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INTRODUCTION

Background
For this prospective study of Bureau of Land Management (BLM) wild horse adopters in Colorado and Texas, we conducted in-depth interviews with adopters about their experiences during their first year of adoption. To that end, we recruited and followed adopters for one year.  Our objectives for this study were to
· identify factors during the first adoption year that contribute to successful or unsuccessful adoption;

· identify who is adopting wild horses, what types of horses they are adopting, and what their adoption experience is, including assessing the need for and availability of education and training opportunities; 

· inform the creation and implementation of a future longitudinal study on wild horse adoption that will examine regional differences in adoption interests and issues. 
We believe the results from this study will help improve the rate and success of adoptions by informing and educating those involved with wild horse adoption – the BLM, potential adopters, state equine organizations, and wild horse advocates.

Study Design
We conducted three in-depth interviews with study participants. The Phase I survey, administered at the beginning of the adoption, consisted of two parts. The first part included multiple-choice questions, designed to collect basic demographic data on adopters and descriptive information about their horses as well as Likert scale questions intended to measure the adopters’ knowledge about wild horses.  The second part was composed of open-ended questions designed to collect data on adopters, such as reasons for adopting a wild horse and uses of their horse, at the time of adoption. 

The second survey, Phase II, gathered information about the adopters’ experience with their wild horses during the first six months of the adoption year, and the final survey, Phase III, collected information about their experience during the last six months of the first adoption year. Participants were asked to respond to a set of Likert scale questions designed to measure the success of the adoption and to answer open-ended interview questions about, for example, training/gentling their horse and the rewards/challenges of having a wild horse. In Phases II and III, the set of survey questions administered differed based on whether adopters had kept or relinquished their horses. 

Recruitment 
Our convenience sample was comprised of 52 participants who had adopted wild horses directly from the BLM in 2012 and who lived in Colorado or Texas; participants were evenly split between Colorado and Texas.  Together, they adopted 63 horses. 
We recruited most of the participants through direct contact at satellite adoptions (Lubbock, TX; Grand Junction, CO; and Glen Rose, TX) and Extreme and Supreme Mustang Makeovers (Fort Collins, CO and Fort Worth, TX).  Furthermore, the Mustang Heritage Foundation (MHF) posted announcements about the study on their Facebook page. As a result, several more adopters who acquired horses from inmate training programs in Colorado and Kansas, a holding facility in Oklahoma as well as a BLM site adoption of the Pryor Mountain herd in Wyoming contacted us and were included in the study if they resided in Colorado or Texas.
Whenever possible, Ms. Koncel worked with the adopters to complete the Phase I survey at the time of recruitment. However, for reasons of convenience, some adopters requested a telephone interview at a slightly later date.  For the Phase II and III surveys, Ms. Koncel telephoned most of the participants, although a few adopters opted to complete the surveys through email. 
Retention
In Phase I of the study, we surveyed and interviewed 52 participants.  
In Phase II of the study, six months into the adoption year, we were able to re-contact 43 participants. Nine participants could not be contacted because their phone numbers and/or emails were no longer current or because they didn’t respond to a request for a Phase II survey/interview. Of the 43 participants, an additional 2 adopters had returned their horses – one because he couldn’t train the mare and the other because the owner of her boarding barn would not let her keep her gelding at the facility. One adopter sold her mare as planned, and another reported that his two geldings had died.  

In Phase III of the study, the end of the first adoption year, we were able to re-contact 34 participants. Five participants couldn’t be contacted because their phone numbers and/or emails were no longer current or because they didn’t respond to a request for a Phase III survey/interview. One adopter reported she was considering selling/rehoming her gelding after a fall from him but did not complete the final interview. Of the 34 participants, one adopter, a representative from an equine rescue, rehomed a mare through adoption. 
RESULTS

Quantitative Data on Adopters
Adopters’ Demographics 
Of the 52 participants, 41 were women and 11 were men.  Almost half of the sample (n=24) fell within the 41 to 60 years old age range, and almost 35% were between 21 and 40 years old (n=18). The annual household income of the participants was almost equally distributed between $25,000 and $49,999 (n=12), $50,000 and $74,999 (n=12), $75,000 and $99,999 (n=10), and over $100,000 (n=12), although six respondents had household income of $25,000 or less.  Their educational levels spanned from having a high school degree (n=7) to having a graduate or professional degree (n=4) with 65% of the sample having some college (n=17) or a college degree (n=18).  Six respondents had postsecondary education other than college.
Adopters’ Horses
The majority of the participants (n=43) adopted only one wild horse.  While four of the participants were first-time horse owners, the other participants owned between 2 and 20 other equids, including domestic and wild horses, ponies, and burros.
Adopters’ Knowledge about Wild Horses
The majority of the participants report having either “some” (n=22) or “a lot” of knowledge (n=21) about wild horses in general before adopting.  However, their specific knowledge about the horse/s they adopted varied widely, with almost half reporting that they had “little” knowledge (n=20).
	 General Knowledge about Wild Horses

