
Failure to analyze the Failure to analyze the 
property under property under 
applicable criteria applicable criteria 
would appear to be a would appear to be a 
fatal flaw for this fatal flaw for this 
nomination.nomination.

Response:Response:
“…meets National “…meets National 
Register Criterion “a” Register Criterion “a” 
for its associations for its associations 
with the traditions, with the traditions, 
traditional culture, and traditional culture, and 
traditional values of traditional values of 
the equestrian the equestrian 
American West …”American West …”

p. 9, Cont. p. 9, Cont. ShtSht. 2. 2



Application of Criterion BApplication of Criterion B

Allegation:Allegation:
““no effort to explain no effort to explain 
why there is a why there is a 
significant association significant association 
between (Anza, between (Anza, GarraGarra, , 
etc.) and this canyon”etc.) and this canyon”

Response:Response:
Explained on pp. 1Explained on pp. 1--4, 4, 
Cont. Cont. ShtSht. 2, . 2, to the to the 
extent relevantextent relevant..
Point of nomination is Point of nomination is 
not Criterion B not Criterion B 
significance.significance.



Application of Criteria A & DApplication of Criteria A & D

Allegation:Allegation:
“only two definitive “only two definitive 
statements of statements of 
significance.”significance.”

Response:Response:
How many do you How many do you 
want?want?
“If I had more time, I “If I had more time, I 
would have written would have written 
less.”less.”

Mark TwainMark Twain



Not The Last Herd



Herd Areas: Habitats as of 1970s



Herd Management Areas:
Managed (in part) for wild
horses today (sic)







265 Horses
125 Burros

6 Horses
0 Burros

0 Horses
150 Burros

0 Horses
90 Burros

0 Horses
0 Burros
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