	 
	N
	%

	 
	None at all
	2
	3.8

	
	A little
	7
	13.5

	
	Some
	22
	42.3

	
	A lot
	21
	40.4

	
	Total
	52
	100.0

	
	
	
	

	Specific Knowledge about Adopted Wild Horse

	 
	N
	%

	 
	None at all
	8
	15.4

	
	A little
	20
	38.5

	
	Some
	13
	25.0

	
	A lot
	11
	21.2

	
	Total
	52
	100.0


Quantitative Data on Horses
Horses’ Demographics
Of the 63 horses adopted, 40 were geldings and 23 were mares. Ages of the horses at the time of adoption ranged from nine months (n=1) to five years old (n=8).  About half were two years old or under while the other half were between two and a half and five years old. While bays (n=22), roans (n=8), and grays (n=7) were the most common horses, a wide variety of other colors were also represented, including blacks, duns, palominos, pintos, and sorrels. Height of mature horses (3 years and over) ranged from 13’2 hands (n=1) to 16 hands (n=1) with the majority being 14’2 hands or more (n=22). 
About half of the horses were gathered in either Nevada (n=14) or Wyoming (n=13), with a few coming from Idaho (n=1), Colorado (n=2), California (n=4), and the Pryor Mountains in Wyoming (n=4). Seventeen horses were born in BLM facilities. While most horses were captured in 2011 (n=14), the others were gathered in 2009 (n=4), 2010 (n=8), and 2012 (n=6).  (Some participants did not know where their horse/s were gathered from or when they were gathered.)
Acquisition

The majority of the horses were adopted in either Colorado (n=30) or Texas (n=26). However, four were adopted from Wyoming, two from Oklahoma, and one from Kansas. 

Most of the horses were acquired at a BLM satellite/site adoption (n=29) or before/after the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover (n=29).  Four of the horses acquired from the satellite adoptions were brought in from a BLM inmate training program. Two horses came directly from a BLM holding facility, two from a BLM inmate training program, and one from the Trainer Incentive Program (TIP).
Qualitative Data on Adopters and Horses
Reasons for Adopting a Wild Horse

Participants cited a wide variety of reasons for adopting a wild horse.  Several participants already owned a wild horse and wanted another one because they admired the breed.  While a number of adopters wanted to rescue them from the holding facilities or possible slaughter, others were intrigued by the culture and history of wild horses and what they represent, with some referring to them as America’s “untapped resource” or “an important renewable resource.” Many admired particular traits of wild horses – their heartiness, their intelligence, their temperament, their ability to bond, their trainability, their instincts.  A few participants wanted the experience of owning or training a wild horse because it was a unique opportunity or because they wanted to work with an “untouched” horse.  Participants representing an equine rescue and a riding camp adopted their wild horses for educational purposes. 
For a few participants, acquiring a wild horse was a spur of the moment decision. Training was important to many who adopted from the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover; they were either impressed by a horse’s “trainability” or a particular trainer’s work with a horse.  A small number of adopters made no distinction between a domestic horse and a wild horse; they adopted simply because they wanted a good horse.
Reasons for Adopting Their Specific Wild Horse
Participants reported many reasons for selecting their particular horse/s.  Most frequently mentioned were conformation, a quiet and calm temperament, and color.  Several participants also admitted to “falling in love” with or feeling a connection to a particular horse if he/she looked at them or came over to them at an adoption event while others chose horses who had a “nice eye,” moved well, or were “good looking.”  Training played a role; a few participants selected a horse after talking with his/her Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover trainer or because they were impressed by the horse’s performance in the competition.  A handful of participants based their decision on the horse’s size or concern that no one was bidding on a horse.
Help Selecting Their Wild Horse

Almost half of the participants said they had little to no help selecting their horses.  For the remaining participants, assistance came in several forms.  Many of them cited friends and family members. For others, trainers played an important role – in some cases their own but also those who worked with the horse/s in the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover, at an inmate training program, or in the TIP.  A few participants reported getting advice from BLM staff at satellite adoptions and members of the Cloud Foundation before or at the Pryor Mountains site adoption.
Previous Experience with and Knowledge of Horses
For the most part, the participants were experienced horse people.  About a quarter of them self-identified as equine professionals, such as trainers, riding instructors, or managers of various types of barns.  Others had been riding and caring for horses for a large part of their lives; some were serious competitors while several described their involvement with horses as a passion or for recreation.  The handful of participants who identified as inexperienced horse people reported making many efforts to educate themselves by, for example, reading and watching DVD’s, working with trainers and/or instructors, or attending various clinics. 

Preparation for a Wild Horse

Most of the participants did not significantly prepare for adopting their wild horse/s. Because some had adopted previously, they explained that they already had the appropriate fencing/shelter and felt confident with their knowledgeable about wild horses.  Others only fixed their existing fencing/shelter to meet adoption requirements because they believed wild horses were no difference from domestic horses. Those who adopted on the spur of the moment also did no preparation before adoption. 
Participants who did prepare described making sure their fencing/shelters met BLM requirements; researching wild horses and adoption by talking with trainers, BLM staff, and members of wild horse organization; visiting wild horse websites, including the BLM’s; and taking clinics on training wild horses.

Uses of Their Wild Horse

At the time of adoption, most participants looked forward to trail riding their wild horse/s for pleasure although some planned to use their horses for various other activities, including ranch work, riding lessons, barrel racing, therapeutic riding, mounted shooting, driving, roping, parades, and search and rescue. A few reported that they would wait to see what their horses were best suited for while others said anything “Western.”  Most of the participants said they would be the primary rider of the horse.

In Phase II and Phase III, the majority of respondents reported no changes in their planned use for their horse/s or the primary rider with a few exceptions. In some cases, another family member was the primary rider because of the horse’s temperament; in other cases, children or grandchildren had claimed the horse as their own and were/would be riding him/her.
Training/Gentling of Their Wild Horse
Participants used a variety of gentling/training techniques with their horses. While “natural horsemanship” was the most common, other techniques included using approach and retreat, working in the round pen or on a lunge line, utilizing a well-trained horse for teaching, and playing games with their horse/s. Some emphasized that building trust as well as being gentle, slow, and quiet were important components of their gentling/training; a few said they chose their techniques depending on the individual horse.
No matter the age of their horse, the level of training/gentling their horses had prior to adoption, or their previous experience with/knowledge of horses, more than half of the participants sought/ planned to seek some sort of help with their horse/s. For example, several who adopted saddled horses from the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover occasionally or consistently worked with the original trainer.  Some who adopted a young or an untouched horse reported they began the gentling process and groundwork themselves but used/planned to use a trainer to back and start the horse under saddle.
The amount of time participants spent with their horses varied. While some tried to maintain a consistent schedule of several days a week, many were restricted to just two to three times a week due to other commitments. Some participants also had to take time off from training because of weather, injuries, or other personal issues.
Progress of Their Wild Horse
Most of the participants said that their wild horse/s had made significant progress in terms of gentling/training since the time of adoption. Several of them described their horses as “surpassing my expectations” or “continuing to surprise me.” That said, a few reported being disappointed with the progress of their horse, attributing it to “stubbornness,” “a big flight instinct,” “a lack of trust and confidence,” and “gaps in previous training.” 
Housing and Turnout of Their Wild Horse

The majority of participants kept their wild horse/s on their own property with ample turn-out – often 24 hours a day – in large pastures/corrals and with their other horses or equines. Shelters consisted mostly of run-in or loafing sheds with some horses being brought into stalls for feeding, nighttime, or in bad weather. Those who adopted ungentled horses understood the need to keep them safe in fencing/shelter that met BLM requirements but introduced them into larger pastures/corrals and to their other horses after they were handled and could be easily caught.
Health of Their Wild Horse

At both six months and one year, most of the respondents reported that their wild horse/s had no health issues.  Minor problems included some hoof abscesses, a few incidents of slight colic, a case of pigeon fever and another of distemper. Two horses had difficulty maintaining weight.  All of these issues were resolved. 

Challenges of Having a Wild Horse

In Phases II and III, slightly more than half of the respondents said that they had experienced no challenges with their wild horse/s. For the others, minor problems included lack of trust and reluctance to pick up feet while major ones included bucking and challenging behavior. A few participants mentioned the limited amount of time they had to work with their horses and the high cost of hay. 

Rewards of Having a Wild Horse
The most frequently cited rewards of having a wild horse were the bond and trust that developed between the adopter and the horse and the progress the horse had made in terms of transitioning from a wild horse to a domestic horse.  Also important to participants was their horse’s temperament, specifically his/her calmness, desire to please, and intelligence – all of which made training much easier than they had expected.  Other rewards included knowing their horses were safe and happy, learning from gentling/training the horses, and seeing the public’s reaction to their wild horses.  A few participants mentioned just the joy of having a wild horse in their lives. 
Experience with Equine Professionals

Most participants reported that equine professionals, including trainers, farriers, and veterinarians, were willing to work with their wild horse/s and held no biases against them.  Reasons cited for this professional openness included equine professionals in Colorado and Texas already having considerable experience with adopted wild horses. A few participants, however, believed that finding a trainer knowledgeable about wild horses was challenging.
Willingness to Adopt Again

The vast majority of participants would eagerly adopt another wild horse.  “Absolutely,”  “definitely,” and “of course” were a sampling of their responses.  In fact, a few participants were in the process of adopting another wild horse. The remaining participants would like to adopt again, but they were hesitant because they believed they already had too many horses or were experiencing personal or financial problems.

Advice to Potential Adopters

Participants had much advice for potential adopters.  While some would warn those with little to no previous horse experience to stay away from a wild horse, others would advise them to adopt a trained wild horse and/or work with someone familiar with wild horses when selecting and training the horse.   
Before adopting, participants would recommend potential adopters do research on wild horses; select a wild horse based on his/her conformation, movement, and temperament; and understand the commitment that wild horses need. “Know what you’re getting into,” said one participant while another strongly cautioned against “being impulsive.”  
After adopting, participants’ advice to potential adopters would mostly focus around gentling/training wild horses, such as being patient and consistent; treating them with respect and kindness; spending ample time with them; and working with a trainer who is knowledgeable about wild horses. The belief that wild horses were different from domestic horses guided some of the participant’s advice.
Experience with the BLM and Other Wild Horse Organizations

Despite a few participants’ objections to BLM policies, such as gathers, most were positive about their experiences with BLM staff around adoption. Specifically, throughout the adoption year, they described staff as being “willing to help,” “polite,” “easy to work with,” “informed,” “concerned about the welfare of the horses,” and “doing a good job.”  Their primary contact with the BLM was during the completion of applications at adoption events, visits for compliance checks, or the processing of paperwork for titles after compliance checks were completed by other authorized professionals. Those who adopted from inmate training programs found the BLM trainers’ information about the horse/s very helpful. A few participants wished the BLM had more communication with them after the adoption. 
About half of the participants had some involvement with other wild horse organizations, such as the Friends of the Mustangs, the MHF, and the Cloud Foundation.  For the most part, they found these groups helpful in terms of providing information about wild horses and wild horse adoption. For example, several participants who adopted horses at the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover reported that talking with trainers was particularly valuable in their decision-making while participants who acquired horses from the Pryor Mountains appreciated the advice and assistance provided by members of the Cloud Foundation before and after the adoption. 
Recommendations to the BLM

While a handful of participants had no suggestions for increasing successful adoptions or believed the BLM adoption program is on the “right track,” most recommendations fell into two categories.  First is better promotion and marketing of wild horses.  Some encouraged more advertisement of upcoming satellite adoptions, as well as MHF events, through media and local equine businesses and organizations, such as 4H and Future Farmers of America.  Others thought it was essential to “get the word out” about the many positive attributes of wild horses, including their “hardiness,”  “intelligence,” and “sweetness,” with some emphasizing that the public needs to know that, as one participant stated, “A wild horse can do anything a domestic horse can do.”  A few participants mentioned that wild horses were excelling in shooting competitions, in the Extreme Cowboy Race, or on ranches, therefore suggesting targeted marketing to these special interest groups.  

Second is more resources and support for adopters of wild horses. These recommendations primarily included having BLM staff, previous adopters, and trainers experienced with wild horses available at adoption events to advise potential adopters on the selection, care, and training of wild horses A few participants also commented that the BLM website was not user-friendly and that the BLM should have a list of wild horse trainers as well as adopters in a particular region to help network and support adopters.
A few participants suggested having more gentled/trained wild horses available for adoption; other assorted recommendations included not cutting back on satellite adoptions, rating the temperament of wild horses before placing them up for adoption, and better monitoring of wild horses after adoption. 
PHASE I - III Quantitative Data
Gentling/Training and Horse/Human Bond

Gentling/Training of Wild Horse

All participants reported that their horses made progress in their gentling/training from the time of adoption to either six months or one year into the adoption.  For example, 11 horses were not gentled at the time of adoption but had been “saddled and learning basic commands” or were “comfortable under saddle and [could be] ridden at all three gaits” one year after adoption. Ten of the horses who were acquired from the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover or an inmate training program and who were “saddled and learning basic commands” or “comfortable under saddle and [could be] ridden at all three gaits” at the time of adoption either continued to progress in their training or maintained their level of training one year after the adoption.

	Level of Gentling/Training of Adopted Horse
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	At time of adoption
	
	At six months
	
	At one year

	 
	N
	%
	 
	N
	%
	 
	N
	%

	Not Gentled/Could not be Handled
	30
	47.6%
	
	1
	2.0%
	
	0
	0.0%

	Halter Broke/Could be Groomed
	7
	11.1%
	
	9
	17.6%
	
	2
	4.7%

	Could be Handled/Had Ground Training
	8
	12.7%
	
	15
	29.4%
	
	11
	25.6%

	Saddled/Learning Basic Commands
	8
	12.7%
	
	12
	23.5%
	
	8
	18.6%

	Comfortable Under Saddle/Three Gaits
	10
	15.9%
	
	14
	27.5%
	
	22
	51.2%

	Total Number of Responses
	63
	100.0%
	 
	51
	100.0%
	 
	43
	100.0%

	Number Not Responding
	0
	
	
	12
	
	
	20
	


Horse/Human Bond

Most of the participants were positive about their relationships with their wild horse/s throughout the adoption year.  Of the 43 participants who responded six months after the adoption, 96% of them strongly agreed (n=41) or somewhat agreed (n=13) with the statement, “My horse could be handled safely by me and other people familiar with horses”; 87% strongly agreed (n=26) or somewhat agreed (n=15) with the statement, “My horse and I have a strong, trusting bond with each other”; and 91% either strongly agreed (n=34) or somewhat agreed (n=9) with the statement, “My horse has fulfilled my expectations of him or her.”
Of the 34 participants who responded one year after the adoption, 97% of them strongly agreed (n=29) or somewhat agreed (n=8) with the statement, “My horse could be handled safely by me and other people familiar with horses”; 92% strongly agreed (n=10) or somewhat agreed (n=25) with the statement, “My horse and I have a strong, trusting bond with each other”; and 95% either strongly agreed (n=28) or somewhat agreed (n=8) with the statement, “My horse has fulfilled my expectations of him or her.”
	My Horse Can be Handled Safely by Me and Others…
	 

	 
	At six months
	
	At one year

	 
	N
	%
	 
	N
	%

	Strongly Disagree
	1
	2.1%
	
	1
	2.6%

	Somewhat Disagree
	0
	0.0%
	
	0
	0.0%

	No Opinion
	1
	2.1%
	
	0
	0.0%

	Somewhat Agree
	14
	29.8%
	
	8
	21.1%

	Strongly Agree
	31
	66.0%
	
	29
	76.3%

	Total Number of Responses
	47
	100.0%
	 
	38
	100.0%

	Number Not Responding
	16
	
	
	25
	


	My Horse and I Have a Strong Trusting Bond with Each Other…

	 
	At six months
	
	At one year

	 
	N
	%
	 
	N
	%

	Strongly Disagree
	1
	2.1%
	
	0
	0.0%

	Somewhat Disagree
	0
	0.0%
	
	0
	0.0%

	No Opinion
	5
	10.6%
	
	3
	7.9%

	Somewhat Agree
	15
	31.9%
	
	10
	26.3%

	Strongly Agree
	26
	55.3%
	
	25
	65.8%

	Total Number of Responses
	47
	100.0%
	 
	38
	100.0%

	Number Not Responding
	16
	
	
	25
	


	My Horse Has Fulfilled My Expectation...
	 
	 
	 

	 
	At six months
	
	At one year

	 
	N
	%
	 
	N
	%

	Strongly Disagree
	0
	0.0%
	
	0
	0.0%

	Somewhat Disagree
	0
	0.0%
	
	0
	0.0%

	No Opinion
	4
	8.5%
	
	2
	5.3%

	Somewhat Agree
	9
	19.1%
	
	8
	21.1%

	Strongly Agree
	34
	72.3%
	
	28
	73.7%

	Total Number of Responses
	47
	100.0%
	 
	38
	100.0%

	Number Not Responding
	16
	
	
	25
	


CONCLUSIONS
The goal of this study was to follow Bureau of Land Management (BLM) wild horse adopters during their first year. We were able to retain 83% of our original sample through Phase II and 65% through Phase III.  We lost several participants because their contact information was no longer current, or because the horse/s were no longer in their possession. We also understand that some participants may have chosen not to respond to requests for Phase II and/or Phase III interviews because they may have returned the horse/s to the BLM or they might have been experiencing difficulty with the horse/s. In other words, they might have perceived the adoption as not successful and been reluctant to discuss it. Therefore, one challenge of this study, and others like it, is retaining both satisfied and unsatisfied adopters throughout the study period. However, based on the responses acquired, we believe the majority of the adoptions were so far successful while realizing that retention of the horses may change in the future.  From the data, we offer the following conclusions.
Successful adoptions represented a broad spectrum of wild horse characteristics and training levels.  For example, although previously gentled/trained horses from the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover, the Trainer Incentive Program (TIP), and inmate training programs were attractive to both new and experienced adopters – and comprised more than half the horses in this study, there was no difference between the success of the adoption of these horses versus “untouched” horses. 
Several reasons may explain the large number of satisfied adopters. First, the majority of participants in this study were knowledgeable horse people who had owned various breeds of horses, including other BLM wild horses. Therefore, they had the necessary skills, confidence, and experience to successfully gentle and train their horses with few challenges. Furthermore, many of the participants had previous knowledge of wild horses, which most likely prepared them in one way or another for the experience of having a wild horse.
Second are the wild horse communities that have formed in these states through, for example, the MHF and the Friends of the Mustangs. Such communities promote wild horse adoption and provide support for adopters. 

Third is the culture. Several participants need horses for ranch work; others take part in equestrian activities more popular to the west, such as mounted shooting, roping, ranch versatility, and sorting. Over time, wild horses have proven themselves to be well-suited for these activities, creating a reputation which increases their popularity and value among those parts of the equestrian community. 
Additionally, Colorado and Texas are two states with high numbers of wild horse adoptions. As one participant stated, “Colorado loves its wild horses.”  Therefore, adopted BLM wild horses are more common here than in many other parts of the United States. Because equine professionals frequently have clients with wild horses, they are knowledgeable about these horses and hold little to no biases.  Adopters therefore benefit because they have readily available resources to care for and work with their horses. This is especially true for trainers who are experienced with wild horses. 
The Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover offered an excellent opportunity for the public, and specifically adopters, to see the potential of and acquire gentled/trained wild horses.  Essentially, through these events, the Mustang Heritage Foundation (MHF) is fulfilling its mission to promote wild horse adoption and showcase the talents of wild horses.  Additionally, adopters – including trainers who competed in these events – appreciated the resources and community offered by these events, with some describing the MHF as “a big family.”  However, most of the horses adopted through the Extreme/Supreme Makeover required further training; while some adopters worked with their horses’ original trainer, others opted to use their own trainers or different trainers associated with the Extreme/Supreme Mustang Makeover.
As noted, BLM wild horse adoption has strong traction in Colorado and Texas in part because the BLM has a significant presence in these regions through its many satellite adoptions and other programs/associations. However, the BLM could continue to build interest in wild horses in Colorado and Texas as well as other western states.  Recommendations include the following: 
· Increased marketing of wild horses in these states not just to the general public but special interest groups who participate in, for example, mounted shooting and endurance riding;
· Additional events that gather adopters and the wild horse communities together and promote the talents of wild horses, such as the Wild Horse and Burro Expo in Glen Rose, TX;

· Increased efforts to build relationships with other wild horse organizations, such as the MHF and the Friends of the Mustangs;
· More gentled/trained horses available for adoption through different programs, including the  TIP and inmate training programs;
· Improved resources, including a user-friendly BLM wild horse and burro adoption website; more trainers and adopters at adoption events to talk with potential adopters; and regional lists of trainers and adopters for support/networking purposes.
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